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ABSTRACT

We present the results of a uniform search for additional planets around all stars with confirmed hot
Jupiters observed by the Transiting Exoplanet Survey Satellite (TESS) in its Cycle 1 survey of the
southern ecliptic hemisphere. Our search comprises 184 total planetary systems with confirmed hot
Jupiters with R, > 8Rg and orbital period <10 days. The Transit Least Squares (TLS) algorithm was
utilized to search for periodic signals that may have been missed by other planet search pipelines. While
we recovered 169 of these confirmed hot Jupiters, our search yielded no new statistically-validated
planetary candidates in the parameter space searched (P < 14 days). A lack of planet candidates
nearby hot Jupiters in the TESS data supports results from previous transit searches of each individual
system, now down to the photometric precision of TESS. This is consistent with expectations from
a high eccentricity migration formation scenario, but additional formation indicators are needed for
definitive confirmation. We injected transit signals into the light curves of the hot Jupiter sample to
probe the pipeline’s sensitivity to the target parameter space, finding a dependence proportional to
RIQJ'?’QP_O'88 for planets within 0.3<R,<4 Rg and 1<P<14 days. A statistical analysis accounting for
this sensitivity provides a median and 90% confidence interval of 7.3%12:2% for the rate of hot Jupiters
with nearby companions in this target parameter space. This study demonstrates how TESS uniquely
enables comprehensive searches for nearby planetary companions to nearly all the known hot Jupiters.

Keywords: Hot Jupiters (753), Transit photometry (1709), Astronomy data analysis (1858), Exoplanet
systems (484)

1. INTRODUCTION

Hot Jupiters (HJs) were among the most surprising
class of planets discovered by the first exoplanet surveys.
Both the first exoplanet discovered around a main se-
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quence star (Mayor & Queloz 1995) and the first known
transiting exoplanet (Charbonneau et al. 1999; Henry
et al. 1999) were HJs. With radii of R, > 8 Rg and
orbital periods of P < 10 days (Wang et al. 2015; Winn
et al. 2010; Garhart et al. 2020; Huang et al. 2016), HJs
are unlike any planet in the Solar System. Many scenar-
ios have been put forth to explain the existence of HJs,
such as disk migration (Lin et al. 1996), high-eccentricity
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migration (HEM) (Rasio & Ford 1996), in situ forma-
tion (Mayor & Queloz 1995), and many others; how-
ever, none of these formation mechanisms can explain
the observed properties of every HJ system (Dawson &
Johnson 2018).

Notably, HJs are often the only detected planet in
their systems out to an orbital period of ~200 days
(Knutson et al. 2014; Endl et al. 2014; Steffen et al.
2012). Previous searches for companions to HJs us-
ing ground- or space-based data have returned only
three known systems (WASP-47, Kepler-730, and TOI-
1130) with a HJ and nearby companion planets, out of
the many hundreds of currently confirmed HJ systems
(Becker et al. 2015; Zhu et al. 2018; Canas et al. 2019;
Huang et al. 2020a). The radii of these companions are
3.58 Rg, 1.80 Rg, 1.57 Rg, and 3.65 Rg for WASP-47 d,
WASP-47 e, Kepler-730 ¢, and TOI-1130 b, respectively,
making them all smaller than Neptune. Combined with
their short (<10 days) orbital periods, the transit signals
from this class of small planets could be easily missed
by planet search pipelines or in noisy data.

The apparent lack of nearby companions in the vast
majority of HJ systems supports the idea that HJs form
beyond the ice line and migrate inwards via HEM, which
would destabilize the orbits of any shorter-period plan-
ets in the system (Mustill et al. 2015). This may not be
the full story however, since not only are some systems
known to have companion planets, but statistical work
based on photometric observations suggests that some
fraction of HJ systems could have formed via methods
other than HEM based on the lack of eccentric proto-HJs
observed (Dawson et al. 2014), although it is difficult to
rule out HEM entirely for these systems.

This leaves the formation mechanism for many HJs
largely a mystery with multiple possibilities for a given
individual system. It is possible that the three unique
HJs with companion planets named above formed via
a different mechanism from many of the other HJs or
that they may simply be rare variants of HJs. Com-
prehensive searches for companion planets to HJs could
reveal additional nearby companions to HJs or support
previous findings as to the “loneliness” of HJs.

All-sky transit surveys conducted with ground-based
telescopes typically do not reach the photometric preci-
sion needed to identify shallow transit signals of small,
nearby companions to hot Jupiters (Pollacco et al. 2006;
Bakos et al. 2004; Pepper et al. 2007). The Kepler and
K2 missions led to the discovery of two of three known
HJ systems with nearby companion planets (Becker
et al. 2015; Canas et al. 2019), but both missions sur-
veyed only a small fraction of the sky (Borucki et al.
2010; Howell et al. 2014). TESS has enabled nearly-full-

sky coverage observations with space-based photomet-
ric precision optimized for the discovery of exoplanets
around bright stars and presents an excellent opportu-
nity to finally conduct a uniform search for these addi-
tional, closely-orbiting planets. In fact, TESS has al-
ready begun to demonstrate its usefulness in the search
for HJs with companions since the most recent of the
systems with companions near an HJ (TOI-1130) was
discovered by TESS (Huang et al. 2020a).

Much of the TESS data, including most of the HJ
systems, are searched by the TESS Science Processing
Operations Center (SPOC) pipeline (Jenkins et al. 2016)
and/or the MIT Quicklook Pipeline (QLP) (Huang et al.
2020b,¢) prior to each data release to the general pub-
lic. After extracting simple aperture photometric light
curves from the calibrated pixel data, the SPOC pipeline
identifies and corrects instrumental systematic errors
and flags bad data with the Presearch Data Condition-
ing (PDC) module (Smith et al. 2012; Stumpe et al.
2012, 2014). The SPOC then searches through the re-
sulting PDC_SAP light curves using a wavelet-based,
adaptive matched filter algorithm to detect signatures
of potential transiting planets (Jenkins 2002; Jenkins
et al. 2010; Jenkins et al. 2017). Limb-darkened transit
models are fitted to each of these “threshold crossing
events” (Li et al. 2019), and are then subjected to a
suite of diagnostic tests by the Data Validation (DV)
module to help adjudicate the planetary nature of each
signal (Twicken et al. 2018). The TESS Science Office
reviews the DV reports and diagnostics and promotes
and releases compelling cases as TESS Objects of Inter-
est (TOTI) for follow up and characterization. Parallel to
the SPOC, the QLP extracts its own light curves from
the TESS data and searches all targets down to a T'mag
of 13.5 using a Box Least Squares (BLS) search algo-
rithm (Guerrero et al. 2021; Huang et al. 2020b,c).

Here, we implement in our pipeline the recently pub-
lished Transit Least Squares (TLS) algorithm (Hippke &
Heller 2019). Unlike BLS, TLS utilizes a realistic transit
model derived from fitting 2,346 known exoplanet light
curves that takes into account many of the physical pa-
rameters of the system, such as host star mass, radius,
and limb darkening parameters. Most notably, TLS pro-
vides a 17% increase in detection efficiency for the sig-
nals produced by smaller planets over BLS (Hippke &
Heller 2019), although some work has shown that real-
istic transit shapes only provide as low as a ~3% sen-
sitivity increase if BLS is sufficiently well-sampled (e.g.,
Jenkins et al. 1996). This higher detection efficiency pro-
vides the opportunity to recover a greater proportion of
planets with smaller radii than BLS. It also opens up a
parameter search space complementary to the QLP and



SPOC pipeline and increases the significance of signals
considered marginal by BLS. It should also be noted that
there has, as of yet, been no direct comparison between
TLS and the search conducted by the SPOC pipeline in
terms of sensitivity.

In this paper, we present a uniform search for nearby
transiting companions to all confirmed HJs observed in
the southern ecliptic hemisphere by TESS during its Cy-
cle 1 observations that is meant to be independent of the
SPOC and MIT pipelines. It is well-documented that
different search pipelines often have different recovery
rates and result in transit detections in different parts
of the planetary parameter space (e.g., Kostov et al.
2019a; Kruse et al. 2019). Therefore, we searched for
transit signals assuming no prior knowledge of SPOC
pipeline or QLP detections with the aim of providing
a separate search that utilized different search meth-
ods. Our search is uniform for signals with periods < 14
days (~half the duration of a TESS sector) and poten-
tial planets with R, < 4 Rg around HJ-bearing systems
with host stars of 7.3 < T'mag < 19.9 in the TESS Cycle
1 data.

Section 2 describes how the initial target list of HJs
was compiled and the TESS time series data products
utilized by this study. Section 3 outlines the search
methods used to find periodic transit-like signals in each
light curve as well as the tools used to vet and validate
each of these new signals. Section 4 contains a descrip-
tion of how the precise planet and orbital parameters
were modeled for each system. Section 5 outlines the
statistical analysis conducted to estimate the rate of
nearby companions to HJs. Section 6 discusses impli-
cations of our findings with regards to HJ formation,
and we present a summary of our conclusions in Section

7.

2. TARGET SELECTION AND DATA
ACQUISITION

For the purposes of this study and in order to en-
compass a wide data set, a planet was considered a hot
Jupiter if it had an orbital period of P < 10 days and a
radius of R, > 8Rg ~ 0.71 R; (Wang et al. 2015; Winn
et al. 2010; Garhart et al. 2020; Huang et al. 2016). The
NASA Exoplanet Archive! was queried on January 6,
2020 with these parameters, resulting in a dataset com-
prised of 437 confirmed HJs. The Right Ascension, Dec-
lination, Common Name, Orbital Period, and Radius
of each planet were downloaded for use in our analysis
pipeline.

L https://exoplanetarchive.ipac.caltech.edu/

3

This study was restricted to the first year of the
TESS prime mission, which covered the southern eclip-
tic hemisphere and corresponds to TESS Sectors 1-
13. This complements observations being collected cur-
rently in the TESS extended mission, where TESS is re-
visiting the southern ecliptic hemisphere between July
2020 and June 2021. We used the Tesscut module of
the astroquery.mast Python package (Brasseur et al.
2019) to determine that 183 of the total 437 HJs in the
dataset were observed in the first 13 sectors of the TESS
prime mission. The TOI-1130 system was added in af-
ter the creation of this HJ data set due to the discovery
of a nearby companion to the HJ in the system. This
brought the total data set up to 184 HJs spanning 0.77
days to 9.62 days in orbital period and 9.41 Rg to 21.41
Rg in radius.

The host stars for these systems have effective tem-
peratures ranging from 3749 K to 9364 K and 97% of
the targets fall within the main sequence F, G, and K
type stellar classifications. The 5 targets that do not fall
within the F, G, and K stellar classifications are all clas-
sified as main sequence A type stars. There is only one
young star in the sample - DS Tuc. Additional informa-
tion on each of these targets can be found in the TESS
Input Catalog Version 8 (TIC, Stassun et al. (2019)) and
all subsequent analysis uses stellar values gathered from
the TIC.

In the prime mission, the four TESS cameras cap-
tured a Full Frame Image (FFI) of each ~27-long day
observation sector every 30 minutes while ~200,000 pre-
determined targets had a smaller image captured at a
cadence of 2 minutes, providing superior data quality for
determining transit parameters. All TESS data are cal-
ibrated by the SPOC at NASA Ames Research Center.
The targets observed at 2-minute cadence also have Pre-
search Data Conditioning (PDC) light curves which are
systematic error-corrected using an optimal photometric
aperture (Smith et al. 2012; Stumpe et al. 2014; Jenkins
et al. 2016). These light curves have also been corrected
for instrumental signals and contaminating light from
nearby stars. There were 126 of the 184 HJs observed
in the first 13 sectors of the TESS mission that were ob-
served at 2-minute cadence and had PDC light curves
generated in addition to the longer 30-minute cadence
data extracted from the TESS FFIs. Both cadences for
each target were used in this analysis.

The 2-minute PDC light curves were downloaded from
the Mikulski Archive for Space Telescopes (MAST)
while the 30-minute light curves were extracted from
the TESS FFIs using the eleanor Python package, an
open-source tool to produce light curves for objects (Fe-
instein et al. 2019). In short, eleanor generates light
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Figure 1. A schematic outline of the processing pipeline used in this study. Illustrated are the major steps in the search for
additional transit signals in each TESS light curve as well as conditions which, if met, caused a target to advance to the next
stage of analysis. In the final loop of the pipeline after the transit search, signals underwent an initial round of vetting and
validation with DAVE (Discovery and Validation of Exoplanets) and vespa before being modeled by exoplanet. After the signals
were modeled and more precise transit parameters were acquired, the signals were run through DAVE and vespa once more for

a final round of vetting and validation using these more precise parameters.

curves for various combinations of pre-set apertures to
determine which aperture minimizes the combined dif-
ferential photometric precision (CDPP) for data binned
to a cadence of 1 hour.

3. TRANSIT SEARCH, VETTING, AND
VALIDATION

After each light curve is extracted, Transit Least
Squares (TLS) is used to search for periodic, transit-
like signals. Significant signals are then passed through
DAVE (Discovery and Validation of Exoplanets) for vet-
ting and vespa for validation.

3.1. Periodic Signal Search

We used the methods presented in Heller et al. (2019)
as a guide to prepare the TESS light curves for our
planet search and for implementing the TLS algorithm.
The light curves were iteratively clipped of outliers >30
and detrended using lightkurve’s built-in flatten
method (Lightkurve Collaboration et al. 2018) which
applies a Savitzky-Golay filter to remove low frequency
trends in the light curve by fitting successive sub-sets of
adjacent data points with a low-degree polynomial. A
window length of ~0.5 days was selected as it compro-
mises between a short enough window to remove stellar
variability while still keeping transits intact since the
transit duration for all HJs in the sample are <9 hours.
Known HJ transits were masked during this filtering us-
ing the orbital periods and transit epoch queried from
the MAST. TLS was then run on each processed light
curve using the default settings and input stellar param-

eters from the TIC. We considered a periodic signal to be
significant if its signal detection efficiency (SDE) >7.0,
which corresponds to a false alarm probability (FAP)
that the signal is a result of statistical fluctuations of
<1% based on 10000 transit injection simulations per-
formed by Hippke & Heller (2019) using the TLS algo-
rithm on simulated Kepler data with a time baseline of
3 years.

Both the 30-minute cadence and 2-minute cadence
light curves were run separately through the transit
search as two independent searches of all available data
using identical methods for both. Additionally, if a tar-
get had more than one sector of data, a transit search
was run on each sector individually as well as on the full,
combined light curve. This was done to mitigate sector-
dependent systematic effects (e.g., impacts of scattered
light). For each target, only signals with a period of up
to half the total observation length were considered to
ensure at least two transits were contained within the
observation. Because many targets were only observed
for a single TESS sector (~28 days), we cannot rule out
the existence of transiting planets beyond a period of
14 days and are most confident for signals with P < 14
days.

Each target was searched with both the TLS “default”
shape (more U-shaped) as well as the “grazing” shape
(more V-shaped) to maximize the SDE of any possible
signals found. TLS was run iteratively for each shape
and sector/cadence combination until the signal recov-
ered did not meet the SDE >7.0 criterion. For each
iteration, previous significant signals were masked out



of the light curve for subsequent runs. No more than 2
significant signals in addition to the HJ were found for
any target.

For each TLS iteration, key diagnostic parameters
were output to a “vetting sheet” which allowed for quick
visual vetting of signals to identify any as obvious noise.
The vetting sheet contains information such as best-fit
orbital parameters, the phase-folded light curve, an odd-
even transit comparison, the periodogram, a half-period
check, and other items that are useful in determining
whether a signal could be real or spurious. See Figure 2
for an example of the vetting sheet used.

The TLS search of the 126 HJ systems in the 2-minute
cadence data yielded 242 non-HJ signals with SDE >
7.0. There were zero new, non-HJ signals in the 30-
minute FFI light curves after initial vetting removed all
detected significant signals. This lack of signals in the
FFI light curves is likely due to imperfect background
subtraction or correction, the sparser sampling of the
longer cadence, or instrumental effects that would oth-
erwise be removed by the SPOC pipeline for 2 minute
cadence data. It is worth noting that there were some
marginal (5.0 < SDE < 7.0) detections of periodic sig-
nals in both cadences. Due to the lack of signals recov-
ered in the FFI data, subsequent data, methods, and
results will pertain to 2-minute cadence data only. All
signals with a SDE > 7.0 were passed along for further
vetting and validation as described in the following sec-
tions.

To ensure that the search did not miss signals that
may have been inadvertently diluted by the flattening
procedure, we also searched the PDC and eleanor-
corrected light curves without flattening as well as the
Simple Aperture Photometry (SAP), eleanor PSF, and
eleanor PCA light curves, with and without flattening.
We found 2,434 non-HJ significant signals, 43 of which
could not be immediately thrown out as noise. Nine of
the signals that could not be ruled out as noise were also
found in the search of the flattened PDC light curves.
The remaining 34 signals were heavily scrutinized prior
to any further analysis and all of them were rejected as
potential candidates on the basis of transits overlapping
with unsubtracted in-transit points from the HJs, un-
realistic planet parameters, or >50% of transit events
on the edge of the observation window or in observation
gaps.

Nine of the 126 HJs with 2 minute cadence data were
not recovered by the TLS search with a SDE > 7.0. Of
these 9 HJs that were not recovered, 7 HJs were around
host stars with T'mag 2 13.1, 1 HJ was located near the
galactic disk with a high degree of crowding, and 1 HJ
orbits a host star with extreme stellar variability. Six of
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the 58 HJs with only 30 minute FFI cadence were not
recovered. Four of these HJs were around host stars with
Tmag 2 13.8, 1 HJ was around a host star with large
stellar variability, and 1 HJ was located near the galactic
plane and suffered from a high degree of crowding.

3.2. DAVE Analysis

The DAVE tool is an open-source Python package that
wraps many common exoplanet vetting tools (Cough-
lin et al. 2014, e.g. Robovetter) into one streamlined
pipeline. This software has been extensively used to
vet planet candidates from the Kepler mission (Hedges
et al. 2019; Kostov et al. 2019a; Kostov et al. 2019b)
and the TESS mission (Crossfield et al. 2019; Kostov
et al. 2019b). DAVE performs light-curve based vetting
tests (odd-even transit comparison, a search for transit-
like features due to light curve modulations, secondary
eclipse checks) and image-based vetting tests (photocen-
ter shift during transit).

Each significant periodic signal recovered with TLS
was passed through DAVE and those that failed any of its
modules were flagged for further inspection and removed
from the analysis pipeline. If DAVE analysis flagged a sig-
nal in error, the signal was returned to the general pool
of vetted signals. In total, 50 out of the initial 242 re-
covered signals passed DAVE vetting, although not all
DAVE modules were able to run successfully for each
signal. This is because in many cases, the transits of
potential new signals overlapped with or were too close
to those of the HJs, causing DAVE to run each module
for the HJ multiple times instead of once for each of
the signals in the light curve. This issue mostly affected
the light-curve vetting tests and the image-based cen-
troid vetting tests ran successfully for the majority of
the target systems.

3.3. VESPA Validation

To complement DAVE analysis, we used vespa (Morton
2012, 2015) to calculate the false-positive probabilities
of each signal. When provided stellar parameters, ce-
lestial coordinates, and orbital parameters, this package
compares transit-like signals to a variety of astrophysical
false-positive scenarios including an unblended eclips-
ing binary (EB), a blended background EB, a hierar-
chical companion EB, and the ’double-period’ scenarios
for each of these EB possibilities. All stellar parameters
used in the vespa analysis were queried from the TIC
for each individual target system (Stassun et al. 2019).
Orbital and planetary parameters from the TLS search
output were used as inputs for the first round of vespa
validation for each signal. If signals were successfully
validated by vespa and proceeded to the exoplanet



HATS-13 (TIC 289793076)

P =3.04433 +/- 0.01627 d, t, = 1328.08291 BTJ)D E
Tqur = 0.09875 d, 9/9 transits with data i
SDE = 16.08, SNR = 57.64, FAP = 8.003e-05 >
Rp/R+ = 0.1433, Rp = 14.878 R@ = 1.326 Ryyp ©
odd/even mismatch = 0.57 g, 6 = 0.0246 &
R+ =0.95 (+0.10, -0.10) Re® i i i i i
M. = 0.81 (+0.10, -0.10) Mp 0.46 0.48 0.50 0.52 0.54
Phase
3 1.05
w
[
=
+© 1.00
E 4
o 3
Z 0.95 A ' ‘
m T T T T T
1330 1335 1340 1345 1350
Time [BT)D]
1.05 A
X
=]
[V
£ 1.00
©
¥
o2
0.95 A
1330 1335 1340 1345 1350
Time [BT)D]
15 A
w 101
@
5 .
0 L T T T T T T
0 2 4 6 8 10 12
Period [days]
« 1.05 1 Transit Duration « 1.05 1 odd
=] =]
o L sl
2 £ 1.00
© ©
¥ ¥
= < 0.95 -
-0.04 -0.02 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.46 0.48 0.50 0.52 0.54
Phase Phase

Figure 2. Example of the information printed on the vetting

sheet for a single TLS iteration (i.e. detection of a single periodic

signal). From top to bottom: orbital and system information for the signal, light curve phase-folded to period of the detected
signal, raw light curve with removed trend overlaid, flattened light curve with transit model from TLS overlaid and in-transit
points highlighted, TLS periodogram with strongest signal and integer multiples highlighted, light curve phase folded viewed a
half phase apart from the transit with transit duration highlighted to search for secondary eclipses, odd/even transit comparison.

modeling step outlined in Figure 1, the orbital and plan-
etary parameters from this modeling were used for a sec-
ondary round of vespa validation. The light curves used
in the TLS search outlined in Section 3.1 were folded
according to the best-fit orbital period and mid-transit
time (t0). These phase-folded light curves were used
in the vespa analysis, oftentimes binned to reduce the
scatter in the light curve and prevent an invalid fit of
the transit shape or unreasonable posterior values.

A vespa input parameter of particular sensitivity
is the maximum aperture radius (mazrad) interior
to which the signal must originate. This parameter
strongly affects the likelihoods of the background eclips-
ing binary scenarios that vespa considers and is very
dependent on sky position and the instrument used.
We queried the Gaia DR2 catalog within the SPOC
pipeline extraction aperture to identify nearby back-
ground sources that are within 6 magnitudes of the tar-



get in the Ggrp band (630 - 1050 nm) (Brown et al.
2018). This band was chosen for its large overlap with
the TESS band (600 - 1000 nm) (Vanderspek et al.
2018). The mazrad parameter was then set to the out-
ermost background source meeting this criterion within
the extraction aperture. If no background sources within
the extraction aperture met this criterion, the mazrad
parameter was conservatively set to 2”7 to account for
possible target position offset and the resolution of Gaia.
We note that, given the high resolution of Gaia, this
mazrad parameter could be reduced to an even lower
value in more thorough treatments of individual sources.

The maximum depth for a possible secondary eclipse
(vespa’s secthresh parameter) was used from the sec-
ondary eclipse depth output from DAVE if modshift suc-
cessfully ran a given target. Otherwise, a quick TLS
search was performed for secondary transit-like features
and that depth was used for the secthresh parameter.

This vespa routine was repeated up to 25 times for
each signal binned with values between 1 and 25 data
points per bin. This was done to mitigate any varia-
tions between individual vespa simulations and because
oftentimes vespa was unable to correctly fit a transit
shape to the light curve or there was an error with cal-
culating the posterior distributions of one or more as-
trophysical scenarios. The vespa simulation with the
lowest binning value that did not produce an error was
kept for each signal.

If the false positive probability (FPP) from the kept
vespa simulation <1%, we considered the signal to be
statistically validated and the transit signal classified as
a bona fide planet candidate. These FPP values calcu-
lated are likely upper limits since vespa analysis does
not account for any likelihood increase due to a mul-
tiplicity boost from the confirmed HJ in each system.
A multiplicity boost is the decrease in the FPP that a
planet candidate gets from having other confirmed plan-
ets in the system since statistical work has demonstrated
that systems containing multiple transit signals are more
likely to be true planets than systems with only a single
periodic signal (Lissauer et al. 2012). The exact mul-
tiplicity boost has not yet been calculated for TESS,
therefore we elected to keep signals with a FPP value
<10% in the analysis as possible “marginal” signals in
case any of them could pass below the 1% threshold
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when the multiplicity boost is calculated?. This could
very well be the case if the TESS multiplicity boost is
at all similar to that calculated for Kepler in Lissauer
et al. (2012).

Of the 50 signals that passed DAVE vetting, 14 pro-
duced an FPP value of <10% for at least one of its vespa
iterations with 3 of these 14 signals producing an FPP
value <1%. These 14 signals were passed to exoplanet
for more detailed modeling.

It is worth noting that vespa only tests against the
six astrophysical false positive scenarios and does not
take into account potential contamination from instru-
mental effects. While the instrumental false alarm rate
for TESS has yet to be calculated, the TESS detectors
exhibit fewer electronic noise artifacts than Kepler3,
which this software was developed on and where the
FPP < 1% validation threshold was established (Cough-
lin et al. 2014; Krishnamurthy et al. 2019; Vanderspek
et al. 2018). Therefore, we believe it is safe to assume
that the 1% FPP threshold still holds here for TESS.
However, as we discuss in Section 4, the 14 signals that
we identified as passing the vespa validation were subse-
quently determined to be instrumental effects after de-
tailed light curve modeling and further manual inspec-
tion. Since vespa only tests for astrophysical false pos-
itives, these instrumental effects would not necessarily
have been caught by vespa as non-planetary signals.

4. DETERMINATION OF PRECISE PLANET
PARAMETERS

TLS uses a period and transit duration search grid
calculated upon initialization based on stellar proper-
ties and light curve length that is used to find periodic
transit-like signals in a light curve (Hippke & Heller
2019). This grid can be oversampled for greater pre-
cision in period and duration of a transit-like feature,
however this can quickly become computationally ex-
pensive and may still not produce the most precise or-
bital parameters. To remedy this, we used the software
exoplanet (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2019) on only the
periodic signals that passed through DAVE and vespa.
exoplanet is a toolkit for probabilistic modeling of tran-

2 We note that the multiplicity boost for TESS planets in general
may be different from that of HJ systems specifically since there
is strong evidence that HJ systems exhibit different planet clus-
tering behavior than other planetary systems. Such a calculation
is outside the scope of this work and marginal signals are included
in this study to be as thorough as possible in light of an unknown
multiplicity boost.

3 https://archive.stsci.edu/kepler/manuals/KSCI-19033-001.pdf
and https://archive.stsci.edu/files/live/sites/mast /files/
home/missions-and-data/active-missions/tess/_documents/
TESS_Instrument_Handbook_v0.1.pdf


https://archive.stsci.edu/kepler/manuals/KSCI-19033-001.pdf
https://archive.stsci.edu/files/live/sites/mast/files/home/missions-and-data/active-missions/tess/_documents/TESS_Instrument_Handbook_v0.1.pdf
https://archive.stsci.edu/files/live/sites/mast/files/home/missions-and-data/active-missions/tess/_documents/TESS_Instrument_Handbook_v0.1.pdf
https://archive.stsci.edu/files/live/sites/mast/files/home/missions-and-data/active-missions/tess/_documents/TESS_Instrument_Handbook_v0.1.pdf
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Table 1. Table listing the number of new signals that passed
each stage of the pipeline.

Pipeline Stage # of Signals Passed
TLS Search 242
DAVE Vetting 50
vespa Validation 14
exoplanet Modeling 0

sit and radial velocity observations of exoplanets using
PyMC3. This is a powerful and flexible program that
can be used to build high-performance transit models
and then sample them through Markov Chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) simulations to provide precise transit
and orbital parameters.

Examples of exoplanet-sampled HJ transits from our
analysis is shown in Figure 3 with both 2 minute and
30 minute cadence data. exoplanet was run to deter-
mine planet parameters for each of the 169 recovered
HJs and the 14 new signals statistically validated to
a FPP <10% by vespa. Through these detailed light
curve model fits, we concluded that none of these sig-
nals arise from planets. Instead, they are noise, system-
atics, or integer multiples of improperly-subtracted HJ
transits based on the best-fit transit parameters. These
signals likely passed through the initial light curve de-
trending since they were variable on the same timescale
as a typical transit duration and were sector- or CCD-
specific features in the TESS data that were missed by
the SPOC pipeline’s detrending and our subsequent de-
trending with lightkurve. Furthermore, TLS may not
have accurately determined the duration of the HJ tran-
sits in the system, causing the wings of the transit to be
left behind after HJ transit subtraction.

Although no new promising planet candidates were
found, we use the exoplanet models for these systems
to provide a uniform set of updated orbital and planet
parameters derived from TESS data for each of the HJs.
These values can be found in Appendix A.

5. COMPANION RATE ESTIMATION

Although no new planet candidates were discovered
through our search, it is still possible to place an up-
per limit on the rate of companion planets per HJ in
the sample of systems used here. To do this, we need
to know the efficiency at which our pipeline can recover
transit signals so that we can correct our non-detection
of additional companion planets for completeness of the
search. In order to determine this efficiency, we per-
formed a series of transit injections into light curves with
known HJs that were then run through our implemen-
tation of TLS to probe the recovery rate of this method

within different parameter spaces. For our detection effi-
ciency calculation and subsequent estimation of the rate
of companion planets per HJ, we only consider the 168
HJs that we are able to recover with our search pipeline
after removing TOI-1130 since it was added after the
target list was generated and would bias the statistical
analysis. Furthermore, transit injection and successful
recovery serves as an independent check and validation
of our transit search algorithm implementation.

To perform these simulations, we used the Batman
Python package (Kreidberg 2015) to generate artificial
transits that were injected directly into the TESS PDC
light curves of all 117 HJs that were recovered in the
2 minute cadence TESS data. The 9 PDC light curves
in which the HJ was not recovered were not included in
these simulations. By injecting simulated transits into
real TESS data, we were able to obtain more realistic
transit recovery scenarios than if synthetic light curves
were used.

We simulated ~57,000 planet transits with randomly
and uniformly sampled orbital period, planet radius, or-
bital inclination (i), injected into one of the 117 HJ
light curves, randomly selected for each iteration. These
HJ light curves orbit around host stars with 7.3 <
TESS magnitudes (T'mag) < 17.8. The quadratic limb-
darkening parameters and semi-major axis for each sim-
ulated planet were derived from the stellar parameters
of the host star of the light curve that each transit was
injected into. The orbital period was sampled between
1 day and 14 days to ensure that there were at least
2 transits in each ~27-day TESS sector. The plane-
tary radius was sampled between 0.3 Rq and 4 Rg, the
radius of one of the smallest exoplanets discovered (Bar-
clay et al. 2013) and slightly larger than the largest HJ
companion discovered (TOI-1130 b), respectively. The
inclination was sampled from within the 1o uncertain-
ties of the host HJ’s inclination so that the planets could
be considered coplanar. A circular orbit was assumed.
Each of the simulations was run through our implemen-
tation of TLS using the same procedure outlined in 3.1
and compared with the simulated parameters. Any sim-
ulation where the strongest non-HJ signal with a SDE
>7.0 matched the simulated period within its 1o errors
was considered “recovered.”

It is important to note that only combinations of pa-
rameters that produced transits of nonzero depth were
considered. All of the simulations that were included in
further analysis exhibited a transit of nonzero depth and
none of the recovery rates include non-transiting cases.

Figure 4 displays the recovery rates for each segment
of the orbital period and planet radius parameter space
simulated across all inclinations and host star Tmag val-
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Figure 3. Examples of best-fit models with exoplanet for 2 minute cadence data (left, WASP-121 b) and 30 minute cadence
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Figure 4. Grids displaying the recovery rates for each bin in the entire period and radius space simulated. The color in each
cell denotes the fraction of injected planets recovered, averaged over all host star magnitudes and simulated inclinations in that
slice of period-radius parameter space. Values of <5e-4 were rounded to 0 for clarity. Simulated transiting planets of all S/N are
included. See Section 5 for further details. Left: Values in the cells denote the recovery rates of that slice of parameter space.
Errors represent the square root of the number of successfully recovered injections divided by the total number of injections in
each cell. Right: Values in the cells denote the number of recovered injections over the total number of injections in each slice
of parameter space.

ues. The highest recovery rate of ~45.1% corresponds 1.4%. This sensitivity grid, in essence, represents the to-
to the largest planets that transit the most frequently, tal fraction of planets within the R, and P space that
with that of Earth-sized planets reaching no higher than
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Figure 5. A histogram illustrating the recovery rates of simulated planets of different radii as it depends on the T'mag of the
host star. Each line represents a different slice of the planetary radii simulated, binned into corresponding bins in magnitude
space of width Tmag=0.5. The histogram values are averaged over all inclinations and periods and contain signals of all S/N.
The numbers above the highest histogram value in each bin represent the number of HJ light curves that were injected into
in that T'mag bin. This is included to illustrate how variability, artifacts, or quirks of individual light curves in T'mag bins
with few HJ light curves can affect the overall recovery rates. These numbers are also included to highlight the aim of these

simulations to probe the sensitivity of this search in this particular data set rather than HJ light curves as a whole.

The

geometric transit probability is not applied here in order to more clearly illustrate the effect of T'mag and individual stars on

the detection efficiency. See Section 5 for further explanation.

our pipeline was able to recover, regardless of signal
strength.

To quantify the dependence of the recovery rate on P
and R, we fit a double power law of the form kP~*R,#
where k is a constant, and « and [ are the power law
indices of P and R,,. Using the scipy.optimize package
to fit the function to the recovery rate grid, we found
best fit values of @=0.88 4+ 0.03 and §=-2.32 £ 0.12, or a
P08 R232 dependence for the recovery rates presented
in Figure 4.

The recovery rates are not uniform within each R, and
P cell as there is some dependence on parameters other
than R, and P. TESS magnitude of the host star, in
particular, strongly affects the recovery rate of the sim-
ulated planet transits. Figure 5 is included to illustrate
how the recovery rates of various planet radii ranges vary
in the host star TESS magnitude parameter space. Gen-
erally, brighter host stars correspond to higher recovery
rates, although some TESS magnitude bins do not ex-
hibit this due to the artifacts or mild stellar variability of
individual light curves included within them that initial
light curve flattening does not remove. Figure 5 includes
the number of HJ light curves contained in each Tmag
bin to illustrate how individual effects influenced Tmag
bins with fewer light curves.

Comparing these recovery rates to that of the original
TLS validation paper (Hippke & Heller 2019), we ob-

serve lower recovery rates. However, this is likely due to
a combination of factors. TLS was originally designed
and implemented for use with Kepler data, which typi-
cally have greater photometric precision and longer time
baselines than TESS data (Borucki et al. 2010; Ricker
2015), arguably making it easier to recover small planets
in Kepler data since these factors cause small signals to
have higher S/N than in TESS data. Additionally, TLS
was validated on 1 Rg planet signals injected into arti-
ficial light curves with purely Gaussian noise and long
baselines of 3 years. Therefore, it is logical that the
shorter observation baseline of each TESS sector com-
bined with non-Gaussian noise terms and lower pho-
tometric precision would produce recovery rates lower
than the 93% stated by Hippke & Heller (2019). Fur-
thermore, as described in Kruse et al. (2019), mutual
recovery rates of planet candidates of ~60% are not un-
common from survey to survey. This again highlights
the importance of multiple, independent searches of the
same data set using separate methods so as to maximize
the number of planet discoveries.

In order to estimate the rate of nearby companions to
HJs, we addressed the problem through a Bayesian bino-
mial framework following the methodology described in
Appendix A of Huang et al. (2016). The likelihood of ob-
serving N,,s companions to HJs from Ny, systems with
a multiplicity rate of r,,, can be expressed as B(Nyps|rm,



Table 2. The rate of companions per HJ at various confi-
dence intervals for both the full range of potential compan-
ions with 0.3<R,<4 Rg and the narrower range 2.0<R,<4
Re.-

Percentile | 0.3<R,<4 Rg | 2.0<R,<4 Rg
50% 7.2% 4.2%
68% 11.8% 6.8%
90% 22.0% 13.3%
95% 27.8% 17.1%
99% 39.4% 25.0%

Niot). In our case, Ny, is observable, 7, is constrained
given the data, and Ny is the number of HJs recovered
in our sample (Ng ;) multiplied by a detection efficiency
averaged across the entire parameter space ({(deys)) to
correct for possible missed transiting planets according
to Equation 5 in Zhu & Dong (2021). We can constrain
rm by sampling the posterior space, given by the likeli-
hood described above multiplied by some prior function
for r,,. In this case, we adopt a uniform prior between
0 and 1 for the rate of nearby companions to HJs (ry,).

We perform a MCMC simulation using emcee
(Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013) to sample this posterior
space and constrain the rate of HJ multiplicity. For our
MCMC model, we assumed that the companions tran-
sit and are coplanar with the HJ in the system (within
the uncertainties of the HJ’s inclination). For poten-
tial companions in the parameter space sampled here
of 0.3<R,<4 Rg and 1<P<14 days, we calculate a
(degs) of 4.8% and we obtain a HJ multiplicity rate of
7.371229% . If we shrink this potential companion pa-
rameter space to exclude companions of R, <2.0 Rg
as in Huang et al. (2016), we obtain a HJ multiplicity
rate of 4.279:1%. These values represent the median of
the distribution and the 90% confidence interval. Table
2 summarizes the rate of nearby companions for these
two slices of the companion parameter space at various
confidence intervals.

The values reported here are consistent with the val-
ues reported by both Huang et al. (2016) and Zhu &
Dong (2021). Both of these studies utilized the Kepler
sample in their estimation of companion rate, which has
a higher detection efficiency due to its greater photo-
metric precision, but a smaller HJ sample size than the
TESS HJ sample used in this study.

We note that the TOI-1130 system was not included
in this part of the analysis. Including it would bias the
result since the system was only added into the search
sample after the original list had been generated on the
basis that TOI-1130 is contained within the TESS field
of view and exhibited the type of system structure that
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this study was searching for. For comparison’s sake,
the same statistical estimation of HJ companion rate
was performed including TOI-1130, resulting in a rate
of 17.7713:5% across the whole parameter space probed
and a rate of 10.372% when excluding companions
with R, <2.0 Rg. The upper and lower limits on these
values represent the 90% and 10% confidence intervals,

respectively.

6. DISCUSSION
6.1. Comparison to Other Searches

Both the SPOC pipeline (Jenkins et al. 2016) and the
MIT Quicklook Pipeline (QLP) (Huang et al. 2020b,c)
searched each of the HJ systems included in this study
with their independent pipelines and also returned no
new planet candidates in systems with confirmed HJs.
Furthermore, smaller scale studies on subsets of the HJ
population - such as that of Steffen et al. (2012) and Ma-
ciejewski (2020) - also find no nearby companions and
sometimes complement the photometric analysis with
radial velocity data. Our independent search of the HJ
population in the southern ecliptic hemisphere provides
compelling support for a lack of planetary companions
nearby these HJs down to the photometric precision of
TESS. Each pipeline searched using different search al-
gorithms, ranges of orbital period, and light curve pro-
cessing, thus maximizing the parameter space within
which new signals can be detected in these target sys-
tems.

The QLP did discover an entirely new HJ system in
the Cycle 1 TESS FFIs. This system - TOI-1130 - does
indeed contain a HJ along with an inner companion
(Huang et al. 2020a). This system was not originally
included in our study since it was not confirmed prior
to the initial target list but was included in subsequent
companion searches in this study. However, TOI-1130
was not included in our statistical analysis of the HJ
population since it was not discovered prior to the start
of this study and its addition would bias the results.
The pipeline presented here was able to recover both
the HJ signal and the companion planet signal of this
new TOI-1130 without need for any additional system-
atics or noise correction, despite the fact that no new
significant signals were recovered from FFI data by our
pipeline otherwise.

The agreement of the results from the QLP and SPOC
pipeline with that presented here, although not necessar-
ily expected, serves as an excellent check of our pipeline
and the validity of the TOI-1130 system, especially since
the other two systems harboring HJs with nearby com-
panions (WASP-47 and Kepler-730) were not contained
within the Cycle 1 TESS data. Additionally, since there
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has as of yet been no direct comparison between the
sensitivity of TLS and the SPOC search pipeline, these
results can serve as an indication that the sensitivities
of this TLS search, the SPOC pipeline, and the QLP
are comparable. This is of particular interest given the
results from the validation of TLS suggesting that TLS
has a ~17% higher detection efficiency than BLS, which
is used by the QLP (Hippke & Heller 2019).

Although this study probes a slightly different param-
eter space of nearby companions to hot Jupiters than
Huang et al. (2016), the calculated values for the rate
of companions to HJs are consistent with Huang et al.
(2016) who reported 1.1733% compared to 7.3712:2%
calculated by this study. The larger period and radius
space probed by this study more closely matches the
parameter space studied by Zhu & Dong (2021), which
reports a value of ~2% with a 95% confidence interval
of 9.7% for the rate of companions nearby HJs. This is
also consistent with our result. Both of these previous
studies utilized the Kepler sample of HJs in their deter-
mination of the rate of companions nearby HJs, which
has greater photometric precision - and therefore higher
detection efficiencies - but a smaller sample size of HJs.
Our study marks the first uniform calculation of this
rate with the TESS HJ sample.

6.2. Implications for HJ Formation

The lack of any additional new validated planets in
the HJ systems we searched supports previous results
that indicate a general lack of planets in nearby orbits
to HJs (Steffen et al. 2012). The only exceptions to this
trend are WASP-47 d, WASP-47 e, Kepler-730 ¢, and
the recently-discovered TOI-1130 b (Becker et al. 2015;
Canas et al. 2019; Huang et al. 2020a). This lack of
nearby planets to HJs is in stark contrast to the “warm
Jupiters” (WJs), a class of planet similar to HJs, but
with an orbital period between 10 and 200 days. Ap-
proximately 50% of WJs have nearby companion planets
compared to the 1.17333% of HJs with companions as
reported by Huang et al. (2016) or the rate of 7.37%:2%
reported here, despite the orbital period cutoff distin-
guishing the two classes being somewhat arbitrary. In
fact, as discussed in Huang et al. (2020a), the period dis-
tribution of giant planets with nearby companions ap-
pears continuous from the shortest period of the three
aforementioned HJs (WASP-47 b) through the WJ peri-
ods. This could suggest that these handful of HJs with
companions formed in a similar manner to the slightly
cooler WJs while the rest of the HJs formed via a sepa-
rate pathway.

Some formation scenarios make specific predictions for
the occurrence of nearby companion planets. In the case

of formation through high eccentricity migration (HEM)
where the giant planet arrives at its current position via
gravitational scattering of other bodies in the system,
the likelihood that nearby planets exist is low due to
the disruptive nature of the planet migration (Mustill
et al. 2015). In the case of a disk migration where the
entire protoplanetary disk migrates inward, companion
planets would be more likely to survive but would also
likely exhibit orbital resonances with one another (Lee
& Peale 2002; Raymond et al. 2006).

However, while a lack of nearby companion plan-
ets cannot definitively determine the pathway through
which each system formed, this characteristic may aid
in classifying portions of the HJ population when com-
bined with additional evidence. Some formation scenar-
ios that challenge current HJ formation theories could
benefit from knowing that HJs are lonely with a greater
amount of certainty. For instance, there are possible sit-
uations where companion planets are retained despite
HEM (Fogg & Nelson 2007) or situations where HEM
cannot explain the observed dynamics in a handful of
known HJs (Dawson et al. 2014). Constraining the pres-
ence of nearby companions to HJs may help in determin-
ing the dynamical histories of some of these scenarios
that complicate our theories on HJ formation.

Although these systems are proving to be quite rare,
it is important to continue to search for HJ systems with
closely-orbiting companions so that comparisons can be
drawn between this unique subset of systems and the
wider sample of HJs/WJs. Additional discoveries of HJ
systems with nearby companions would contribute to a
better understanding of how these systems formed and if
the mechanism differs from other portions of the HJ/WJ
population. Furthermore, a scaled-up statistical analy-
sis including the larger TESS field and all three systems
with known nearby companions to HJs would provide a
companion rate per HJ that is much more representative
of the HJ population as a whole since the rate reported
here only considers the HJs of the TESS southern eclip-
tic hemisphere in TESS Cycle 1.

7. SUMMARY

In this paper, we present the results of an indepen-
dent, uniform search for companions to HJs in TESS
southern ecliptic hemisphere data (Sectors 1-13). Our
investigation and results are summarized here:

e We searched the TESS light curves of 184 systems
with HJs of R, > 8Rg, using Transit Least Squares
with both the default and grazing transit shapes.

e New signals recovered by the Transit Least
Squares search with a signal detection efficiency



> 7.0 were passed through DAVE and vespa for
vetting and validation.

e There were zero new signals with P < 14 days sta-
tistically validated as planet candidates to a false
positive probability < 1% in either the 2-minute
cadence SPOC PDC light curves or the 30-minute
TESS FFI light curves. We cannot rule out the
existence of transiting companions with P > 14
days, however.

e We probed the detectable parameter space of po-
tential small planet signals using our pipeline, find-
ing a dependence of recovery rates proportional to
R232P~98. We found a strong dependence on
magnitude and activity of the host star as well for
all recovery rates.

e We performed a statistical analysis to estimate a
rate of 7.3t1§32% planets within 0.3<R,<4 Rg and
1<P<14 days per HJ.

e A lack of new companion planets to HJs down to
the photometric precision of TESS provides fur-
ther evidence for the “loneliness” of HJs out to
P=14 days and HEM as a plausible formation
mechanism for a large portion of the HJ popu-
lation. This is in contrast to warm Jupiters where
nearby companions are common, suggesting pos-
sible different formation mechanisms for the two
populations.

e These search results suggest that the sensitivities
of the SPOC search pipeline, MIT’s QLP, and
this TLS pipeline are comparable in the search for
small companions to HJs.

This work constitutes a first step in comprehensively
searching every HJ observed by TESS. Similar studies
of the HJ systems observed by TESS in its survey of
the northern ecliptic hemisphere will be beneficial for
further exploring potential HJ formation mechanisms.
Furthermore, TESS has recently started its extended
mission where it is effectively repeating its survey of the
southern and northern ecliptic hemispheres and will also
survey part of the ecliptic plane for the first time.

As an additional component of this work, we provide
updated transit ephemerides for each HJ with TESS 2-
minute Cycle 1 data in Appendix A. The majority of
both the orbital period and the planetary radius value
agree within 1o errors with published values. For a
subset of these HJs, the planetary radius is better con-
strained with smaller uncertainties than published val-
ues. The eccentricity values are calculated based on stel-
lar density according to the prescription in Dawson &
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Johnson (2012) and are generally slightly higher than in
the literature. This parameter is calculated and not di-
rectly sampled, so is subject to larger uncertainty than
a sampled parameter. These can aid in follow-up obser-
vations and studies of the HJs themselves, since in the
absence of planetary companions, further study of the
HJs in these systems becomes even more important in
constraining their formation processes.
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