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ABSTRACT
Over the past decade, the number of known wide binary systems has exponentially expanded thanks

to the release of data from the Gaia Mission. Some of these wide binary systems are actually higher-
order multiples, where one of the components is an unresolved binary itself. One way to search for these
systems is by identifying overluminous components in the systems. In this study, we examine 4947
K+K wide binary pairs from the SUPERWIDE catalog and quantify the relative color and luminosity of
the components to find evidence for additional, unresolved companions. The method is best illustrated
in a graph we call the “Lobster” diagram. To confirm that the identified overluminous components are
close binary systems, we cross-match our wide binaries with the TESS, K2 and Kepler archives and
search for the signs of eclipses and fast stellar rotation modulation in the light curves. We find that
78.9%±20.7% of the wide binaries which contain an eclipsing system are identified to be overluminous
in the “Lobster Diagram” and 73.5%± 12.4% of the wide binaries which contain a component showing
fast rotation (P < 5) days also show an overluminous component. From these results, we calculate a
revised lower limit on the higher-order multiplicity fraction for K+K wide binaries of 40.0% ± 1.6%.
We also examine the higher-order multiplicity fraction as a function of projected physical separation
and metallicity. The fraction is unusually constant as a function of projected physical separation while
we see no statistically significant evidence that the fraction varies with metallicity.

1. INTRODUCTION

Binary stellar systems appear in a wide variety of
forms and configurations. Wide binary systems can have
separations that can reach many thousands of au and
are found mostly as visual binaries where both compo-
nents are easily resolved on the sky. Angular separa-
tions, proper motion differences, parallax/distance dif-
ferences and radial velocity differences have been used in
various different combinations to find and confirm these
systems in large astrometric stellar catalogs (Chanamé
& Gould 2004; Lépine & Bongiorno 2007; Dhital et al.
2010; Lépine 2011; Shaya & Olling 2011; Tokovinin &
Lépine 2012; Tokovinin 2014a; Dhital et al. 2015; Deacon
et al. 2016; Andrews et al. 2017; Oh et al. 2017; Oelkers
et al. 2017; El-Badry & Rix 2018; Coronado et al. 2018;
Jiménez-Esteban et al. 2019; Hartman & Lépine 2020;
El-Badry et al. 2021). On the other hand, unresolved,
close binary systems with separations reaching to less
than 1 au can be more challenging to identify and are
found using a wider variety of discovery methods, in-
cluding using high resolution imaging, spectroscopy and
photometry.

It has been well established for solar-type stars that
around half of the wide binaries are higher-order mul-
tiples, i.e. triples, quadruples, etc. (Raghavan et al.
2010; Tokovinin 2014b; Moe et al. 2019). However, the
pathway by which the widest of these systems originated
has not been well established. Three scenarios for how
these systems form include the unfolding of triple sys-
tems (Reipurth & Mikkola 2012), the binding of stars
during the cluster dissolution phase (Moeckel & Bate
2010; Kouwenhoven et al. 2010), and the pairings of ad-
jacent cores in star forming regions (Tokovinin 2017).
These scenarios address wide binary formation at the
largest separations (> 10, 000 au). At shorter separa-
tions, much work has already gone into examining close
binary formation by characterizing their statistical prop-
erties such as the binary fraction as a function of metal-
licity (Moe et al. 2019; El-Badry & Rix 2019a; Hwang
et al. 2021).
One feature that each of the three scenarios predicts is

that wide binaries should initially have a large fraction
of higher-order multiples, and this fraction is expected
to increase over time due to the ability that multiple sys-
tems have to better survive interactions with the local
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Galactic environment. Data from Raghavan et al. (2010)
indeed shows that for the eleven systems that have sepa-
rations larger than 10,000 au, ten are higher-order mul-
tiples. Unfortunately, most studies that have measured
higher-order multiplicity fractions are for solar-type (F-
, G-, and early K-dwarf) systems. Law et al. (2010)
examined the higher order multiplicity for M+M wide
binaries and also found that the higher order multiplicity
fraction increases as a function of projected physical sep-
aration; however, this was only on a sample of 36 wide
binaries and extended only out to orbital separations of
6500 au. Knowing the value of this higher order mul-
tiplicity fraction over a broader range of spectral types
and orbital separations will help determine if there is a
formation scenario that is dominant or if wide binary
formation is a mixture of different processes.
Searching a large number of wide binary systems for

additional close companions is a challenging task, es-
pecially if the companions are unresolved. For Gaia,
Ziegler et al. (2018) found that the resolution limit was
between 0.7′′and 1′′. For most systems with separa-
tions below this, resource-intensive follow-up, such as
high resolution imaging or spectroscopy, are normally
needed to find companions. However, one particular dis-
covery method for finding unresolved close binary sys-
tems that does not require a large commitment of re-
sources is looking for overluminous stars in the Gaia
catalog itself. There are, however, several reasons that
may cause a star to appear overluminous compared to
a main-sequence star of similar color. The star could
be young and still contracting on its way to the main
sequence phase, it could be a highly active star in a flar-
ing state, or it could be an unresolved binary. In most
of the H-R diagram and even along the main-sequence,
it is generally difficult to identify overluminous systems
due to what is called the “cosmic scatter”, i.e. to varia-
tions in the luminosity and color of main-sequence stars
due to differences in age, metallicity, and state of activ-
ity. However, an examination of the Gaia H-R diagram
shows a very suggestive doubling of the main sequence
in the K- and M- dwarf regime that is a clear indication
of a significant population of unresolved binaries - and
provides the potential means to identify them.
In our first paper (Hartman & Lépine 2020), we ex-

amined the scatter in the color-magnitude relationship
for K-dwarfs in the Gaia H-R diagram using a subset of
2227 K+K wide binary systems. We first defined a fidu-
cial line running parallel to the mean color-magnitude
trend, and calculated an “overluminosity factor,” which
is defined as the vertical magnitude offset from the fidu-
cial line for any star. For a majority of the stars in com-
mon proper motion pairs, we found a strong correlation

between the overluminosity of the primary and that of
the secondary, consistent with the idea that much of the
“cosmic scatter” is due to metallicity differences in K-
dwarfs, and that K+K systems are chemically homoge-
neous, with both components expected to show the same
offset from the fiducial main-sequence. Exploiting this,
we devised a simple but useful tool for finding poten-
tial unresolved close binaries that are part of wide sys-
tems: these unresolved pairs are identified if either one
of the wide components appears to be significantly over-
luminous compared to the other. Unresolved pairs are
most easily identified as outliers in the so-called “Lob-
ster Diagram,” which plots the overluminosity factor of
the primary as a function of the secondary’s factor.
In this paper, we widen our sample to 4947 wide bina-

ries where both components have Gaia GBP −GRP col-
ors consistent with being K-dwarfs, all pairs have a prob-
ability of being gravitationally bound systems > 95%,
and the distance limit we had in place in Hartman &
Lépine (2020) was removed. To confirm that the “Lob-
ster diagram” is indeed identifying unresolved close com-
panions, we further examine light curves from the TESS,
K2 and Kepler surveys searching for signs of light curve
modulations indicative of close/eclipsing binaries. We
find convincing evidence that the method accurately
identifies unresolved components, provided that their
binary mass ratio q= Msec/Mpri is larger than 0.5. Fi-
nally, we estimate the higher-order multiplicity fraction
for the whole sample and search for variations of this
fraction as a function of projected physical separation
and metallicity.

2. DATA RETRIEVAL AND LIGHT CURVE
ANALYSIS

2.1. Wide Binary Identification

The method used to identify our sample of wide bina-
ries is detailed in Hartman & Lépine (2020). We provide
a brief summary here. Starting with the complete set of
∼ 5.9 million high proper motion stars (>40 mas yr−1)
in Gaia Data Release 2 (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2018;
Lindegren et al. 2018) supplemented by a modest num-
ber of additional high proper motion stars from the SU-
PERBLINK catalog, but not listed in DR2, we conduct
a two stage Bayesian analysis that calculates the prob-
ability of any two stars to be physical pairs (as opposed
to chance alignments) based on their angular separa-
tions, proper motion differences and distance/parallax
differences. We present a flow chart of the process in
Figure 1. The first stage takes the angular separations
and proper motion differences and uses empirical model
distributions of these two parameters for both chance
alignments and real binaries to calculate a first pass
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~5.9 million high proper motion 
stars from Gaia DR2 and SUPERBLINK

1° angular separation and 40 mas/yr
proper motion difference cut

557 million possible pairs

119,360 possible pairs

99,203 pairs with 𝑃 > 95%

First Bayesian analysis using angular 
separation and proper motion differences 
and a parallax error cut on both components

Second Bayesian analysis using 
distance difference

Figure 1. Flow chart demonstrating the method used to
construct the SUPERWIDE catalog. Starting with a sample
of ∼ 5.9 million high proper motion stars, we conduct a two-
step Bayesian analysis to determine which stars are part of
wide binaries. This analysis takes into account angular sep-
arations, proper motion differences and distance differences.

real-binary probability. We then keep only pairs with
a first-pass probability greater than 10% and with a
parallax error on both components less than 10%, and
run another Bayesian analysis using just the difference
in the distances between the components in the pairs,
again using empirical model distributions for real bi-
naries and chance alignments. The end result is the
SUPERWIDE catalog listing 99,203 high proper motion
pairs with probabilities of being gravitationally bound
> 95%.

The color-magnitude diagrams for these high proba-
bility pairs are presented in Figure 2. Primary stars are
shown in the top panel while secondaries are shown on
the bottom panel, with “primary” and “secondary” being
determined by brighter G magnitude. For both panels,
the main sequence is well defined and in the color range
of the K-dwarfs, GBP − GRP from 1.01 to 1.81, a dou-
bling of the main sequence can be distinguished as a
secondary sequence of objects vertically shifted up by
∼ 0.7 magnitudes, looking much like a “halo” above the
standard main sequence. This doubling is believed to
be caused by the presence of unresolved companions.
While young stars can cause a similar effect as they fall
onto the main sequence, as they have yet to fully con-
tract and remain overluminous due to their larger sizes
compared to normal main sequence stars, we note that
the SUPERWIDE catalog was constructed from a high
proper motion sample which is biased against young,
field stars, which typically have low relative motions to
the Sun and thus are under-represented in high proper
motion subsets.
To examine this doubling, Hartman & Lépine (2020)

focused on the K-dwarf regime and took a sample of
2227 K+K wide binaries with primary distances less
than 250 pc and Bayesian probabilities > 99% along
with a cut based on color and absolute magnitude. Ad-
ditionally, they revised their definition of “primary” and
“secondary” to be defined by GBP − GRP color rather
than Gaia G magnitude, with the component with a
bluer color assigned as the primary star. In this paper,
we expand upon the previous analysis in Hartman &
Lépine (2020) by defining an expanded sample of K+K
wide binaries from the 99,203 high probability wide bi-
naries from the SUPERWIDE catalog. In a similar man-
ner to Hartman & Lépine (2020), we focus on stars with-
ing a set color range 1.01 < GBP −GRP < 1.81 as seen
by the magenta boxes in Figure 3. Like Hartman &
Lépine (2020), our primary and secondary designations
were initially determined by Gaia G magnitude, but are
now changed to GBP −GRP color; thus, we require each
component to have both a GBP and GRP magnitude.
Unlike our previous work, we do not set a limit on ab-
solute magnitude dependent on color. We put limits
so that the primary absolute magnitude is fainter than
MG = 4 and the secondary magnitude is brighter than
MG = 9.4; this eliminates red giants and white dwarfs
from the subset. In addition, we no longer restrict our
sample based on distance, which greatly expands our se-
lection. We also lower our probability limit to 95% as
the majority of pairs in the 95%< P <99% are still real
binaries. The rationale for this shift is to include more
binaries that are likely to be genuine wide binaries to
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Figure 2. Color-magnitude diagrams for the 99,203 pairs
with Bayesian probabilities > 95% of being wide physical
binaries. Top: Color-magnitude diagram for the primary
components. Bottom: Color-magnitude diagram for the sec-
ondary components. Primary stars are found of all types,
including notable subsets of red giants, subgiants, more mas-
sive main-sequence stars, and white dwarfs. Secondaries are
overwhelmingly low-mass stars and white dwarfs. One no-
table feature is the vertical “thickening” of the main sequence
for low-mass M stars (Gaia GBP −GRP > 2).

increase the size of the sample for improved statistics.
This revised selection doubles the sample to 4947 can-
didate K+K wide pairs. The color-magnitude diagrams
for our selected binaries (with primaries in top panel
and secondaries in bottom panel) are shown in Figure
3. The magenta box represents our area of focus for this
analysis and will be discussed below.
A complicating factor in this analysis is the effect of

metallicity difference between stars of similar mass, com-
monly known as “cosmic scatter.” To show how metal-
licity trends in the K-dwarf regime, we use the MIST
isochrones (Paxton et al. 2011, 2013, 2015; Dotter 2016;

Figure 3. H-R Diagram for SUPERWIDE with the K+K
wide binary selection shown. The magenta box defines the
K dwarf main sequence plus overluminous stars. The line
going through the middle represents the arbitrary reference
line [MG]Kref that is used to define the overluminosity factor
for each wide binary. Red points show the primary stars and
the cyan points show the secondary stars selected for our
light curve search.

Choi et al. 2016; Paxton et al. 2018) to model the metal-
licity tracks for solar age stars, with metallicity being
[Fe/H] = log((Fe/H)star/(Fe/H)sun). This is shown
in Figure 4. We used the isochrones matching an age of
109.65 years, v

vcrit
= 0.4 and Gaia magnitudes. Starting

from +0.5 in metallicity, these isochrones go to -4.0 in
steps of 0.25 between +0.5 to -2.0 and then in steps of
0.5 between -2.0 and -4.0. For most metallicity tracks
down to -1.0, the metallicity tracks run parallel to each
other in the K-dwarf regime. In addition, we provide the
distribution of projected physical separations as a func-
tion of distance and the histogram of projected physical
separations for this sample in Figure 5, showing that our
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Figure 4. Color-magnitude plot for MIST isochrones in the
K dwarf region. Black points are the components of K+K
wide binaries from our sample. Different color lines represent
different metallicity tracks. The three labels shown show the
metallicity for the same colored lines. Going from the +0.50
line to the -2.00 line, each different line represents a decrease
of 0.25 in metallicity. This increase to 0.5 after the -2.00 line.

binaries span a wide range of distances and physical sep-
arations. The two red lines represent the effects of the
angular separation cuts applied in Hartman & Lépine
(2020) at 2′′ and 3600′′, respectively.

2.2. Light Curve Retrieval

Starting with this sample of 4947 pairs, we cross-
match our all primaries and secondaries with the TESS
Input Catalog (TIC) by matching the Gaia DR2 iden-
tification numbers in common between our sample and
the TIC catalog using the modules astropy and astro-
query (Astropy Collaboration et al. 2013, 2018; Gins-
burg et al. 2019). Using the associated TIC ids, we use
the Lightkurve package available in Python to search
for TESS, K2 and Kepler targets and recover their light
curves (Lightkurve Collaboration et al. 2018). We re-
trieve all available sets of data for each target. However,
we examine each sector separately. We first check if the
target has available two-minute cadence light curves and
download both the Simple Aperture Photometry (SAP)
and Pre-search Data Conditioning SAP (PDCSAP) light
curves. If a target does not have two-minute data, we
then check for data products from the MIT Quick Look-
up Pipeline (QLP, Huang et al. 2020a,b) and retrieve
both the available light curves that resulted from their
light curve extraction algorithm (SAP) and then light
curves which underwent post-processing to remove stel-
lar activity and instrumental noise which are referred to
as KSPSAP . If a star does not have either of those,

Figure 5. Top panel: Projected physical separation as a
function of primary distance for the selected sample. Most
pairs reside between 100-600 pc. Red lines indicate the 2′′and
3600′′cuts that are part of the SUPERWIDE catalog. Bot-
tom panel: Distribution of projected physical separations for
the selected sample.

we search for any K2 light curves and then finally for
Kepler light curves.
We find 2928 primaries and 2494 secondaries that have

light curves available from at least one of the missions.
Of those, 2463 are from the same binary system, i.e. we
find 2463 pairs where a light curve is found for both the
primary AND secondary component. To be clear, each
component has its own TIC number, however, in many
of the cases, the light curves are essentially the same due
to their proximity on the sky and the large size of the
TESS camera pixels. Our analysis finds that, of the 2463
pairs with both components having a light curve, 2047
have angular separations less than one TESS pixel (21′′)
while only 168 have angular separations larger than two
TESS pixels (46′′). Therefore, the majority of the light
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curves for these systems blend the light from both stars
unless a K2 or Kepler light curve is retrieved. While this
generally prevents us from knowing for sure from which
of the components (primary or secondary) any signal is
coming from, it still allows us to effectively search for
eclipsing or rotating systems in both components at the
same time. Further ground-based photometric valida-
tion will however be needed to confirm which component
is responsible for any modulation of the signal.
In some cases, the signal may also be from a third

star in close proximity to the pair. However, we believe
this to occur in a low number of our systems. To ex-
amine this, we searched around each star in our sample
for third stars within Gaia DR2 that might contaminate
the light curve. We required that any other star near the
searched star must not be its wide binary companion,
have a Gaia G magnitude brighter than 18, and have a
∆G magnitude difference of less than 4. We searched for
stars within one TESS pixel (21′′) and within two TESS
pixels (42′′). We found that around 2% had another star
within one TESS pixel that could interfere with the sig-
nal from the target star and around 10% had another
star within two TESS pixels. Due to the low probability
of contamination indicated by these results, we will as-
sume that if a periodic signal is detected in our analysis,
it is from the target system and not a nearby field star.
This does not rule out the need for follow-up observa-
tions to confirm where the modulations are coming from
for the reasons stated in the previous paragraphs.

2.3. Periodogram Analysis

In order to identify systems with significant photo-
metric modulations, we examine each of the light curves
visually and sort them into one of four possible bins
based on morphology: (1.) eclipsing/transiting system,
(2.)fast rotators with periods less than five days, (3.)
slow rotators with periods greater than five days and
(4.)systems that show both rotation and eclipses; one
example from each of these groups is seen in Figure 6.
Eclipsing systems are easily identified from the dips in
the light curves caused by another object passing in front
of the target star while modulations from a fast/slow ro-
tator show a sinusoidal/variable pattern which is due to
spots on the surface of the star coming in and out of
view.
We then conduct a periodogram analysis on these

systems using the periodogram function from the
Lightkurve package. For the eclipsing systems and
those systems that show both rotation and eclipses, we
run this analysis twice using the Lomb-Scargle (Scar-
gle 1982) and Box-Least-Squares (BLS) (Kovács et al.
2002) methods to identify and measure a period for the

eclipses. In most cases where the light curve is pro-
duced by the QLP, we use the KSPSAP fluxes. This
allows due to the removal of long term stellar trends
for an easier calculation of the eclipsing binary’s period.
Additionally, the rotation in these systems is found to
be overwhelmingly in sync with the eclipses, for a good
reason as tidal forces in close binaries will usually syn-
chronize the rotation of both stars with their orbital pe-
riod. However, the light curves for several stars showed
more noise in the KSPSAP flux than the SAP flux and,
in these cases, we used the SAP flux to generate the
light curves and the resulting phased light curves. For
the TESS two-minute, K2, and Kepler data, we use the
PDCSAP fluxes to calculate the binary’s period to take
advantage of the cleaner data that the PDCSAP fluxes
offer compared to the SAP fluxes.
After this first examination, the period is fine-tuned

by hand to create a clean, phased light curve for each
eclipsing/transiting system. We conduct this analysis
on the primary stars first and, if a secondary light curve
for the same binary is found, we use the period of the
primary to construct the phased light curves for the sec-
ondary if the same type of signal is seen. We do note
that no additional modeling has gone into this analysis
as just identifying these systems as eclipsing/rotators
suits the purpose of this study.
We run this analysis again on the systems that are

identified as showing rotation. In this case, we only
use the Lomb-Scargle method as it can pick out the ro-
tation signal better than the BLS method and we use
only the SAP light curves unless the light curve is from
K2 or Kepler, in which case we use the PDCSAP light
curves. This choice was made to avoid any potential
cases where the detrending that is applied to the PD-
CSAP and KSPSAP from the QLP light curves could
affect the stellar activity signals we hope to detect. Ad-
ditionally, we restrict the periods examined depending
on whether the star was visually determined to have a
rotation period greater than or less than five days from
the visual analysis. We again stress that just being iden-
tified as a fast or slow rotator suits the purpose of this
study. We leave it to a future paper to fully model the
rotation signals in our identified rotators. Much like the
eclipsing/transiting analysis, if a secondary light curve is
found with a primary counterpart, we use the primary’s
period to construct the phased diagram and see if this
produces an acceptable phased light curve. In any case,
the identification of an accurate rotation period for a
starspot signal is always elusive, as differential rotation
in main sequence stars means that spots will move in and
out of view at slightly different rates depending on their
latitudes, and the period of the modulation will vary
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over time as the spot pattern changes. Additionally, we
find several systems where multiple variable signals are
shown. For these, we note both periods in our results
but only count the system towards our analysis once.

3. RESULTS

In total, our search recovers 42 eclipsing/transiting
systems, 16 systems showing both rotation and
eclipses/transits, 105 systems showing rotation with a
period less than 5 days, and 101 systems showing rota-
tion with a period slower than 5 days. We split these
results into two groups. In Tables 1, 2, 3, and 4, we
present the results for binaries which are two stars in
the eyes of Gaia. In Tables 5, 6, 7, and 8, we highlight
the systems that are higher-order multiples in the eyes
of Gaia already. These systems are discussed further
in Section 3.3. In each of these 8 tables, the columns
are Gaia DR2 ID Numbers, R.A. from Gaia DR2, Decl.
from Gaia DR2, Gaia G magnitude, Gaia G flux er-
ror, NASA mission (either T-2min for TESS 2 minute
light curve data, T-QLP for TESS data products from
the QLP, K2 or Kepler), and mission ID (either TIC or
Kepler catalog) for both components. This is followed
by the determined periods for components 1 and 2 with
the final column being the SUPERWIDE angular sepa-
ration. Component 1 is the primary star as determined
by bluer GBP −GRP color and component 2 is the sec-
ondary for the true wide binary tables (1 - 4). This
assignment method is kept for the resolved triples; how-
ever, the other components are not taken into account.
In many of these cases, the light curves are the same

for the two components except with slightly different
base flux levels, which means that the TESS camera did
not fully resolve the two components, and the measured
light curve is that of the blended primary and secondary
flux. This means that although both components’ light
curves may show a variable signal, one of the compo-
nents may not be variable. Figure 6 shows examples
of the original and phased light curves for stars from
each of the four bins that we defined. Within the ta-
bles, P1, period of component 1 (primary), and P2, pe-
riod of component 2 (secondary), are determined in this
manner. If only one component has a variable signal de-
tected in the light curve analysis, then that component
is assigned the determined period from the light curve
analysis. If both components show variability and the
period is different between the two, then both periods
are reported. Finally, if both components show variabil-
ity and the period is the same, then the Gaia flux error
for each component is used to guess which component
most likely houses the binary or stellar rotation signal
with the component with the higher Gaia flux error as-

sumed to be the variable object. Follow-up observations
will be needed to confirm that our guess made here is
correct.
In a separate table, we highlight two wide binary sys-

tems where both components show signs of multiple
sources of stellar modulation. This is shown in Table
9. The two systems in question have evidence of ei-
ther two or three stellar modulation signals in their pe-
riodograms. We present the resulting periods in three
columns of Table 9 with the rest of the columns being
the same as in Tables 1 - 8.

3.1. Testing the Lobster Diagram

As a test of the overluminosity correlation between
primaries and secondaries in K+K wide binaries, we
decided to re-examine the so-called “Lobster diagram”
(Figure 7) and assess where systems with eclips-
ing/rotator signals fall on the diagram. Hartman &
Lépine (2020) defined the “overluminosity factor” (FOL)
as,

FOL = MG − [MG]Kref

where [MG]Kref is a reference value representing the
absolute magnitude of a single-star K-dwarf of the same
color with a set reference metal-abundance. We adopt
the same definition of the overluminosity factor, (FOL),
with one key exception: in Hartman & Lépine (2020),
the MG for each component was used separately in the
calculation of FOL. However, we make a smaller but
significant modification for this paper. Since these are
high probability wide binaries, their parallaxes should be
nearly identical in most cases, as the orbital separations
are much less than 1 pc. It is thus fair to assume both
stars are at the same distance, rather than introduce un-
certainties from parallax measurement errors. As such,
for each binary, we adopt for both stars the parallax of
the component that has the smallest parallax error in
the Gaia DR2 catalog. We keep the same definition of
[MG]Kref as:

[MG]Kref = 2.9(GBP −GRP ) + 2.5

This relationship is represented by the middle magenta
line in both panels of Figure 3. The line roughly tracks
the division between the single star main sequence and
the unresolved binary locus, although this choice is arbi-
trary. A positive FOL means the component falls below
the middle magenta line in Figure 3, while negative FOL

means the component is above the line.
The “Lobster diagram” exploits the fact that stars in

wide binaries are expected to form within the same star-
forming region and should fall on the same metallicity
tracks on the H-R diagram. In most cases, these tracks
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Figure 6. Examples of light curves and phased light curves for four primary stars in our sample. Each plot pair shows the light
curve obtained through Lightkurve on the left and the phased light curve on the right. The period used for the phase folding is
shown in the right panel for each star with the identifier for each star shown in the light curve plot. Phased light curve points
are colored by their time in the unphased light curve. Top: Example of a system with both rotation and eclipses, Top-middle:
Example of eclipsing system, Bottom-middle: Example of a system with rotation less than 5 days, and Bottom: Example of a
system with rotation more than five days. The different colored points and the color bar for the phased light curves show the
epoch of the data points.
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are expected to run parallel to the fiducial line we have
defined. In the “Lobster diagram,” the FOL values of the
secondaries are plotted against the FOL of their associ-
ated primaries, with each pair represented by a single
point. Pairs with no unresolved companions should fall
on a 1:1 locus because their FOL values will be simi-
lar. On the other hand, the presence of an unresolved
companion will increase the flux from one of the com-
ponents (primary or secondary), and shift the point for
that pair off the track, effectively revealing that the two
components have values of FOL that do not agree with
one another. The magnitude of this shift will depend on
the flux ratio between the star and its unresolved com-
panion, which is related to the binary mass ratio, q, for
main sequence stars.
For this part of the analysis, we first remove any re-

solved higher-order multiples (to be discussed in a later
section.) This sets aside 300 pairs from our initial sam-
ple of 4947. We show the overluminosity plot for most
of the remaining 4647 wide binaries in Figure 7, with
4268 systems falling within the shaded regions shown.
Several hundred pairs are not seen in this plot as one
of the component’s overluminosities falls outside of the
plot limits. The limits of the plot happen to correspond
to the area bound by the magenta box in Figure 3 and,
for a point to appear in Figure 7, both components must
fall in the Figure 3 magenta box. This is examined more
in Section 3.4.
There are four distinct regions in Figure 7. The area

defined by the solid red lines, the body of the “Lobster”,
represents where pairs with two “single” components re-
side as their overluminosity factors are roughly the same.
This region is defined as the following:

−0.1 < FOL,pri&sec < 1.0

FOL,pri > FOL,sec − 0.13

FOL,pri < FOL,sec + 0.13

This forms a “true wide binary” sequence composed
of two single stars. This was visually determined to
match the observed density of points in this area with
pairs with FOL > 1.0 and FOL < −1.0 being consid-
ered suspicious (to be discussed later). The two yellow
shaded areas represent the areas where one component
is unusually overluminous compared with its compan-
ion, as expected if it is an unresolved binary system,
indicating the system is actually a triple. Which way
the pair deviates from the body of the “Lobster” deter-
mines which component is the possible unresolved bi-
nary. If the primary is overluminous, then the pair will
fall below the “true binary” (1:1) sequence whereas if
the secondary is overluminous, then the pair will fall

to the left of the sequence. In both cases, the yel-
low areas extend away from the 1:1 line by 1 magni-
tude both below the line and to the left of the line for
FOL,pri/sec > 0.0. For −0.1 < FOL,pri/sec < 0, only
the area between −1 < FOL,pri/sec < −0.1 is considered
as there was concern of sub-giant and giant contami-
nation for pairs. The purple shaded area represents the
area where both components are unusually overluminous
making the wide binary a possible quadruple system and
is simply defined as a box with −1 < FOL,pri/sec < −0.1.
The regions denoted by the dashed red lines, the “claws”
of the lobster, represent the area where unresolved sys-
tems with equal mass (q ∼ 1) are expected to cluster:
these two regions are offset from the body by about 0.7
mag in overluminosity factor, which matches what is
expected for an equal mass unresolved system on the
color-magnitude diagram. In fact, the “claws” do show
a definite over-density of objects, which is evidence for
just such a sequence of unresolved, equal-mass close bi-
naries. Currently, the “Lobster diagram” only works well
for wide binaries in the K-dwarf range, as the slope of the
main sequence follows a linear color-magnitude relation-
ship, sequences for stars of different metallicities have
the same slope and the metallicity spread of the stars
is relatively small, which is not the case for stars in the
M-dwarf range, for example, where the color-magnitude-
metallicity relationship is more complex.
Using the binaries in Figure 7 to define the baseline,

we plot out the locations of the eclipsing systems, sys-
tems showing rotation periods larger than 5 days (slow
rotators), systems showing rotation periods less than 5
days (fast rotators), and systems showing both rotation
and eclipses. These are shown in the different panels
in Figure 8. 22 pairs were not included on this plot, 5
eclipsing systems, 8 fast rotators, and 7 slow rotators.
For most of these systems, the reason for their exclusion
was because one component’s overluminosity was out-
side of the range of the plot and outside the magenta
box in Figure 3. As discussed further on, we only exam-
ine pairs which fall within the shaded regions of Figure
8 for this analysis.
Examining the four panels in Figure 8, we can ver-

ify if the “Lobster diagram” works as a possible method
to determine if individual components of K+K wide bi-
nary systems are unresolved binary systems themselves.
In the plots of eclipsing systems and systems that show
both rotation and eclipses (top panels, Figure 8), we
do confirm that the vast majority of systems with light
curves classified in either of these two groups fall out-
side of the true wide binary sequence. For the eclipsing
systems, 78.9% ± 20.7% lie in the shaded regions of the
top left panel of Figure 8, while 84.6% ± 34.7% lie in
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Figure 7. The “Lobster diagram” plotting the overluminos-
ity factor FOL of the primary star as a function of the FOL of
the secondary star for the most of the 4647 K+K wide sys-
tems in the assembled sample. Two key features stand out in
this plot. The dense locus along the 1:1 line represents “true”
wide binaries where both components are single in the eyes
of Gaia. Points lying outside of this locus represent systems
where unresolved components make either the primary or
secondary components suspiciously overluminous. If a point
falls in the purple region, it may represent a possible quadru-
ple system or a young system, where both components are
unusually overluminous.

the shaded regions in the top right panel for the sys-
tems that show both rotation and eclipses with errors
calculated using Poisson statistics. We do not include
systems that fall completely outside of the shaded re-
gions or the true wide binary sequence. For eclipsing
systems that fall within the true wide binary sequence,
there are two possible explanations. First, the flux ratio
between the companion that is eclipsing and the target
star is small. In this case, Gaia would not pick up the
excess flux from the faint component and the magnitude
would be consistent with that of a single star. Second,
the light curve may be picking up eclipses from an unre-
lated background star caught in the TESS camera. As
mentioned previously, TESS pixels are large and can reg-
ister the light from multiple stars in a single light curve;
further follow-up would be needed to confirm this idea.
We also note that for those systems where only one com-
ponent has a light curve that shows eclipses, the “Lob-
ster diagram” correctly identifies whether the primary
or secondary hosts the companion. With these caveats,
we believe that we have demonstrated that the “Lob-

ster diagram” method is an efficient tool for identifying
probable close companions in these wide binaries.
Examining the light curves further, we examine the

fraction of rotating stars that lie outside of the true wide
binary sequence. For the stars with rotation periods less
than five days (lower left panel, Figure 8), 73.5%±12.4%

lie in the shaded regions. This significant result sug-
gests a link between overluminosity and fast rotation,
with the most likely explanation being that the fast ro-
tation is caused by tidal synchronization of the rota-
tion and orbital period in the close binary systems. The
fact that no eclipse is recorded simply indicates that the
inclination of the system does not allow us to see the
eclipses. On the other hand, for stars with rotation pe-
riods greater than five days (lower right panel, Figure
8), only 42.0% ± 8.6% lie in the shaded regions, poten-
tially pointing to their rotation and overluminosity not
being related.

3.2. Additional Evidence from Gaia and the Multiple
Star Catalog

To provide additional evidence that the “Lobster di-
agram” finds unresolved companions, we can examine
the Gaia data itself. The Reduced Unit Weight Er-
ror (RUWE) parameter is an indicator of how good the
astrometric fit is for a given star and can be used as a
powerful tool to identify unresolved binaries within Gaia
(Belokurov et al. 2020; Stassun & Torres 2021; Penoyre
et al. 2022). Single stars with good astrometric fits typi-
cally have a RUWE between 1.0 and 1.4, although Stas-
sun & Torres (2021) found evidence in a sample of eclips-
ing binaries systems that an eDR3 RUWE value in that
range does not guarantee that a star does not have an
unresolved companion. As a test of the “Lobster dia-
gram,” we recover the Gaia DR2 RUWE values for our
sample and, for each pair, we take the larger RUWE
value from either component as the value for the sys-
tem. We then select the pairs with RUWE≥ 1.4 as
systems potentially hosting unresolved companions and
plot them on the “Lobster Diagram” in Figure 9. Using
the same method as in the previous section, 77.5%±3.9%

of these systems reside outside of the true wide binary
sequence agreeing with our findings from the light curve
analysis.
Finally, we cross-match our sample of 4647 systems

with the Updated Multiple Star Catalog available on
Vizier (Tokovinin 2018). This catalog mostly consists
of systems that are known to have 3 or more members.
We find 20 systems that are matches to the Multiple
Star Catalog, all of them known to be triples with an
unresolved third component. Putting these 20 systems
on the “Lobster” diagram in Figure 10 and applying the
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Figure 8. Overluminosity plots highlighting the locations of TESS light curve targets (aqua points) that have been sorted into
one of our four bins going from upper left to bottom right: (1.) systems where one component shows eclipses/transits, (2.)
systems where one component shows both rotation and eclipses, (3.) systems where one component is a fast rotator (P < 5
days), and (4.) systems where one component is a slow rotator (P > 5 days). Note that for the systems where a component
shows either an eclipse or transit or is a fast rotator, most show at least one component to be overluminous, whereas slowly
rotating systems are mainly in the “true” wide binary sequence.
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Figure 9. “Lobster Diagram” with pairs where one compo-
nent’s RUWE value from Gaia DR2 is ≥ 1.4 shown by the
highlighted points. The overwhelming majority of points lie
outside of the true wide binary sequence (region bordered by
solid red line).

same criterion for the parallax used the calculation of
the overluminosity for each component, we see that half
of the systems fall on the true wide binary sequence, but
the other half fall in the region where unresolved bina-
ries are expected to reside. Based on the data provided
by the Multiple Star Catalog, the systems that fall in
the unresolved binary regions mainly contain a compo-
nent that is a double-lined spectroscopic binary while
the ones that reside in the true wide binary sequence
either contain a component that is a single-lined spec-
troscopic binary or a binary that is resolved with high
angular resolution imaging. As we are using the overlu-
minosity of a component to tell if it has an unresolved
companion, it follows that if the unresolved companion
is faint, it will not contribute light to the system and
will appear as a single star.

3.3. Resolved Higher-Order Multiples

In the section above, we deliberately excluded 300
“pairs” that we identified as being part of resolved
higher-order multiple systems in Gaia DR2; these are
common proper motion systems of 3 or more resolved
stars; each of these systems may contribute multiple
"pairs" (since triples make 3 pairings, quadruples 6 pair-
ings, etc.). We now come back and address these sys-
tems as a group. For our light curve analysis, we simply
searched all 300 “pairs” for available TESS, K2 or Kepler
light curves. Among our detections, we find 4 systems
with eclipsing binaries, 14 systems with a component

Figure 10. Overluminosity plot for systems that are in SU-
PERWIDE as only two stars but are listed in the Multiple
Star Catalog (Tokovinin 2018) as having a known unresolved
companion. Systems outside the body have a bright unre-
solved companion that is detected as either a double-lined
spectroscopic binary or a companion detected by speckle
imaging. Systems in the body are either faint companions
detected by speckle imaging or single-lined spectroscopic bi-
naries.

showing rotation faster than five days, 13 systems with
a component showing rotation slower than five days and
4 systems showing both rotation and eclipses/transits.
We plot the location of these pairs on the overlumi-
nosity plot in Figure 11 using the same method as in
Figure 8. We only plot the K+K pairings of the re-
solved higher order multiples as that is what works on
the lobster diagram, though some systems consist of all
K-dwarfs (and contribute multiple “pairs”), while others
are K+K+something else (and contribute just one “pair”
on the plot). One of the systems showing both rotation
and eclipses/transits falls outside of the window shown
in Figure 11. The same trends are observed showing
that the majority of fast rotators and eclipsing systems
fall outside of the true wide binary sequence while sys-
tems with slower rotation rates are more likely to be fall
in the true wide binary sequence.
In Figure 11, we include all 300 “pairs” in the overlumi-

nosity plots. However, for the next sections dealing with
the higher-order multiplicity of K+K wide binaries, we
only include a small number of higher-order multiples
in our analysis. The main reason for this is we want
to only include resolved higher-order systems in those
cases where if the system had been a wide binary with
an unresolved companion, it would have made it into our



Unresolved Companions in the Lobster Diagram 13

Figure 11. Overluminosity plots highlighting the locations of TESS light curve targets for resolved higher-order multiples from
Gaia DR2. Same format as in Figure 8. Some systems with TESS light curves fall outside of the range for this plot.

sample. This means we only include resolved systems
consisting of a wide K+K pair and then a resolved closer
K+something else system, where that something else is
a K-dwarf or lower mass (M-dwarf). Due to the way
the SUPERWIDE catalog handles higher-order multi-
ples, each possible pairing in a multiple system has its
own entry in SUPERWIDE, i.e. a resolved triple will
have 3 entries in SUPERWIDE, one for each pairing of
components. However, there are resolved higher-order
systems in SUPERWIDE where there are only two en-

tries; this is due to the 2′′ limit in SUPERWIDE so the
two entries match to the “pairs” between the closer bi-
nary and the wide companion. For these systems, we
calculate the separation between the close binary in the
system. Taking these 300 “pairs,” we require each system
to pass several cuts to be included in our analysis. The
projected physical separation of the K+K pair in the re-
solved system must not have the smallest separation of
the “pairs” in the resolved triple, each “pair” in the re-
solved triple has a probability > 95%, and all other stars
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in the system must be K-dwarfs or lower mass. These
cuts result in a sample of 45 resolved higher-order mul-
tiples.

3.4. Estimating the Higher-Order Multiplicity of K+K
Wide Binaries

One of the key features of the overluminosity plot is
that it can be used to put a lower limit on the higher-
order multiplicity of the K+K wide binaries based on
the assumption that all pairs outside of the “true” wide
binary sequence contain unresolved companions. This
will be a lower limit because not all stars with unresolved
companions will appear as overluminous, as hinted from
the light curve analysis which strongly suggests that un-
resolved systems with large mass ratios will not register
as being overluminous. To estimate the higher-order
multiplicity fraction, we use the sample of 4647 binaries
where the higher-order multiples have been excluded as
they are already higher-order multiples.
While in Hartman & Lépine (2020) we counted ev-

erything that was not in the true wide binary sequence,
this time we only count binaries as overluminous if they
lie in the shaded regions of Figure 7, i.e. we exclude
objects that have such large overluminosity values in
one component that they are considered suspicious, and
assumed to be contaminants (FOL,pri/sec > 1.0 and
FOL,pri/sec < −1.0). There are two populations that
are most impacted by this. Pairs containing sub-giant
and giant stars are removed from the sample; They
are assumed to be the points in Figure 7 that lie out-
side of the shaded regions in the lower right and pairs
that are above the magenta box in Figure 3. Metal-
poor pairs with metallicities less than around -1.0 are
also removed; they are assumed to be the points be-
low the magenta box in Figure 3. Both populations
have large overluminosity values for two different rea-
sons. The sub-giants and giants appear overluminous as
they are evolving off the main sequence with one compo-
nent far above the main sequence and can be confused
as unresolved binaries in our analysis. The metal-poor
stars appear overluminous because our assumption that
the metallicity tracks are parallel to the straight line
we defined as our reference breaks down for lower-mass,
metal-poor systems. This can be seen by comparing the
-2.00 and +0.25 lines in Figure 4 across the entire K-
dwarf region. While they may be initially parallel from
1.0 < GBP − GRP < 1.1, the slopes of the two lines
rapidly diverge at larger GBP −GRP . As our reference
line for the calculation of FOL is roughly parallel to the
metal-rich and solar metallicity tracks, this divergence
breaks the correlation between the components of metal-
poor stars and causes one or both of the components to

Figure 12. Overluminosity plot for systems that are re-
solved higher-order multiples in SUPERWIDE, consist of a
wide K+K pair, and do not include higher mass members.
For the calculation of the higher-order multiplicity, we only
count systems which fall in the body of the “Lobster Dia-
gram” or in the shaded regions.

have FOL > 1. To avoid this issue, we remove 379 pairs
which fall outside of the shaded regions in the “Lobster
Diagram.”
With the remaining 4268 systems, we find that 259

fall in the purple shaded region representing possible
quadruple systems, 1056 and 627 respectively fall in the
yellow shaded regions below (primary component over-
luminous) and to the left (secondary component over-
luminous) of the true wide binary sequence, while the
remaining 2326 systems fall in the true wide binary se-
quence. Additionally, we include the resolved higher-
order multiples that were removed from the analysis pre-
viously. We take the sample of 45 higher-order multiples
that were identified in Section 3.3 and combine the pairs
with the shortest separations. This creates a sample of
“binaries” where one or both components are treated as
an unresolved system. Most of the higher-order multi-
ples are triple systems with 2 quadruple systems in a
2+2 configuration where both close binaries are K+M
pairs. We apply our analysis to these systems and show
the resulting “Lobster Diagram” in Figure 12. We find
that 3 systems are possible quadruple systems, 27 show
signs of having an unresolved binary as one component
and 7 fall on the true wide binary sequence. Therefore,
we count 30 of the higher-order multiples as overlumi-
nous and count 37 towards the total number. 8 systems
fall outside of the shaded regions and are not included
in the analysis.
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Taking those systems of the 4268 that were not re-
solved higher-order multiples that fall outside of the
true wide binary sequence plus the higher-order mul-
tiples discussed in the previous paragraph, we calculate
a lower limit on the higher-order multiplicity fraction of
45.8% ± 1.2%, with the error calculated with Poisson
statistics. This is roughly six percentage points higher
than our 39.6%±1.6% estimate from Hartman & Lépine
(2020). We suspect this may be due to contamination
from evolving (sub-giant) stars in the early K-dwarfs,
1.01 < GBP − GRP < 1.2, which have been added af-
ter the removal of the distance limit used in Hartman &
Lépine (2020), despite our best attempt at minimizing
their presence (see above). In Figure 3, there appears
to be a steady increase in the density of points above
the middle magenta line as one goes from GBP − GRP

of 1.2 to GBP −GRP of 1. This increase moves steadily
further away from the magenta line as one goes to lower
GBP − GRP color. This sub-population is also evident
in Figure 7 as a concentration of stars located directly
below the true wide binary sequence. We believe that
the majority of these binaries have a primary component
that is beginning to evolve off the main sequence and is
thus overluminous simply because of old age. Figure 13
shows the “Lobster Diagram” for the sample excluding
binaries with GBP − GRP < 1.2. Using this smaller
subset of 2251 binaries and including the 19 resolved
higher-order multiples that satisfy this revised color cut
(16 of which fall in the shaded regions), we determine
a higher-order multiplicity fraction of 40.0% ± 1.6%,
roughly equivalent to our previous result.

3.5. Higher-Order Multiplicity as a Function of
Projected Physical Separation

In Hartman & Lépine (2020), we compared the higher-
order multiplicity fraction for the whole sample to a se-
lection of extremely wide binaries with projected physi-
cal separations larger than 10,000 au. We found that the
fractions were similar to within the measurement errors.
For this paper, we expand this analysis to a wider range
of physical separations. Using the same criteria as was
used to calculate the higher-order multiplicity fraction
above and including the color cut to remove possible
evolving star contamination, we split our sample into 6
bins with the first bin corresponding to all pairs with
projected separations less than Log(ρ)=2.5, going up in
steps of 0.5 Log(ρ) from Log(ρ) = 2.5 to 4.5, and the
final bin spanning all pairs with projected separations
greater than Log(ρ)=4.5. The results are shown in Fig-
ure 14 as a function of the average projected physical
separation in each bin. This reveals that the higher or-
der multiplicity fraction is uniform at ∼ 40% and does

Figure 13. Overluminosity plot for K+K wide binaries with
GBP − GRP > 1.2. Note that the over-density of binaries
directly below the true wide binary sequence that was present
in Figure 7 is now absent.

Figure 14. Higher-order multiplicity fraction as a function
of projected physical separation for the widest component.
Error bars are determined by Poisson statistics. No increase
in higher order multiplicity is seen.

not depend on the orbital separation of the widest com-
ponent. This is seemingly at odds with our current un-
derstanding of the higher-order multiplicity fraction as
a function of projected physical separation, from which
we would expect the higher-order multiplicity fraction
to be increasing with separation, but this is not what
we observe.
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3.6. Higher-Order Multiplicity as a Function of
Metallicity

One key feature that allows our study to pick out over-
luminous components in the K-dwarf region is that most
of the metallicity tracks are parallel but offset from each
other. This enables one to identify possible overlumi-
nous components amongst the more metal-poor systems
(M/H ∼ −1), which might otherwise go unnoticed as
overluminous metal-poor stars on their own are indis-
tinguishable from more metal-rich stars. Another con-
sequence is that in the “Lobster diagrams,” metal-rich
stars are found near the origin at (0,0) while metal-poor
stars are shifted to higher FOL values (above and right).
To confirm this, we crossmatch our sample of 4647 K+K
wide binaries with the catalog of Medan et al. (2021)
which provides photometric metallicities for a large sam-
ple of K-dwarfs, including most of the primary compo-
nents in our catalog. These metallicity values are shown
color-coded in the “Lobster diagram” in Figure 15. We
observe a clear correlation between metallicity and over-
luminosity (FOL) values. Using the photometric metal-
licity of the primary component as a guide, we split the
overluminosity plot into eight equally spaced bins on the
“Lobster Diagram,” starting from FOL = 0.0 and con-
tinuing to FOL = 0.8. This is shown by the blue dashed
lines in Figure 15.
We redo our analysis and plot the resulting higher-

order multiplicity fraction as a function of the average
metallicity of the systems that fall in the true wide bi-
nary sequence for each bin in Figure 16. If the pri-
mary does not have a photometric metallicity but the
secondary does, then we adopt the secondary’s value.
To reduce possible contamination from sub-giants as
pointed out previously, we require both components to
have GBP − GRP > 1.2. We also include the 19 re-
solved triples which passed our cuts previously. From
Figure 16, we see that the higher-order multiplicity frac-
tion is consistent with having a uniform value over the
metallicity range examined with the average value be-
ing 37.9% ± 1.6%. There is a hint of a downward trend
with increased metallicity, or perhaps a modest increase
in the highest metallicity bin, but it is not clear if these
are significant.

4. DISCUSSION

4.1. Efficacy of the “Lobster Diagram”

As shown by Figure 8 and Figure 9, the overlumi-
nosity plot (the “Lobster diagram”) enables one to iden-
tify many close companions that are unresolved in the
Gaia DR2 catalog, but can nonetheless be identified as
close binaries. The overwhelming majority of compo-
nents with light curves that show eclipses/transits lie

Figure 15. Overluminosity plot for the primary and
secondary stars which have photometric metallicities from
Medan et al. (2021) and have GBP − GRP > 1.2 . Color
scale represents the metallicity of the stars. Dashed blue
lines denote the metallicity bins used for the analysis.

Figure 16. Higher order multiplicity fraction as a function
of metallicity. Metallicity values for each point are deter-
mined by the average metallicity in the true wide binary
sequence of the eight bins shown in Figure 15. Error bars
are determined by Poisson statistics.

outside the true wide binary sequence, consistent with
the expectation that unresolved binaries should be over-
luminous compared to main sequence stars of the same
color. For eclipsing systems that are found to lie along
the true wide binary sequence, there are two possible
explanations. First, the companion that is eclipsing the
target star could be faint, in which case the Gaia pho-
tometry would not pick up the flux from the other star
and the magnitude would be consistent with that of a
single star. Second, the light curve may be picking up
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the eclipses from an unrelated background star. As men-
tioned previously, TESS pixels are large and can contain
the light from multiple stars in a light curve. Addi-
tionally, our RUWE analysis of the “Lobster Diagram”
agrees with the light curve analysis in that the majority
of systems with high RUWE values, assumed to be un-
resolved astrometric binaries, do lie outside of the true
wide binary sequence. Therefore, when this evidence is
combined with the results of our light curve analysis, we
conclude that appearing as overluminous on the “Lob-
ster diagram” most likely indicates the presence of an
unresolved companion in a wide binary system.
Of further interest is fact that the wide binaries with

components that show rotation periods less than five
days are also overwhelmingly found outside the true
wide binary sequence. This adds more evidence to the
belief that fast rotation in older K-dwarfs is likely caused
by tidal interactions with an unresolved close binary
companion (Angus et al. 2020). Stars spin down with
age and high proper motion stars are expected to trend
towards older age. Therefore, these systems should be
not rotating at periods less than five days, unless there
is a close binary companion spinning them up. As SU-
PERWIDE was created from a sample of high proper
motion stars, there should be minimal contamination
from young stars which would be the only way to get
fact rotation in single stars. As such, we believe these
fast rotators are most likely to be binaries in which one
component is spun up by the presence of an unresolved
companion, which would explain both the fast rotation
and overluminosity. This echoes the findings of Simo-
nian et al. (2019) in their examination of fast rotators
in the Kepler field which found that 59% of stars with
rotation periods less than seven days were overluminous.

4.2. Mass-ratio Limitation of the “Lobster”

While our analysis has shown that the “Lobster Dia-
gram” can identify wide binaries with unresolved close
companions, our method depends on Gaia measuring an
excess flux in the component with the unresolved com-
panion. This implies there should be a limiting mass
ratio, q, below which an unresolved companion cannot
be identified with our method. To evaluate this limit, we
revisit the MIST isochrones we examined in the begin-
ning of the paper to model where unresolved companions
of different q’s and various metallicity values should fall
on the overluminosity plot. Figure 4 shows the distribu-
tion of MIST isochrones in the K-dwarf region with our
sample of K+K wide binaries plotted in the background.
We calculate the overluminosity factors for the pri-

mary and secondary components in this manner. For a
given solar-age isochrone with a fixed metallicity (a sin-

gle line in Figure 4), we step through the isochrone over
the range of the K-dwarf region we used for this paper,
1.01 ≤ GBP −GRP ≤ 1.81. At each step, we obtain the
mass and Gaia G,BP and RP magnitudes provided by
the isochrone. We use these to calculate FOL,pri as,

FOL,pri = MG,double − [MG]Kref

MG,double is the magnitude at the step in the isochrone
plus additional light provided by an unresolved com-
panion. The value of the additional light is determined
by iterating over all stars in the isochrone with a lower
mass, meaning that for each step, we create how FOL,pri

varies as a function of mass ratio. [MG]Kref is set as the
value of the reference line at the color of the unresolved
double. For this part, we define our reference line as
a cubic interpolation of the +0.5 metallicity isochrone,
top line of Figure 4. For FOL,sec, we set the overlumi-
nosity to be equal to that of the current step or to be
equal to FOL,pri if it was a single star. We do this for
each metallicity isochrone seen in Figure 4 and plot the
results in Figure 17, with the color scale representing the
value of q for each point. Metallicity decreases mono-
tonically along the 1-1 line in Figure 17 going from high
metallicity on the left to low metallicity on the right.
As we defined our reference line by the +0.5 metallicity
isochrone, the sequence originating at (0,0) on Figure
17 represents the q ratio distribution for one step on
the +0.5 isochrone as FOL,sec = 0.0 for all steps on the
+0.5 isochrone. From Figure 17, we conclude that we
are sensitive to q ratios of roughly 0.5 or higher for most
metallicities visible in this region of the overluminosity
plot.

4.3. Higher-Order Multiplicity Fraction and Projected
Physical Separation

Our results in Figure 14 agree with our previous re-
sults from Hartman & Lépine (2020) that the higher-
order multiplicity fraction for the whole sample is com-
parable to that of binaries with projected physical sep-
arations larger than 10,000 au. Figure 14 indicates that
the higher-order multiplicity fraction is uniform across
the range of projected physical separation we are exam-
ining. Past studies from Raghavan et al. (2010), Law
et al. (2010), Tokovinin (2014a), Tokovinin (2014b) and
Moe et al. (2019) have suggested that nearly half of the
wide solar-type systems are part of triple systems and
have suggested that this value increases with projected
physical separation. The difference in the overall multi-
plicity fraction (our 40.0% vs. ∼ 50% from other stud-
ies) can be potentially explained by the fact the we know
our study is missing some unresolved companions for
several reasons. First, the unresolved companions may
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Figure 17. Overluminosity plot using MIST isochrones to
examine how mass ratio, q, affects the overluminosity for
solar-age isochrones of different metallicities. Color scale rep-
resents different q values. We note that unresolved systems
with a mass ratio above 0.5 are flagged as overluminous while
mass ratios below this value fall within the true wide binary
sequence.

be too faint for Gaia to pick up and thus will not show
up as overluminous. Second, our method for construct-
ing the SUPERWIDE catalog will bias our sample away
from potential triple systems because if one of the com-
ponents is an unresolved binary, there is a chance the
unresolved companion will introduce significant errors
in the Gaia astrometric solution, resulting in a biased
or inaccurate parallax and/or proper motion value. If
this causes the two wide components to have inconsis-
tent parallaxes or proper motions, our search method
will give these pairs a low probability. Additionally,
some pairs may be absent from our catalog because the
unresolved companion may have caused the astrometric
solution to fail, resulting in the star not having proper
motion or parallax data from Gaia. A more in-depth
study is needed to fully examine this possibility.
Contributing to the difference in overall multiplicity

fraction is the fact that our sample was constructed on
the basis of both components of the wide binary falling
within the K-dwarf region of the H-R diagram and rep-
resents one part of the larger wide binary population.
The previous studies of solar-type binaries mentioned
above do not have this constraint and include binaries
where the wide components have large mass ratios, i.e. a
solar-type star with a wide M-dwarf companion. These
systems may have a different higher-order multiplicity
fraction than systems where the wide components are
similar masses. We stress that our sample is a small
part of the larger wide binary population. Expanding
our analysis presented here to lower masses to include

K+M and M+Mwide binaries is an ongoing project that
may address this issue.
However, these explanations do not account for the

lack of an increase in higher-order multiplicity as a func-
tion of projected physical separation. Even with the is-
sues mentioned above, one would expect the trend to
still be seen unless it can be demonstrated that either
unresolved companions cause a much more pronounced
effect for larger separation binaries causing our search
method to not identify them as possible pairs or the
widest K+K systems have unseen companions with very
low mass ratios that would be left undetected with our
method. This second option would also imply that mod-
erately separated binaries tend to have third companions
with higher mass ratios than their wider counterparts.
Even though our higher-order multiplicities are lower
limits as explained above, we believe that the trend seen
in Figure 14 is real and indicates that the higher-order
multiplicity of K+K wide binaries does not increase with
physical separation.

4.4. Higher-Order Multiplicity Fraction and Metallicity

As shown in Figure 16, when examined as a function
of metallicity, the higher-order multiplicity fraction of
K+K dwarf wide binaries is relatively constant. There
are some indications of variation over the metallicity
range examined, manifesting as a slight decrease with in-
creasing metallicity and a sharp increase at high metal-
licity, but we feel they are not statistically significant
compared to the average value. However, these indica-
tions do highlight the need for a closer look at this over
a larger part of the wide binary population. Examining
this fraction over a wider range of metallicities would
also be insightful as many of the recent studies examin-
ing either the close binary (Moe et al. 2019; El-Badry &
Rix 2019b) or wide binary (Hwang et al. 2021) popula-
tions as a function of metallicity examine a larger range
than we do here. Even though these studies looked at
the binary fraction rather than the higher-order mul-
tiplicity fraction primarily, there could be correlations
between the two that can be explored if this analysis is
expanded to higher and lower metallicities.

5. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented an analysis of 4947 wide pairs from
the SUPERWIDE catalog looking for unresolved com-
panions to wide binaries consisting of at least two K-
dwarf stars with possible additional unresolved com-
panions. We search through TESS, K2 and Kepler
light curves available through the MAST archive us-
ing Lightkurve, and supplement this with light curves
produced by MIT’s Quick Lookup Pipeline. From this
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analysis, we recover 42 eclipsing/transiting systems, 16
systems showing both rotation and eclipses/transits, 105
systems showing rotation with a period less than 5 days,
and 101 systems showing rotation with a period slower
than 5 days.
Putting these systems on the “Lobster diagram”, we

find that the vast majority of systems which show
eclipses, fast rotation, or both are overluminous. We
conclude that systems that appear overluminous on the
“Lobster diagram” are most likely overluminous because
of an unresolved companion. Additional evidence is pro-
vided through an examination of where systems where
one component has a high Gaia DR2 RUWE value
lies in the “Lobster Diagram,” with the majority falling
in regions indicating they have unresolved companions.
Through a cross-match with the Updated Multiple Star
Catalog (Tokovinin 2018), we find that double-lined
spectroscopic binaries are also more likely to be found in
areas of the “Lobster diagram” which indicate an overlu-
minous component, while single-lined spectroscopic bi-
naries are more likely to reside in the “true” wide binary
sequence. This points to the inherent drawback of ex-
amining overluminous systems for unresolved compan-
ions; that light from the companion needs to be seen
to show overluminosity. We investigate this using MIST
isochrones finding that we should only be recovering un-
resolved companions if their mass ratios are greater than
∼ 0.5.
Under our assumption that unresolved companions

are responsible for the overluminous components in
these wide binary components, we present a new esti-
mate on the lower limit of the higher-order multiplicity
of K+K wide binaries at 40.0%±1.6%. We finally exam-
ine the higher order multiplicity fraction of K+K wide
binaries as a function of both projected physical sepa-
ration and metallicity. We find a uniform higher order
multiplicity fraction with projected physical separation.
This is opposite of what many proposed formation sce-
narios suggest. Additional trends with the metallicity of
the pairs may also exist, but we do not see any statis-
tically significant deviation from the average value over
the range of metallicities examined.
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