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ABSTRACT

With the upcoming plethora of astronomical time-domain datasets and surveys, anomaly
detection as a way to discover new types of variable stars and transients has inspired a new
wave of research. Yet, the fundamental definition of what constitutes an anomaly and how
this depends on the overall properties of the population of light curves studied remains a
discussed issue. Building on a previous study focused on Kepler light curves, we present an
analysis that uses the Unsupervised Random Forest to search for anomalies in TESS light
curves. We provide a catalogue of anomalous light curves, classify them according to their
variability characteristics and associate their anomalous nature to any particular evolutionary
stage or astrophysical configuration. For anomalies belonging to known classes (e.g. eclipsing
binaries), we have investigated which physical parameters drive the anomaly score. We find
a combination of unclassified anomalies and objects of a known class with outlying physical
configurations, such as rapid pulsators, deep eclipsing binaries of long periods, and irregular
light curves due to obscuration in YSOs. Remarkably, we find that the set of anomalous types
differ between the Kepler and TESS datasets, indicating that the overall properties of the parent
population are an important driver of anomalous behaviour.

Key words: methods: data analysis, methods: statistical, stars: flare, stars: peculiar (except

chemically peculiar)

1 INTRODUCTION

Recent, current, and upcoming sky surveys are transforming the field
of time-domain astronomy by producing light curves for millions of
astronomical objects, providing constraints to cosmological models,
enabling the discovery of unexpected phenomena, and challenging
our data storage and processing capabilities. The Sloan Digital Sky
Survey (SDSS) has provided insight into the large scale of the uni-
verse by providing millions of images and spectra of approximately
one-third of the entire sky (York et al. 2000) and is about to become
the most extensive time-domain spectral variability survey with the
advent of SDSS-V (Kollmeier et al. 2019). As a prelude to the ea-
gerly anticipated Vera C. Rubin Telescope’s Legacy Survey of Space
and Time (LSST), which promises to be a generational step in the
observations of the transient universe, the Zwicky Transient Facil-
ity (ZTF) is currently surveying the northern sky at a pace of more
than 3750 square degrees per hour, discovering energetic transients
every single night (Bellm 2014).

Space-based surveys have focused on stellar targets. The KE-
PLER/K?2 mission observed more than 500,000 stellar objects across
nine years of operation, increasing the number of confirmed tran-
siting exoplanets from hundreds to just under three thousand. Addi-
tionally, providing valuable information about intrinsic stellar vari-
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ability (Overbye 2018). The next-generation exoplanet finding sky
survey came online in April 2018, following the launch of the Tran-
siting Exoplanet Sky Survey (TESS), with the primary goal of con-
tinuing the search for exoplanets, now focusing on smaller, rockier
worlds in a much larger area of the sky with respect to Kepler and
looking at comparatively brighter stars.

These and other similar surveys are producing an unprece-
dented onslaught of time-domain data. Yet, the challenge remains
to effectively analyse the resulting plethora of data to accurately
classify sources, select the most promising objects for spectro-
scopic follow-ups, and identify anomalies that require new theo-
retical frameworks, expanding our knowledge horizons. The latter
is of particular interest within the exploration approach to astronomy
research, in which we look for the unknown unknowns by expand-
ing the parameter space of observables, or by dissecting existing
datasets in novel ways to find true astrophysical anomalies.

A rapidly increasing number of publications deals with the
problem of anomaly detection in astronomical datasets, and in
time-domain datasets in particular astronomaly (Lochner & Bassett
2021), while others include; Giles & Walkowicz (2019); Margalef-
Bentabol et al. (2020); Doorenbos et al. (2021); Skoda et al. (2020);
Baron & Poznanski (2017). Anomaly detection is relevant because
finding anomalous objects is a direct avenue to discovery, particu-



2  Crake & Martinez-Galarza

larly when those discoveries challenge existing models, motivating
the formulation of new paradigms. A recurring theme of this re-
search relates to the very definition of what constitutes an anomaly.
In general, the anomalous nature of a given object in a large dataset
depends on both the features used to represent the objects and the
method used to quantify the anomalies, and crucially, it also de-
pends on the specific domain knowledge in a particular field, in that
not all rare objects represent astrophysical anomalies from a purely
scientific point of view.

In Martinez-Galarza et al. (2020) (MG21 hereafter), we have
provided a plausible definition for anomalous behaviour in the con-
text of Kepler light curves: given a representation constructed by the
light curve points (fluxes or magnitudes at each time snapshot) and
its power spectrum (Lomb-Scargle periodogram). An anomalous
light curve has features that appear to be sampled from a different
distribution in the multi-dimensional space of those features com-
pared to the bulk of the data. This definition is based on the results
of applying a particular anomaly detection method (an adaptation of
the Unsupervised Random Forest described in Baron & Poznanski
(2017)) to the Kepler light curves. We have demonstrated that the
method successfully identifies bona-fide anomalies, including Boy-
ajian’s star, as well as a variety of rare pulsators including d-Scuti
stars, RR Lyrae stars, long period variables, among other types.

To better understand anomalous variability in large time-
domain surveys, one might ask if the anomalous nature of a given
object is not only a function of the features and the method but also
of the physical properties embedded in the dataset itself. Specifi-
cally, given a set of similar features from two similar datasets, are
the anomalies similar and do they reveal any information about the
physical properties of the objects in the dataset? For example, are
RR Lyrae stars with larger periods more or less anomalous than their
more rapid counterparts? One possible way to answer this question,
in the context of regular, well-sampled light curves, is by applying
the same anomaly detection method to both Kepler and TESS light
curves and investigating the types of anomalies recovered in each
case. By doing so, one can learn about the physical properties that
result in anomalous variability in each case. In addition, by studying
the properties of anomalous light curves, regardless of whether they
belong to a known class, one can identify the relationship between
the anomaly score and specific physical properties of the system.

In this paper, we apply the MG21 anomaly detection method
to a set of SPOC-reduced TESS light curves observed between July
2018 and May 2020 in the TESS archive. Based on the results, we
do the following: i) We provide a catalogue of unreported anomalies
for each of the TESS sectors included in the analysis, classify them
according to their variability trends, and provide anomaly statistics;
ii) We investigate how the anomaly score relates to basic stellar pa-
rameters given by the location of the objects in the Colour-Absolute
Magnitude Diagram and how it relates to specific parameters of the
system for anomalies of known class; iii) We investigate the preva-
lence of instrumental and analysis artefacts in our list of anomalies;
iv) finally, we provide a discussion on how the overall properties
of the population affect the selection of anomalies by comparing
the anomalies found in this work versus those found in MG21 for
Kepler light curves.

In section 2, we investigate in detail the selected datasets and
further information we use to analyse the results. Section 3 describes
the fundamentals of the algorithm and the improvements made dur-
ing this research. We also discuss how this is implemented with
the selected databases. Section 4 explores what is identified by the
algorithm and the implications of this. Section 5 explains the pat-
terns identified within the data, linking this to astrophysical classes

Figure 1. Visualisation of the observation segments in equatorial coordi-
nates, each observing a patch of the sky for a duration of 27 days, with
a cadence of 2 minutes. Due to overlaps at the poles, some targets are in
multiple sectors and hence are observed for longer timescales, up to 351
days. This allows a cross-match to be made across sectors to evaluate the
stability of our classification across datasets.

through the combination of anomaly score with Gaia data to cre-
ate a colour-coded Colour-Absolute Magnitude Diagram (CAMD).
Section 6 explores the astrophysical process in detail behind the
patterns identified. Section 7 concludes our results and the future
potential of the algorithm presented.

2 DATASETS

The two datasets that enable this research are presented in this sec-
tion. The first dataset consists of the TESS light curves, reduced
using the TESS Science Processing Operations Center (SPOC)
pipeline. The second dataset consists of Gaia DR2 photometric
and astrometric data for our TESS, where available.

2.1 TESS light curves

TESS has an ambitious science case, with exoplanet detection being
the main scientific goal. But many other astrophysical phenom-
ena can be studied using the sensitivity and cadence of TESS light
curves, including astroseismology (Handberg et al. 2021), the dy-
namics of binary and multiple stars (Justesen & Albrecht 2021),
stellar rotational dynamics (Martins et al. 2020), and magnetic ac-
tivity on the surface of main sequence stars (Cunha et al. 2019).
While both Kepler and TESS have similar science objectives,
their input catalogue of targets differ in several ways. TESS observes
85% of the entire sky, an area that is 400 times larger than the
Kepler field. It aims at stars that are on average 10 times closer
(and 30 to 100 times brighter) than those observed by Kepler. To
enhance the probability of observing small planets, the TESS 2-
minute cadence targets are specifically selected to be bright, cool
dwarf stars (Stassun et al. 2018). This implies that, on average,
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the TESS targets analysed here are cooler, older, and less massive
than the Kepler targets, with populations of giants, such as the
red clump, being much less prominent in TESS, and white dwarfs
more represented in comparison with Kepler (Berger et al. 2020).
These astrophysical differences in the target list impact the anomaly
detection results, as is later demonstrated in this paper.

TESS uses four identical cameras, each with four 2k x 2k
CCDs with a pixel scale of 21 arcseconds, resulting in a total field
of view of 24 x 24 degrees. The design results in the simultaneous
observation of a 24 x 90 degree stripe that is scanned in steps over
the sky to provide coverage of almost the entire celestial sphere,
as can be seen in Figure 1. Each observation stripe constitutes a
sector and is typically observed repeatedly over approximately 27
days, producing full-frame images with a cadence of 30 minutes.
Additionally, 2-minute cadence light curves are obtained for a subset
of brighter and typically nearby stars. The TESS light curves are
processed by the Science Processing Operations Center (SPOC),
including a pre-processing pipeline that corrects for systematics and
performs photometric corrections. We use the light curves processed
with the Presearch Data Conditioning (PDC) algorithm described
in Fausnaugh (2018). We further re-process the PDC light curves
to remove single-pixel spikes unlikely to be of astrophysical origin
and normalize the light curves by dividing the fluxes by the mean
value.

Each TESS sector contains about 20,000 PDC light curves with
a 2-minute cadence. Objects located in the overlapping zones be-
tween sectors near the ecliptic poles, contribute more than one light
curve to the dataset at different epochs. The TESS database con-
tains 2-minute cadence light curves associated with over 225,000
individual stars. For this work, we analyse the first 24 sectors, corre-
sponding to approximately two years of observations. In each sector,
there are gaps in the light curves where the spacecraft is offline for
maintenance, with the largest intermissions caused by the inability
to observe during data transmissions. (Fausnaugh 2018). These gaps
typically span from one to a few days. In comparison with a Kepler
quarter, the total observation time in a TESS sector is roughly three
times longer (90 vs 27 days), the cadence is 15 times shorter (2 vs
30 minutes) and the number of targets is much smaller (20,000 vs
167,000), which is reflected in the data volume of a TESS sector
being about half of a single Kepler quarter (5 — 6GB versus 11GB).

2.2 Gaia Photometry and Astrometry

The Gaia data release 2 (DR2) consists primarily of astrometric
(parallax and proper motions) and photometric (G, BP and RP
bands) data for over 1 billion stars or about 1% of the total Milky
Way stellar population (Perryman et al. 2001). The Gaia DR2 all-
sky survey provides photometric measurements for the majority of
both Kepler and TESS databases.

From the Gaia DR2 catalogue, we collect the following values
for matching TIC sources: phot_G_mean_mag (92.5% matching
success with the TIC), bp_rp (90.3%) and parallax (90.0%). The
absolute G magnitude is obtained from the apparent magnitude and
the parallax-estimated distance to each source. Gaia Collaboration
et al. (2018) provides a summary of all details within the database.

3 ANOMALOUS TIME SERIES DETECTION
ALGORITHM

We perform anomaly identification using the Unsupervised Random
Forest (URF) algorithm, first used in astronomical datasets in Baron
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Figure 2. A visualisation of the real against synthetic datasets for both
photometric flux and periodicity data. The non-linear sampling periods can
be seen along the periodogram. Top Left: Example of an arbitrary real light
curve. Bottom Left: An example of an arbitrary Synthetic light curve, notice
the d-like spikes caused by the random selection of data from many separate
light curves. Top Right: Example of a real periodogram for the light curve
displayed Top Left. Bottom Right: An example of a Synthetic periodogram
again selected at random. Notice the lack of trends or trends available within
the synthetic datasets.

& Poznanski (2017) in the context of SDSS galaxy spectra, and
previously explored by the authors in the context of Kepler data in
MG21. Given a set of features from the light curves the URF method
assigns anomaly scores in two steps. First, using the data features as
inputs, a random forest is trained to identify the original dataset from
asynthetic dataset constructed by sampling the marginal distribution
of the original features. Secondly, the population of terminal nodes
is analysed for the original dataset to calculate an anomaly metric
for each object. The origin of the anomaly score lies in Baron &
Poznanski (2017), but for this work, we use the modified version in
MG21. The anomaly score is calculated by analysing the populations
of each terminal node and creating the similarity score as the average
fraction of the total population in a given object’s terminal node
across all trees. The final Anomaly score is defined as 1 — S, where
S =1is the similarity score. The normalised anomaly score, therefore,
reflects how many similar objects exist within the data set. A score
of 1 signals that the object is the sole occupant of its terminal node
across all trees, while 0 indicates the entire dataset occupies the
same terminal node across all trees.

We now describe how the light curve features that act as inputs
for the URF are extracted and the selection of the URF hyperpa-
rameters.

3.1 Feature Extraction

Following MG21, we construct the feature vector for the TESS light
curves by concatenating the vector of normalized light curve points
and the vector of Lomb-Scargle spectral power values evaluated
for a logarithmic range of frequencies (corresponding to periods
spanning 4 hours to 27 days). The Lomb-Scargle method constructs
the power spectrum of regular or irregular time series by using the
equivalence between the least-square fit to a periodic signal using si-
nusoidal functions and the classical Fourier transform. Specifically,
the power spectrum is a simple function of the x? value for each
frequency of the sinusoidal model. A fit to the data is performed by
adjusting the amplitude and the phase, resulting in an estimation of
the harmonic content of the signal (the periodogram). This approach
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Figure 3. Example Importance scores for each feature during the training
of the random forest using data from Sector 1. Data points to the left of
the dotted line represent flux data, whereas those to the right represent the
periodogram. As seen in the first periodogram data the lower frequencies
hold negligible importance and why the minimum period is 4 hours rather
than approaching the telescope cadence.

is computationally much less expensive than the Fourier transform
(VanderPlas 2018). The resulting vectors contain information on
both the relative amplitude and the frequency properties of each
light curve and are defined for the same set of times and frequencies
for all light curves.

In MG21, we have thoroughly studied how the selection of
these features affects the anomaly detection algorithm and have
demonstrated that passing this set of feature vectors to the URF
algorithm results in the successful identification of anomalies, in-
cluding bona-fide objects. In particular, we have demonstrated that
the distribution of anomaly scores obtained from the analysis shows
a clear, distinct peak of anomalous objects that are assigned a sig-
nificantly higher URF score. In the Kepler data, this population of
anomalies is dominated by rare periodic and non-periodic variable
stars, with large normalized amplitude variations, and characteristic
timescales of either a few hours or a few months.

We now describe the method used to identify the optimal range
of frequencies for the URF algorithm for the specific case of the
TESS light curves.

3.2 Feature Optimisation

At a 2-minute cadence over a range spanning 27 days, a typical
TESS short-cadence light curve contains over 19,000 points. Using
the entire length of the light curves for this analysis is both sci-
entifically unnecessary for our purposes and computationally pro-
hibitive, as the computing time required by the URF scales linearly
with the number of features used and quadratically with the number
of objects considered. Consecutive light curve points at this time
resolution tend to be highly correlated, and most stellar variability
phenomena occur at timescales longer than 1 hour (Eyer & Mowlavi
2008). The correlation between points typically leads to overfitting
when a random ensemble method, such as the UREF, is applied to
the data. Therefore, we opt for reducing the number of light curve
points used in the analysis to 3000 points, which is achieved by
performing a uniform and regular sampling of the original light
curves. The resulting light curves have a time resolution of about
10-15 minutes or between a third and a half of the Kepler cadence.

To investigate which frequencies contain information relevant
to anomaly detection, we performed test runs of the URF algorithm
using a different number of periodogram points, and frequency
boundaries, while keeping the number of light curve points at 3000.
The resulting URF scores did not change significantly for more
than approximately 1000 elements in the periodogram, or for a

lower bound of the frequencies corresponding to timescales shorter
than a few hours. We, therefore, set the frequency boundaries to
values corresponding to timescales between 4 hours and 27 days,
which correspond to the duration of the observation for each sec-
tor. The frequencies are distributed logarithmically between these
boundaries. We end up with a feature vector of length 4000, with
the first 3000 points corresponding to the light curve points, and
the last 1000 corresponding to the periodogram. Our Lomb-Scargle
periodograms are computed before the subsampling to minimise
the loss of information.

In Figure 3, we show the feature importance for each of the
4000 features, resulting from performing the random forest classi-
fication on the first step of the URF algorithm. We note that impor-
tance distributes more or less evenly among light curve points, while
it peaks for the spectral power features at frequencies corresponding
to timescales of about 1 day. This is as opposed to the importance
distribution for the Kepler light curves, where important timescales
for anomaly detection were either of the order of a few hours or
a few weeks. The distinctions here reflect the differences that we
have discussed between the Kepler and TESS input catalogues, with
dwarf stars overrepresented in the latter and giant stars underrepre-
sented. Pulsation modes and variability types typical of giant stars
are present in the Kepler light curves and are unlikely to be found
in the present dataset, whereas stellar flares, rotational patterns, and
other features of dwarf stars are more likely to be found in the
present study.

3.3 Optimisation of Hyperparameters

The optimisation of the URF hyperparameters is done using k-fold
cross-validation. Specifically, we employ the Random Search Cross
Validation implementation in scikit-learn with 3-fold validation to
maximise the accuracy of the random forest classifier. We randomise
the following parameters:

e Number of Trees (n_estimators): 10 evenly spaced options
between 50 and 200 trees per iteration.

e Number of features at each split (max_features): [sqrt, log2]

e Maximum depth of each Tree (max_depth): [100, 300, 500,
700, 900, 1000, "None"]

e Minimum samples for Split (min_samples_split): ['None’,2, 4,
7,10]

e Minimum samples in Node (min_samples_leaf): [1, 2]

e Bootstrap: [True, False]

e Warm Start: [True, False]

During the random search, we look for hyperparameters that
maximise the validation accuracy of the RF classifier while avoid-
ing over-fitting. Once the parameters that maximise this accuracy
are identified, we fine-tune the specific hyperparameters near these
values to increase the contrast in anomaly scores between objects.
Fine-tuning is necessary because the parameters that maximise clas-
sification accuracy are not necessarily the same parameters that
maximise the detection of anomalies. For example, by allowing a
small amount of overfitting, we can improve the ability of the method
to find anomalies as the more stringent isolation of light curves in
the terminal nodes reduces the range of light curve shapes that are
considered non-anomalous. We have therefore tuned the hyperpa-
rameters to obtain a sweet spot between classification accuracy and
the resulting fraction of anomalies.

The final parameters used for this study are: n_estimators=100,
warm_start=True, bootstrap=False, min_samples_leaf=2,
max_features="auto’, min_samples_split=4, max_depth=700.
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3.4 Implementation and Hardware

The computation of the anomaly scores uses 96 GB of memory and
approximately 16 hours of run time per sector. The periodograms,
UREF training and anomaly scores were calculated by Cuillin Com-
puting Cluster at the Institute of Astronomy in the Royal Observa-
tory Edinburgh. As described in MG21 and earlier in this paper, we
use a modified version of the original URF algorithm that signifi-
cantly reduces the computation time to calculate the anomaly score.
Specifically, we do not use a pairwise match for each pair of light
curves, as this is redundant. Instead, we shift to the analysis of the
terminal node populations. The updated method scales linearly with
the number of final nodes bringing increasing returns the larger the
input catalogue.

The uncertainty in the anomaly scores originates from the
random nature of the ensemble methods and the finite number of
trees. This uncertainty is inversely related to the number of trees used
and results in a variance associated with each computed anomaly
score. The values provided here for the anomaly score of each
light curve correspond to the average score over ten independent
realisations of the method.

4 RESULTS

Results from the URF are published alongside this work, with Ta-
ble 1 showing the format. Columns 1 — 5 represent identifiers for
the object, Column 6 represents the anomaly score from this work,
and columns 7 — 10 explain the sectors observed and the population
of each light curve, e.g. the anomalous, bulk or intermediate popu-
lations. Columns 11 & 12 are observations also from this work and
products of upcoming analysis in § 6.1 & § 6.3.

4.1 The emergence of distinct populations

Figure 4 shows the distribution of URF anomaly scores for the 24
TESS sectors considered in this work. The distribution consists of
two distinct peaks, one centred at a score of about 0.35, and an-
other at about 0.93. A sparsely populated region of objects with
intermediate scores lies between them. The bulk of the population
(objects with anomaly scores < 0.6) corresponds to what we can
consider normal light curves, that is, objects whose light curve fea-
tures are sampled from a parent population that represents the most
common forms of variability (or lack thereof). Containing objects
with anomaly scores > 0.9, on the other hand, represent light curves
with outlying amplitude and frequency properties sampled from a
different distribution with respect to the bulk of the objects. These
are the ones that we will consider anomalies in this work. Up to this
point, they only represent anomalies from a purely data-centred per-
spective. Whether they constitute truly novel astrophysical objects,
observational and/or pipeline artefacts, or only rarer classes that are
underrepresented in the dataset, is the subject of our investigation
in the upcoming sections.

Overall, about 82% of the TESS targets have an average
anomaly score < 0.6; 7% of them have an intermediate average
score between 0.6 and 0.9, and 11% have average anomaly scores
higher than 0.9. The average is calculated over multiple observations
of the same object, which is more likely to occur for targets located
at high ecliptic latitudes. The distribution of anomaly scores is very
similar from sector to sector, apart from a different normalisation in
each case, due to differences in the total number of targets detected
in each sector. In particular, the population of outliers with scores
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> 0.9 represents a similar fraction of the cases in all sectors, with
small variations. For example, in Southern Hemisphere sectors, the

fraction of anomalous light curves is 0.1 lt%%;, whereas, for North-

ern Hemisphere sectors, it is 0.08’:%%%. Sector 23 is an outlier with
a fraction of anomalous objects of only 0.02. The variation in the
fraction of outliers between hemispheres is understood to be due to
different fractions of the sector field containing the galactic plane.
The average value of the anomaly score is very similar for all sectors,
with a standard deviation of only 0.02 for the 24 averages. This all
suggests that each sector is representative of the entire dataset and
that the anomalous nature of the objects is related to astrophysical
or observational phenomena that are common to all sectors, which
favours an interpretation according to which most of the anomalies
- but not all of them - are objects of a known class with particularly
outlying variability parameters.

In our results (An example of which can be found at Table 1),
we present the average anomaly score for each anomalous object
in our dataset, computed across all sectors in which the object is
observed. For this work, we define anomalous objects are those for
which the average score is higher than 0.9. To indicate the dispersion
of each object’s score across sectors, we also list sector IDs where
the object is detected and the sectors where the score is higher
than 0.9 or below 0.6. We justify providing the average score as
most objects show nominal variance between sectors. Additionally,
we provide a flag (high variance) for the objects that contradict
this assumption. We dedicate part § 6.3 to discuss the prominent
cases where a large dispersion in anomaly scores is observed across
sectors, as those objects represent anomalies that are not persistent
in time.

4.2 Consistency Across Sectors

Our dataset contains over 400,000 light curves for more than
200,000 unique targets. Despite an average of 2 light curves per ob-
ject, less than half (~ 70, 000) are observed in multiple sectors. The
majority of these objects have similar anomaly scores across all ob-
servations. However, there is a small fraction where the anomalous
variability pattern occurs during a particular observation. This event
leads to an increased anomaly score in that sector, with the other
sectors remaining unaffected. Naturally, this leads to an increased
variance for that object, indicating the anomalous light curve may
be an exceptional or rare behaviour that is not persistent in time, for
example, a transient event, ASASSN-211w (Shappee et al. 2014).

Nonetheless, we compute the standard deviation of the anomaly
scores for all objects observed more than once. We show the result-
ing distribution of standard deviations in Figure 5. We find con-
sistency between the scores across observations, with 95% of the
objects having o anomary < 0.1. The mean and median of the
T Anomaly distribution are 0.027 and 0.017 respectively. Implying
the average anomaly score is a good diagnostic for the anomalous
nature for the vast majority of the sources. We now discuss the cases
where this is not true.

Only about 0.38% of the objects have a standard deviation
higher than o > 0.25 between sectors. These might indicate short-
lived transient events, or periodic signals such as dips with a period
significantly longer than the duration of the TESS light curves.
Astrophysical transients such as cataclysmic variables, stellar flares,
microlensing events and other unknown explosive events could also
be part of this group. Additionally, data processing or instrumental
artefacts, such as sudden drops in the baseline level of the light
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tic_id designation ra dec main_type  anomaly_score
(L 2) (3) 4) (5) (6)
TIC 471013946  Gaia DR2 2513021854931769344  33.821292 0.244569 WD#* 0.989290
TIC 166463090  Gaia DR2 6670392146960681984  298.835020  -48.282248  gammaDor 0.989262
TIC 177932603  Gaia DR2 3052092481686246016  107.658294  -7.122892 deltaCep 0.987706
TIC 444535842  Gaia DR2 510991333155346688 19.837507  62.301401 NaN 0.987691
TIC 30317282  Gaia DR2 4661514377893838464  74.272331  -68.414734 EB* 0.987162
TIC 439869954  Gaia DR2 2497895053130247040  43.384666 -0.562453 WD#* 0.987156
TIC 142867174  Gaia DR2 5054768627234519552  50.837600  -32.270100 NaN 0.986632
TIC 178366477  Gaia DR2 3071240270519385856  123.327106  -1.057903  CataclyV* 0.986457
TIC 149894385  Gaia DR2 5587836255503080576  116.769000  -34.372400 NaN 0.986149
TIC 444000734 NaN 131.365000  10.914900 PM* 0.986069
tic_id sectors  weirdness>0.9  weirdness>0.6  weirdness<0.6 Notes high_variance
(L (N @) ) (10 (11) (12)
TIC 471013946 [4] [4] [] [] 0 -
TIC 166463090 [13] [13] [ [ 0 -
TIC 177932603 [7] [7] [1 [] 0 -
TIC 444535842 [24] [24] [ 1 [artefact ] -
TIC 30317282 [7] [7] [ [ 0 -
TIC 439869954  [4] [4] i [l 0 -
TIC 142867174 [4] [4] [ [] 0 -
TIC 178366477 [7] [7] [ [ 0 -
TIC 149894385 [8] [8] [ [] 0 -
TIC 444000734 [7] [71 [] [] 0 -

Table 1:

(1) - TIC ID from 7ess catalogue

(2) - Designation ID from Gaia DR2

(3) - Right Ascension

(4) - Declination

(5) - Main object type from SIMBAD

(6) - Average Weirdness Score from this work

(7) - Sectors the object is present

(8) - Sectors where the Weirdness Score > 0.9

(9) - Sectors with 0.6 < Weirdness Score < 0.9

(10) - Sectors with Weirdness Score < 0.6

(11) - Notes from visual inspection, discussed in § 6.1
(12) - Flag for high variance objects, discussed in § 6.3

curve, can also be identified in this fashion. We discuss this group
of anomalies in § 6.3.

A total of 44,889 light curves in our sample have anomaly
scores greater than 0.9, representing 25,858 unique objects. As
is usually the case in astronomical anomaly detection, the list of
anomalies is too large to allow for the characterisation of each light
curve. Our approach for prioritisation here is to explore the anoma-
lous objects to understand the astrophysical mechanisms driving the
anomaly score, followed by methods probing beyond the anomaly
metric alone. Such methods potentially isolate the rarest or most
extreme anomalous behaviours, such as objects likely to be non-
persistent anomalies which indicate the observed anomalous be-
haviour is restricted to a single sector, as opposed to behaviour
that results from repeating or periodic patterns. Nevertheless, we
provide the list of anomalies and provide a description based on
the overall light curve type, determined using visual inspection for
sectors 13 onward. Additionally, in the next section, we incorporate
information related to the astrophysical properties of these sources,
such as luminosities and effective temperatures, to assess the rela-

tionship between anomalous nature and evolutionary stage for stars
in the TESS input catalogue.

5 LINKING ANOMALY SCORES TO ASTROPHYSICAL
PROPERTIES: THE COLOUR-ABSOLUTE
MAGNITUDE DIAGRAM

The discussion of whether a particular light curve represents a true
astrophysical novelty or relates to an understood phenomenon within
a particular data set is non-trivial due to the required domain knowl-
edge that may require modelling or other tools of inference. An ini-
tial step involves identifying the objects with a known class. Only
about 30% of the anomalies identified in this work have a known
class described in independent studies. Since the vast majority of
the TIC objects are stars, we can rely on additional information
from their Gaia observables to constrain their physical properties.
In Figure 6 we show the Gaia-generated Colour-Absolute Magni-
tude diagram (CAMD) for our targets, colour-coded by the average
anomaly score across all sectors. This diagram allows us to relate the
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anomaly scores to particular spectral types or evolutionary stages,
setting a general framework for the interpretation of our results.
Our cross-match indicates that ~ 90% of all targets considered here
have reliable distance and photometry measurements from Gaia.
This fraction is similar in all sectors.

There are several interesting trends in Figure 6. A prominent
region of the CAMD with overall high anomaly scores is the white
dwarf branch. The instability strip is also a prominent region of
relatively high anomaly scores, potentially driven by the radial pul-
sations of starts occupying this part of the diagram. Other regions
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with relatively high anomaly scores include; supergiants, subdwarf
B stars, M-dwarfs and brown dwarfs. There are also objects whose
optical variability is likely to be extrinsic, rather than intrinsic, or a
combination of both. These include young stellar objects (YSOs),
which show variation due to internal stabilisation and obstructions
from dusty halos. Additionally, objects that occupy sparsely popu-
lated regions of the CAMD, e.g. the coolest region of the M-dwarf
branch, are often classified as an outlier. Our results demonstrate the
isolation observed in the CAMD, due to the extreme luminosities
or temperatures, is reflected in their variability patterns.

We observe an increase in the anomaly score as we move into
cooler, low-mass dwarf stars, from convective envelopes into fully
convective M-type stars. In this regime, it has been proposed as part
of basic dynamo theory that stellar magnetic activity should increase
inversely to mass, accounting for the proportionally deeper convec-
tive envelope (Radick 1992; Brun & Browning 2017). A significant
part of the variability in these stars is the result of chromospheric
activity, such as sunspots (Baliunas et al. 1995; Schuessler et al.
1996; Barnes & Collier Cameron 2001; Barnes et al. 2011).

Focusing now on the right panel of Figure 6, where we have
limited the anomaly score range to only the most anomalous scores,
we note that the highest anomaly scores are distributed among stars
in different regions of the CAMD, with an increased density of
anomalous objects near the instability strip where the MS meets the
giant branch. Low-mass stars and white dwarfs consistently have
lower anomaly scores, whereas stars in the giant branch generally
do not make the > 0.9 score mark to be included in the anomalous
group, which was not the case for Kepler targets. In the particular
case of white dwarfs, variability is dominated by rapid flux vari-
ations that deviate between 1% and 2% from the mean flux. In
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§ 6.2 we describe the variability trends in each case and investigate
potential physical mechanisms for the anomalous behaviour.

The MS remains, at best, sparsely populated by anomalous
light curves, likely the result of the relatively stable hydrogen-
burning cycle of MS stars. In this region, the observed anomalous
time-domain behaviour is caused predominantly by extrinsic phe-
nomena, such as eclipses. As for RGB stars, they are largely stable
throughout this phase of evolution at the timescales probed by the
TESS data, and they are sufficiently represented in the TIC not to
be considered a rare population. The timescales of their spectrally
dominant variability modes are longer(hundreds and thousands of
days) than the timescales of TESS observations. The assumption
of variability over long timescales does not hold for all types of
supergiant stars, with some of them undergoing different stages of
evolution, particularly members of the blue supergiant population.
We expand our exploration of giant stars further in § 7.5. We note
here, however, that there are signs of increased anomaly score in the
cool extremes of the red giant branch, where we observe variability
with periods between ~ 30— 80 days which can be considered "long
period variability" compared to the observation timescales.

In what follows, we explore the set of anomalous light curves,
both in terms of their value (i.e., are there any true astrophysical
one-offs?) and how the anomaly score relates to specific physical
parameters for objects belonging to known classes. This will allow
an investigation of the distribution of physical parameters for objects
of specific types (e.g. eclipsing binaries) and the most extreme
among those. Our methodology is as follows: first, we perform
a visual inspection of the anomalous light curves and categorise
them according to their overall variability pattern. We then use

additional metrics, such as the standard deviation in the anomaly
score across observations, to search for non-persistent anomalies.
Finally, we study anomalies of specific know classes (e.g. white
dwarfs, eclipsing binaries) and investigate what the anomaly score
tells us about their specific configurations.

6 MOST ANOMALOUS OBJECTS IDENTIFIED
6.1 Visual Inspection of Light Curves and Classification

We perform a visual inspection of all anomalous (score > 0.9) light
curves in sectors 13 through 24 that do not have an unambiguous
classification in the SIMBAD database. This includes objects that
only had uninformative labels in SIMBAD, such as "Star". Rather
than identifying all potential unique objects, our initial goal is to
understand the diversity and composition of the landscape of TESS
anomalous light curves.

We inspect each anomalous light curve individually, regardless
of whether the associated object has multiple light curves. This work
has analysed over 12,500 light curves. As a result of the inspection,
we exclude sectors 22 and 23 from any further analysis due to a
disproportionate population of artefacts not corrected by the PDC
pipeline, an example given in Table 2, leading to inconsistent outlier
populations. Sector 23 is the most affected with only 0.8% of light
curves classified as anomalous, compared to the typical 5-10% in
other sectors. Although we exclude them from the analysis, we still
include results from these sectors in our catalogue of anomalies for
completeness.

Our classification is based on the morphological properties of
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Figure 7. The distribution of descriptions for objects with anomaly scores
above 0.9 and lacking prior classification. The figure includes ~ 30% of
objects in sectors 13 - 21 and 24, with the remaining objects lacking defining
features upon visual inspection or catalogue comparisons.
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the light curves rather than on astrophysical types for two main
reasons: first, we would require a vast amount of domain knowledge
and consideration to correctly assign accurate astrophysical classes
based on the light curve alone. In addition, since we expect some
anomalies do not belong to any known class, our best efforts can only
describe their morphology. We converged to the final classification
in Table 2 iteratively by initially setting a set of labels based on
Sector 24 alone. These were updated as more analysis revealed
slightly different patterns in different sectors. Finally, we reclassified
sector 24 to reduce potential inconsistencies from inexperience and
missing labels during the initial classification.

As an example, RR-Lyrae stars are classified as "sinusoidal”
due to their periodic pattern resembling a sinusoidal function (see
Table 2). When appropriate, additional labels are included to re-
fine the class, so "sinusoidal asymmetrical" indicates a distinctive
pattern in which there is a sinusoidal pattern with asymmetrical
peaks or troughs indicating more rapid increases in brightness than
decreases or vice versa. Objects that do not fit in any morphological
types are left unlabelled. If the astrophysical nature of the variability
pattern is clear from the morphology, this is reflected in the label,
as is the case for "transit events", which primarily include eclipsing
binary systems. Overall, descriptive labels are used in ambiguous
cases to minimise mislabelling and class overlap. In Table 2, we
compile a summary of the most common labels and provide light
curve examples. The only exception to this morphological system
of classification is white dwarfs, which we label according to the
external catalogue provided by Gentile Fusillo et al. (2019). This
divergence in approach is required as the white dwarf population
systematically returns higher than average anomaly scores that are
difficult to determine visually. We believe this is due to rapid pulsa-
tions described in § 7.6.

6.2 Composition of Outlying Population

Out of the 12,500 light curves inspected, 4,128 are classified using
the morphological system summarised in Table 2. An additional
3063 objects have been previously classified as white dwarfs (WDs)
by Gentile Fusillo et al. (2019), with only ~ 1% falling in one of
the morphological categories. We also identify several objects with
minor artefacts, e.g. single-pixel spikes and trends in small sections
of the data. Since these minor features are not likely to dominate the
anomaly score, we classify these objects based on the morphology
of unaffected parts of the light curve.

In what follows, we refer to light curves with a repeating pat-
tern of short but statistically significant dips, including transits and
suspected eclipses, as "multi-body" systems. The breakdown of
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Table 2: List of the most common descriptors used in the classifica-
tion of anomalous objects. The examples represent a typical object
from these classes. In reality these labels cover a range of patterns
and are often used in conjunction with each other, e.g. Modulated
Sinusoidal. Additional labels are used to separate the main labels
(those with examples above) into subcategories.

light curve classification is as follows: 3063 are classified as white
dwarfs, 1275 as sinusoidal, with an additional 1244 showing addi-
tional patterns to the sinusoidal baseline (alt_sinusoidal), such as
modulation (see Figure 24), short periods (less than ~ 8 hours) or
asymmetrical peaks. There are 500 multi-body systems, 423 peri-
odically peaked light curves showing repeated peaks of emission,
264 irregular light curves and 237 dominated by pipeline artefacts.
In addition, 129 are modulated patterns and 43 show long-period
variability (LPV), defined in this work as a pattern with an apparent
period > 26 days. 13 light curves do not fit any of the morpho-
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logical classes but have a unique description. Figure 7 provides a
visualisation of this breakdown.

There is a group of light curves for which the only noticeable
feature is a relatively higher amplitude than a non-variable noise-
dominated light curve that populates the low-anomaly end of the
distribution. The majority of these higher amplitude light curves
are associated with low-luminosity, cool M-dwarf stars. As the light
curve shows little evidence of anomalous behaviour, we must ex-
plore the frequency space and investigate their power spectrum.
Figure 8 shows the periodograms and location in the CAMD for
three types of objects: anomalies that fit in any of our morpholog-
ical types (left), anomalies that show the higher amplitude feature
(centre), and non-anomalous light objects (right).

We note that the periodograms of M-dwarf anomalies are rel-
atively featureless compared to the morphologically classified ob-
jects, which indicates that they do not have well-defined periodic
features. However, similar to the morphological anomalies, they
have a greater fraction of the power contained at low-frequency
modes than the bulk objects. This pattern indicates dominating
variability at relatively long (weeks) timescales. Evidently, these
objects are anomalous due to both higher amplitude and in their fre-
quency spectrum, supporting results from MG21, where we found
low-frequency modes of variability are associated with anomalous
light curves in Kepler data.

The stellar rotation might be related to this anomalous be-
haviour. As demonstrated in the observational study by Popinchalk
et al. (2021), M-dwarfs of earlier spectral types (M4-M6) are rapid
rotators, with rotational periods of less than one day to as short
as a few hours. M-dwarfs become cooler as they evolve, causing
their rotational period decreases, possibly due to magnetic effects
(Garraftfo et al. 2018), until it stalls for late types. The reduction in
rotation explains why the majority of field M-dwarfs with measured
rotation periods are greater than 10 days, with non-periodic vari-
ability timescales typically a few weeks to months in the later types.
This non-periodic excess of spectral power at longer timescales is
what makes their light curve anomalous. The fact that we observe
a gradient in the anomaly score along the main M-dwarf portion of
the main sequence, with cooler M-dwarf stars being more anoma-
lous, is indicative that our method is sensitive to the disappearing
rotation signature. These results, once more, suggest a correlation
between the anomaly scores and the object’s evolutionary stage, at
least for certain types of objects.

6.3 Non-persistent anomalies

A small fraction of the objects show high variance in the anomaly
score between sectors, which may indicate a particularly elevated
score in only one of the observed epochs. These are candidate
non-persistent anomalies, i.e., anomalous behaviour that is non-
repeating and could signal single-event transients. About 95% of
the objects show a standard deviation below 0.1 in their scores,
and just 0.38% of them have a standard deviation above 0.25 (see
Figure 5). In this subsection, we investigate these high-variance
objects.

In Figure 11, we plot the average anomaly score against the
score’s standard deviation for each object. Symbols are colour-coded
by the number of observations. Most objects populate a relatively
dense region below the polynomial dashed line, with those above
the dashed line considered "high variance objects" in this work. In
total, we find a population of 1789 high variance objects, with the
most extreme variances (G'anomaly) reaching 0.35. The population
generally shows a higher variance in the intermediate region of

anomaly scores (0.6-0.9), possibly due to the reduced population
in this area compared to the extremes of the anomaly range. We
now investigate the differences in variability in the high variance
population to the outliers discussed in § 6.2.

We concentrate here on objects with high variance for which
at least one of the individual scores is higher than 0.9. We iden-
tify 636 such light curves, corresponding to 410 unique objects.
We examine the recorded classifications, similarly to the approach
in § 6.1, and inspect their light curves to evaluate their variabil-
ity properties. Compared to the total outlier population, we find a
greater fraction of these objects classified as "other" in the popula-
tion of non-persistent outliers. Sinusoidal types still dominate, but
there is also an increased fraction of "artefacts" and "Long Period
Variables". The fraction of objects with multiple transits remains
approximately the same. Remarkably, white dwarfs are not repre-
sented in this group at all. Figure 12 visualises the breakdown of
classes identified within the high variance population.

Further investigation reveals that the sinusoidal light curves
found in this group have longer periods when compared to the
sinusoidal anomalies in the general outlier group, with practically no
light curve showing periods shorter than one day. Perhaps the most
interesting objects in this group belong to the "irregular” and "multi-
body" system categories. In Figure 13, we show examples of light
curves in this group. The upper left panel shows an irregular light
curve corresponding to high proper motion star TIC 370327409,
which has been classified as a binary (Eggleton & Tokovinin 2008)
and has spectral type K2. The lower left light curve corresponds
to TIC 156462093) and shows a light curve similar to those of
heartbeat stars previously found by Kepler (Thompson et al. 2012)

In the second column of Figure 13 we identify two transit events
of interest (Top: TIC 230125546, Middle: TIC 350298314). These
are likely binaries with orbital periods long enough to be captured
during transit only once during the TESS, with the transit visible in
the plotted light curves. In fact, both objects are identified in PrSa
et al. (2022), a dedicated search for binary stars. TIC 350298314
is measured to have a period of 47.72 + 3.516 days, placing it in
the top 20 longest periods identified out of 4584 confirmed sys-
tems. Because of the limitations on inclination required for a transit
to occur at such long orbital periods, it is evident this represents
an extreme example of an outlying class within our sample. The
identification of this extreme system confirms the effectiveness of
exploring non-persistent outliers in the case of transits with large
member separation.

Other examples in Figure 13 include LPVs and artefacts. We
note that in the case of artefacts, there is a subclass of objects that
look like repeating, regular flaring events (bottom right panel). We
have included them as artefacts because we have determined to be,
in the majority of cases, they are the result of a background subtrac-
tion in which the background area contained a source with repeating
transits. However, gravitational lensing is one potential astrophysi-
cal phenomenon that could theoretically cause this behaviour. If a
compact, undetected object orbits a star, the resulting lensing pat-
tern can look like the bottom right plot in Figure 13. We have listed
all artefacts, including inverted transit candidates, in Table 1.

7 ANALYSING EVOLUTIONARY STAGES ACROSS THE
OBSERVATIONAL HERTZSPRUNG-RUSSEL
DIAGRAM

In this subsection, we investigate the relationship between the
anomaly score and the physical properties of anomalies of known
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Figure 8. Top: A random sample of ~ 30 periodograms from the labelled outliers, unlabelled outliers that show an increased variability magnitude, and
objects with anomaly score less than the peak of the bulk population (labelled "Bulk") from Sector 13. Bottom: CAMD:s for the same example periodograms,
highlighting the type of objects in each class. White Dwarf stars are deliberately removed from the sample as these are classified using an alternative approach.

class. The motivation is that even if the general astrophysical type
is known, there can be members of a particular group with outlying
physical parameters that could indicate anomalous configurations.
Examples include orbital periods that are either too short, too long
or very deep transiting events. Below we perform this analysis for
TESS objects of interest, stellar systems with multiplicity greater
than 1, such as eclipsing binaries, pulsating stars, young stellar
objects, giants, and white dwarfs.

7.1 TESS Objects of Interest

The TESS mission team regularly releases a list of TESS objects of
interest (TOI’s hereafter) containing the most promising exoplanet
candidates. For detailed follow-ups with several transits per object,
candidates with estimated orbital periods of less than ten days orbit-
ing bright host stars have priority (Guerrero et al. 2021). At the time
of download, the list of TOIs contained 2,647 exoplanet candidates!.
We now turn to the question of whether transiting exoplanets show
up as anomalies in our analysis. Since we do not analyse folded
or stacked light curves, it is unlikely that this particular anomaly
detection method will detect most of the candidates.

We look at the 1,262 exoplanet candidates from the TOI list that
overlap with the sectors analysed in this paper. For TOIs, 87% are

I https://tess.mit.edu/toi-releases/
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bulk objects, with anomaly scores less than 0.6, 6.3% are anomalous
objects, with anomaly scores above 0.9, and the mean anomaly score
is 0.44, with a standard deviation of 0.16. As we suspected, these
values are not significantly dissimilar to the general population,
indicating that exoplanet transits do not dominate the anomaly score
of the stellar system in this work. Nevertheless, we have the data
to explore how the orbital period, transit duration and transit depth
affect the anomaly score. This analysis is relevant in the study of
the most prominent exoplanet transits and population studies of
eclipsing binary stars.

In Figure 14, we show the distributions of transit parameters
for TOIs in two different ranges of anomaly scores: anomalous
with an anomaly score above 0.9 and non-anomalous objects with
an anomaly score below 0.6. We note that anomalies clearly show
deeper transits than the bulk objects, with anomalous transits being
close to 15-20 ppt in depth versus < 1 for the majority of the bulk
population. Furthermore, there are indications of a difference in the
distribution of orbital periods, with exoplanet anomalies generally
having orbital periods shorter than the bulk objects, with the outlier
orbital periods primarily remaining below five days. Although in this
case, the difference is not as prominent as with the transit depths.

In the upper panel of Figure 15, we compare the anomaly
score distributions for TOIs and eclipsing binaries. We note that,
at just 6.3%, anomalies represent a smaller fraction of the total in
the case of TOIs than binary stars, for which the vast majority of
light curves are anomalous. The distribution suggests that dim ex-
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a random sample taken from each 20th percentile. The reference light curve in black is the same as in Figure 9. Plots from Sector 23 reveal the nature of the

detrimental trends identified

oplanet transits are best inferred from phased, stacked light curves
and are not picked up as anomalies when individual, unphased light
curves are considered. Overall, it appears that in transits, regardless
of whether they are produced by eclipsing stellar companions or
exoplanets, anomalies are selected to be deeper eclipses with some-
what shorter orbital periods. This has implications for the typical
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exoplanet size. For example, for fixed semi-major axes, inclination
and stellar properties for a K4V star, the radius of the exoplanet
would need to be about three times larger to create a transit with
the average depth of the anomalous objects, with respect to the size
of the typical "normal transit" (see https://ccnmtl.github.io/astro-
simulations/exoplanet-transit-simulator/). As deeper transits are
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Figure 11. A visualisation of the standard deviation of anomaly score be-
tween sectors vs the average anomaly score. The colour bar represents the
number of sectors observed. As observed, we expect the intermediate pop-
ulation to show an average higher standard deviation due to the smaller
population within this region. Nonetheless, the objects that occupy the re-
gion above the bulk are of the greatest interest. The boundary line represents
the boundary between the bulk and the high standard deviation sources for
this section of analysis.
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Figure 12. Distribution of descriptions for objects with anomaly score above
0.9 in the labelled sector and a standard deviation that lies above the curve
in Figure 11. The figure includes objects from sectors 13 - 21 & 24 from the
classifications in Figure 7.
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Figure 13. Examples of the most interesting object types within the high
standard deviation population. From left to right, we see examples of ir-
regular light curves showing peculiar patterns. The second column shows
transit events, with the top two examples showing periods exceeding the
length of observations. The third column shows examples of long-period
variables. Finally, we have a few examples of typical artefacts, including
trends, frequent dips and calibration star variability.
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Figure 14. Set of normalised histograms comparing orbital parameters for
exoplanet systems from the bulk and outlying populations. Top Left: Orbital
period in Days, Top Right: Transit duration in Hours, Bottom: Transit Depth
in parts per thousand (ppt).

more anomalous in this work, we conclude transits produced by
larger planets will be considered more anomalous than those of
smaller planets in the TESS dataset.

The main effect of the orbital period on the shape of the light
curve is the number of transits that occur during a single obser-
vation. At approximately 27 days, the data is optimised for orbital
periods less than roughly ten days. The effects would most promi-
nently reflect on harmonics shown in the light curve periodogram
for exoplanet transits. On the other hand, the transit duration as a
fraction of the orbital period is more informative of the system. For
a given size planet, the transit duration depends on multiple factors
including inclination and orbital distance. Yet, in the upper right
panel of Figure 14, there is not a major difference observed in the
distribution of transit durations between the anomalous and non-
anomalous populations. This may be due to the selected features or,
most likely a strong selection effect in the orbital parameter space
of TIC objects.

7.2 Multi-Body Systems

We call multi-body systems TESS sources whose light curves show
regular dips that can be associated with eclipses. They are predom-
inantly eclipsing binaries or single exoplanet transits, but systems
with multiplicity greater than two that show more than one fre-
quency in the eclipses are also included in this category. Between
20 — 80% of all stars are predicted to have companions, with the
actual fraction depending on the spectral type (Traven et al. 2020;
Duchéne & Kraus 2013). However, to show up as eclipsing light
curves in TESS data, the orbital inclination and periods must be
within specific narrow ranges. As a result, eclipsing light curves are
rare, accounting for about 1% of the entire dataset. This results in
the majority of them (67%) being identified as anomalies by our
method.

In § 7.1, we have reported a correlation between the depth of
the transit in exoplanet light curves and the anomaly score. We now
investigate if this correlation extends to eclipsing binary stars. The
top panel of Figure 15 shows that eclipsing binaries are labelled as
anomalous at a significantly higher rate than exoplanets, with the

MNRAS 000, 1-23 (2023)



)
w
&
1

Il Binary Stars
TOl's

Anomaly Score

Frequency (N
= N
o o
d it it
]
]

o
w
o
>
o
wn
o
o
o
N
=}
©
o
©
=
o

1.0
1.00
5
[ 0.9
©0.95
N
< 1.0
1S 1.0
(e}
=
0.81
‘ ‘ 0.91 ‘ ‘
0 10 20 0 10 20
Time [Days]

Figure 15. Top Panel: Stacked histogram of average anomaly scores for
Binary stars (red) compared to TOI’s (yellow). These distributions highlight
the effect of different transit depths.Bottom four panels: Example light curves
of binary systems showing an anomaly score above 0.9, showcasing the range
of transit depths and periodicity of the anomalous systems.
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Top Right: Anomaly score against secondary transit depth, Botfom: Anomaly
score against orbital period zoomed into the area with correlation, with the
histogram of binary periods shown to the right.

vast majority of binaries having scores higher than 0.9. Presumably,
this is because they result in deeper transits. In Figure 16, we com-
pare the anomaly score to key transit parameters from Avvakumova
et al. (2013): primary transit depth, secondary transit depth and
period.

The results indicate that the primary transit depth is a driver of
the anomaly score. Practically all the transits with depths larger than
1.5 mag have anomaly scores higher than 0.95 as opposed to shal-
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lower primary transits, for which none has an anomaly score < 0.95.
Secondary transit depths, on the other hand, have no discernible ef-
fect on the anomaly score, likely because of their shallower profile.
A much better predictor of the anomaly score is the binary orbital
period, with longer periods having a clear tendency to be more
anomalous. The fact that longer orbital periods that result in fewer
transits during the TESS observation are rare in the TIC is a se-
lection effect due to the mission specifications and not necessarily
an astrophysical trend (PrSa et al. 2022). Nevertheless, our results
imply that deep transits observed fewer times during a TESS light
curve are among the rarest variability type in this particular dataset.
Our catalogue of anomalies contains previously unidentified objects
of this rare class. In the lower panel of Figure 15, we show examples
of binary transits with various orbital periods and transit depths.

The anomaly score can therefore be used as a probe of the
physical parameters of binary and eclipsing systems, and in general,
as a detector of these transits in a TESS-like dataset. In our catalogue
of anomalies, Table 1, these systems are labelled in column 12 as
either "multi-body system", or "Transit".

7.3 Pulsating Variable Stars

Pulsating variables show periodic intrinsic variability that result
from the expansion and contraction of their surface layers as they
transition out of the main sequence. The specifics of those oscilla-
tory modes, as well as their periods and amplitudes, depending on
the underlying physics. They occupy a specific region of the CAMD,
known as the instability strip. Gautschy & Saio (1996) present a
review of stellar pulsations along the CAMD, emphasising that pul-
sations can occur at any mass and in various evolutionary stages.
Cepheids and RR-Lyrae stars are among the most represented types
within this class, of which Clementini et al. (2019) identify 140,874
Cepheids and 9,575 RR-Lyrae stars in Gaia data. These objects rep-
resent less than 0.01% of the entire Gaia DR2 catalogue. To assess
what physical mechanisms drive the anomaly score in pulsating
stars, we rely on the independently determined classifications doc-
umented in SIMBAD. The resulting catalogue of known types of
pulsating stars contains 156 RR-Lyrae stars, 468 Cepheid variables,
and an additional 887 ¢-Scuti and y-Dor stars. Also included are
all other stellar types whose labels contain Pulsating Variable Star,
even if the specific types are unknown.

Figure 17 shows the distribution of anomaly scores for the most
prominent pulsating types. The top left panel shows the distribution
of scores for RR-Lyrae stars. 96% of the members of this class have
an anomaly score greater than 0.9, with 98.1% of them having a
score above 0.8. The classification is due to the RR-Lyrae variabil-
ity pattern being uncommon in the TIC with a highly variable light
curve, meaning our method will flag RR-Lyrae stars by assigning
them a high anomaly score. Their pulsation periods range from ~0.2
days to 1 day (Soszynski et al. 2014, 2019), which corresponds to
the range of frequencies extracted for the periodogram features. The
few RR Lyrae stars with an anomaly score below 0.8 lack the ex-
pected RR-Lyrae pattern in their light curves, indicating a potential
data issue most likely caused by either an incorrect classification or
a cross-match error between catalogues. In the context of automatic
source classification, the fact that false classifications can be iden-
tified based on their outlying anomaly score can be used to improve
existing training sets, increasing their purity.

The top right panel of Figure 17 shows the anomaly score dis-
tribution for Cepheid variables, split into the following sub-classes:
0-Cepheid, W-Virginis and those classified simply as Cepheids. -
type and W-Virginis types are identified as anomalies in about 90%
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Figure 17. Top Left: Anomaly score of RR-Lyrae stars across all sectors.
Top Right: Anomaly score of Cepheid Variable Stars in all sectors. Bottom:
Anomaly score of other variable stars across all sectors. (e.g. d-Scuti type
variable.)

of the cases. On the other hand, those classified as Cepheids are
identified as anomalies only ~ 50% of the time. As we had dis-
cussed previously (see Figure 8), anomalies show more structure
in their periodograms, with clearly indicated peaks in the power
spectrum. In particular, this holds for pulsating stars, with different
types having unique characteristic frequencies. Cepheid stars with
comparatively lower anomaly scores do not show a distinct spectral
signature in the periodogram or higher power contained in long
timescale (> 1 day) variability. Cepheids have periods that can ex-
ceed 100 days, whereas delta and W-Virginis periods are not known
to exceed ~ 20 — 30 days (Soszyriski et al. 2017), and this can be
another reason why a smaller fraction of Cepheids are detected as
anomalous since their periods are outside the range of frequencies
probed here. Nevertheless, the fraction of anomalous Cepheid vari-
ables (~ 50%) remains significantly higher than the fraction of stars
identified as anomalous in the entire catalogue (~ 10%).

The bottom panel of Figure 17 shows the distribution of
anomaly scores for the remaining types of known pulsators, includ-
ing the ambiguous pulsating variable class. Compared to RR-Lyrae
and Cepheids, a significantly smaller fraction of these objects cor-
responds to anomalous light curves. For 6-Scuti stars, the fraction is
24.2%, whereas for plain pulsating stars, S-Cephei and y-Dor stars
the fractions are respectively 21.3%, 42.7%, and 45.2%. For ¢-Scuti
and S-Cephei stars, this is somewhat due to their short pulsation pe-
riods, ranging from 0.02 to 0.25 days (Ziaali et al. 2019), placing the
majority of these objects outside the range of frequencies probed
by our periodogram features. y-Dor stars show multiple oscillation
modes with periods ranging between 0.5 and 3 days, resulting in
the multi-modal pattern seen in the bottom right panel of Figure 18
(Pietrukowicz et al. 2020; Tkachenko et al. 2013). The pulsating
stars without a specific class have a distribution of anomaly scores
similar to the distribution for 6-Scuti stars, suggesting a similar dis-
tribution of their frequency properties. The periodograms of those
with anomaly scores below 0.7 show little to no structure across
the entire range and therefore have no discernible oscillatory modes
within the range of periods probed here (4 hours to 27 days). While
a verification by anomaly score can not be used in lieu of a classifi-
cation for these objects, it at least suggests that unclassified variable
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Figure 18. Visualisation of objects identified as outliers in the pulsating
type stars with their distributions found in Figure 17. Target light curves are
shown in blue, with the black light curve representing a non-anomalous light
curve, TIC 261337074, for reference on magnitude variations. From the top
down, other V* types are: delta-Scuti, delta-Scuti, Pulsating Variable and
Gamma Dor type Variables.

pulsating objects with anomaly scores below 0.9 are more likely to
be similar to ¢-Scuti or y-Dor than RR-Lyrae or Cepheid variables.

We conclude that periodic pulsations are a driving factor be-
hind the anomalous nature of TESS light curves when both the light
curves and the power spectrum are considered together. A similar
behaviour is observed for the Kepler light curves in MG21, where
we also found pulsations to be among the main drivers of anomaly
score. However, a smaller fraction of §-Scuti stars are anomalous in
TESS than in Kepler, where practically all 5-Scuti stars were anoma-
lous. The discrepancy between the two datasets is most likely due
to a difference in the parent population of stars in both surveys, with
M dwarfs being much more represented in both the general pop-
ulation of TESS targets and the group of anomalous objects. The
anomaly score alone is not enough to distinguish between anoma-
lous pulsators. The typical k-mechanism driven stars show a similar
distribution of anomaly scores to the non-radial, gravity mode pul-
sations in y-Dor stars Kaye et al. (1999). In Table 1, the majority
of these pulsating sources are noted as sinusoidal, with additional
notes including asymmetrical or rapid depending on the specific
shape. y-Dor stars show a distinct pattern predominantly noted as
irregular peaked.

7.4 Young Stellar Objects

Young stellar objects (YSOs) are stars in their earliest evolutionary
stage, post-cloud collapse, but before they enter the Main Sequence.
The youngest protostars are within a thick envelope of gas and dust
arising from the original birth cloud, and the resulting obscuration
manifests in the light curve of these young stars as an irregular
variability pattern. As the primordial cloud dissipates, magnetic
activity intensifies, producing extreme stellar flares as dissipated
magnetic energy converts into kinetic energy. These flares often
interact with the remaining circumstellar disk. In addition, a non-
uniform distribution of starspots (Bhardwaj et al. 2019) can cover
up to 40% of their surface (Herbst et al. 1994; Kesseli et al. 2016;
Guo et al. 2021). These conditions all add to the stochasticity of
the light curves of young stars. Furthermore, their relatively short
rotation periods (typically 1 to a few 10’s of days (Froebrich et al.
2021)) allow semi-periodic signals to be present.
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Figure 19. Top Panel: Histogram of anomaly scores for young stellar ob-
jects. Note that the scores are from individual sectors. Bottom four panels:
Example light curves of young stellar objects showing a weirdness score
above 0.9.

The top panel of Figure 19 presents the distribution of anomaly
scores for previously known YSOs in our dataset. We note that YSO
light curves tend to rank highly in the anomaly score distribution,
with most objects making the 0.9 cut considered an anomaly. The
four lower panels of Figure 19 show representative YSO light curves.
The irregular pattern, with relatively long-term baseline variability,
as well as the presence of dips are likely contributors to the anomaly
score. In fact, among the types of light curves evaluated as part
of this work, the YSO light curves are the closes analogues of
a remarkable light curve, namely Boyajian’s star. While most of
the objects classified in our nomenclature as ’irregular’ probably
are unclassified YSOs, we believe that if any true analogues of
Boyajian’s star have been detected, they would belong to this group.

Out of a total of 190 YSOs, 67% have anomaly scores above
0.9 and 81% above 0.6. The remaining objects, which are part of
the bulk population, show significantly less structure in their light
curves. As low-mass YSOs evolve towards the main sequence, both
the accretion rate and the size of the disk reduce, causing less
variability observed in the corresponding light curve (Chapter 6 in
Schultz (2005) provides a detailed explanation of YSO evolution).
Hence, the reduction in variability observed in the YSOs in the bulk
population indicates a more evolved system than their anomalous
counterparts, with less obscuration, accretion, or magnetism-related
variability imprinted in their light curves. Furthermore, when study-
ing a CAMD, these normal YSOs also align closer to the main
sequence than the anomalous YSOs, further indicating they corre-
spond to a more evolved system. These observed young stars are
expected to be of a low mass, as the timescales and radiative feed-
back in high-mass young stars generally prevent the formation of a
long-lasting accretion disk (Shepherd 2003). Therefore, our method
consistently flags the irregular light curves that result from a combi-
nation of accretion activity and obscuration corresponding to young

MNRAS 000, 1-23 (2023)

An Unsupervised Exploration of TESS 17

Red Giants . Red Supergiants
£ £
() ] 10
=} =}
o o
() ]
T o (ral)

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Anomaly Score Anomaly Score

Blue Supergiants

o J
0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Anomaly Score

=
o
o

Frequency (N
(6,1
o

o

Figure 20. Histograms of anomaly scores for different stages of giant stars.
Note the dominant spike for the class in all cases and a small number of
outliers in each plot, demonstrating an alternative approach to identifying
outliers than simply a high anomaly score.
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Figure 21. Example light curves from giant stars in blue, with a non-
anomalous base light curve from TIC 261337074 shown in grey to highlight
the magnitude of variations. The light curves cover a range of weirdness
scores, with the selection reflecting the distribution seen in Figure 20. From
top to bottom, Red giant weirdness = [0.9, 0.4, 0.3], red supergiants weird-
ness = [0.8, 0.4, 0.3], and blue supergiant weirdness = [0.9, 0.8, 0.3].

low-mass stars as anomalies. These are the closest analogues we find
to the unique behaviour shown by Boyajian’s star.

In Table 1, these systems are predominantly classified as Ir-
regular Dips, with those previously classified as YSOs marked as
such in the main_type column.

7.5 Giants

Up to this point, we have focused on identifying objects of known
classes with anomalous light curves and understanding the under-
lying mechanisms that drive their classification as anomalies. How-
ever, we might miss additional insightful information by solely fo-
cusing on this anomalous/non-anomalous dichotomy. For instance,
the anomaly score of predominantly non-anomalous classes may
reveal extreme examples or variability patterns of interest that do
not quite reach the anomalous threshold. Furthermore, the anomaly
score may still correlate to physical processes within these classes.
In this subsection, we explore the variability properties and dis-
tribution of anomaly scores for giant stars, namely the post-main
sequence Red Giants and Red Supergiants, as well as the main se-
quence Blue Supergiants. These giants show mixed behaviour in
terms of their mean anomaly score and are, therefore, a good target
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for understanding the relationship between the score and light curve
attributes.

Stars occupying the giant branch are post-main-sequence stars
with large surface areas resulting in an increased brightness. We
focus here on previously identified red giants, red supergiants and
blue supergiant stars. Figure 20 shows the distribution of anomaly
scores for Giant stars. Red Giants and Red Supergiants are predom-
inantly classified as non-anomalous, whereas the majority of Blue
Supergiants have high anomaly scores, with most having a score
higher than 0.9. This is also apparent in the CAMD of Figure 6,
where the RGB stars prominently show low anomaly scores.

Anomalous Blue Supergiants, the majority of stars of this type,
are characterised by shorter variability timescales and larger vari-
ability amplitudes compared to most red giants (which have low
anomaly scores), as shown in the right-hand column of Figure 21.
They can also show a combination or rapid variability modulated by
high amplitude variations in intermediate timescales (centre right
panel). As the anomaly score decreases, they start to resemble any
other giants with a low score, and the light curve becomes dominated
by a constant, low amplitude noisy continuum. These Blue Super-
giants are undergoing an unstable stage in their evolution; they are
young high-mass stars with high circumstellar dust fractions and
low-frequency gravity waves (de Wit et al. 2014; Bowman et al.
2019). Red Giants and Supergiants, on the other hand, are intrinsi-
cally more stable, with variability patterns observed over months to
decades dictated by slow pulsation mechanisms (Kiss et al. 2006).
Anomalous luminous stars in the TIC are, therefore, likely to be
Blue Supergiants.

Starting in late 2019, a Red Supergiant star, Betelgeuse, experi-
enced a well-documented period of instability. This period consisted
of a significant dimming spanning several months, leading to sev-
eral proposed hypotheses to explain the cause of the dimming (Joyce
et al. 2020; Castelvecchi 2020; Levesque & Massey 2020). Remark-
ably, one of the two light curves of red supergiants that appear as
anomalous outliers in the distribution shown in the upper right panel
in Figure 20 corresponds to an observation of Betelgeuse in Sector
6 (the remaining outlier being an artefact) and has an anomaly score
of 0.82. Betelgeuse’s light curve shows regular increases in bright-
ness, as shown in the middle top panel of Figure 21. The observation
predates the great dimming event by approximately ten months.

Unfortunately, Betelgeuse is not observed again by TESS until
Sector 33, which occurs after the dimming event has concluded and
the unusual periodic increases in brightness have subsided. No ob-
servations with different facilities and similar cadence or sensitivity
are available during the time preceding and following the dimming
event, and therefore we cannot verify when this anomalous pattern
began. We note that the regular increases in luminosity prior to the
dimming event suggest an intrinsic variability, which contradicts the
dusty veil model presented in Montarges et al. (2021). Determining
if the anomalous behaviour we have identified here is related to
the major dimming event would require additional observations and
comparisons to evolutionary models, which is outside the scope of
this work. It is nonetheless remarkable that we can detect anomalous
behaviour in the light curve of Betelgeuse shortly before the major
dimming event.

7.6 White Dwarf Stars

White dwarfs are one of the individual groups of stars with con-
sistently high anomaly scores. We have cross-matched our list of
anomalies against the catalogue of white dwarfs in Gentile Fusillo
et al. (2019), identifying 2195 examples with a high (> 0.7) prob-
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Figure 22. CAMD colour coded by anomaly score, zoomed in on the white
dwarf stars. There appears to be little to no correlation along the length of
the cooldown track, indicating no correlation between the cooling stage and
anomaly score.
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Figure 23. Top Panel: Histogram of average anomaly scores for White dwarf
stars found in Gentile Fusillo et al. (2019). Bottom four panels: Example
light curves of white dwarf stars showing an anomaly score above 0.9 despite
a lack of visually defining features.

ability of being a true white dwarf. This population represents less
than 1% of the objects in our dataset. Of these, 90.8% (1995 exam-
ples) have an anomaly score above 0.9, and 98.1% (2153 examples)
have a score above 0.8. The high prevalence of anomalous light
curves among white dwarfs suggests a prevalent physical mecha-
nism driving a unique type of variability among them.

In Figure 22, we show an inset of the CAMD only including the
WD branch, colour coded by anomaly scores higher than 0.9. There
is no evidence of increasing anomaly with temperature or luminos-
ity. White dwarf stars evolve through cooling, becoming less bright
and redder over timescales comparable to the age of the universe.
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Figure 24. Example light curves of modulated light curves. These show a
range of patterns with variations in both frequency and magnitude effects,
suggesting multiple mechanisms driving the variability.

The lack of a correlation along the cooling track suggests that the
mechanism causing an anomalous variability is not related to evo-
lutionary changes in surface temperature. Amplitude variations are
likely to be part of the reason for the WD anomaly, with variations
of up to 10% in the normalized flux, as shown in the lower panel of
Figure 23. These amplitude variations are significantly higher than
those observed in MS stars of similar luminosities.

The lower panels of Figure 23 show anomalous white dwarf
light curves. They reveal a rapid variability pattern of high am-
plitude and lack of periodicity, which is also confirmed by the
periodograms. Althaus et al. (2010) explain in detail the pulsa-
tion periods of white dwarf stars, and Cérsico et al. (2019) further
classifies a range of white dwarf pulsation types. These pulsations
typically have short periods spanning 2-100 minutes, with ampli-
tudes between 0.4 mmag and 0.3 mag. The periodogram shows little
structure or clear power peaks, which indicates that the power spec-
trum is not sensitive to these short-period pulsations at the TESS
cadence. However, the amplitude of the magnitude variations in
these relatively dim stars are consistent with the pulsation types de-
scribed in Cdrsico et al. (2019), representing a likely candidate for
the mechanism driving high anomaly scores in White Dwarf Stars.

The above discussion and the fact that white dwarfs are not
present in the high variance population, described in § 6.3, sug-
gests that, at any luminosity or absolute magnitude, our method can
identify additional white dwarf candidates. We can define white
dwarf candidates as those with a high anomaly score (> 0.9), BP-
RP colour smaller than 1, and do not return a high variance between
observations. We also refer the reader to § 5.8 in Gaia Collaboration
et al. (2021) for an alternative machine-learning method to identify
white dwarfs.

7.7 Modulated light curves

A fraction of the light curves in our sample show a combination
of a higher frequency pulsation modulated by a lower frequency
pulsation, as in the examples shown in Figure 24. We refer to these
as modulated light curves. In total, we have identified 132 of these
objects. There seems to be no preferential location for these objects
in the CAMD, except that no examples are found along the giant
branch, as shown in Figure 25.

In Figure 24, we group objects in this class in sub-categories,
as follows: the rapid sub-class shows fast variations within a broad
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Figure 25. A CAMD colour-coded by average anomaly scores with the po-
sition of modulated light curves highlighted in green. Evidently, modulation
patterns are present in many evolutionary stages and mass ranges, signalling
multiple mechanisms causing such a variability pattern.

modulation envelope; the modulated sub-class is similar to the pre-
vious sub-class, but shows a longer period (~10 days) for the lower
of the two frequencies; finally, the sinusoidal sub-class shows a
dominant, long-period sinusoidal pattern combined with a higher
frequency variation of low amplitude. These sub-classes have some-
what blurry boundaries, with some of the light curves fitting in none
or more than one sub-class. If more than one sub-class is suitable
to describe an object, we label it with multiple types, e.g. rapid
modulated sinusoidal.

Given that objects with this modulated pattern are widespread
over most of the CAMD, as well as the substantial differences be-
tween the sub-classes, it is unlikely that a single, intrinsic physical
mechanism is behind the observed variability. These sources have
a wide range of masses and evolutionary stages. Those which lie on
the instability strip are likely RR-Lyrae stars undergoing the Blazkho
effect (Blazko 1907), a long-term modulation effect first observed
in RW Draconis that have since been observed in other RR-Lyrae
type stars. Despite being discovered over a century ago, this effect
is poorly understood, with available models unable to fully explain
the observed behaviour (Benkd et al. 2011; Skarka et al. 2020).

In Saylor et al. (2018), the authors search for low mass modula-
tors in the SUPERBLINK catalogue observed during the Kepler K2
mission. The modulation pattern of GKM-dwarf-type stars is un-
derstood to be caused by the presence of starspots on fast rotators.
This effect is well-modelled, but a limited number of examples have
been found, with Saylor et al. (2018) identifying only 508 candidates
from a catalogue containing 3 million objects. This study highlights
the rareness of these types of phenomena and the importance of
additional methods and catalogues like the ones presented here to
identify further candidates. Other studies also suggest sunspots as a
possible cause for modulation in higher mass main sequence stars.
See Balona (2011) for a detailed discussion.

While we do not explore other sources of modulation that
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Figure 26. Light curve examples showing the most common types of artefact
found, including trends, spikes and calibration star issues causing false
inverse variability patterns.

certainly exist, we have highlighted that frequency modulation is
related to astrophysical phenomena of interest. We also identify
many candidates in the TIC using our unsupervised method, starting
from a very general collection of light curves. In our catalogue
(Table 2), we assign the modulated label to these candidates, with
sub-class labels sinusoidal or rapid when appropriate.

7.8 Artefacts

Artefacts are rare features in light curves that do not have an astro-
physical origin and are instead related to unintended instrumental
or processing effects. Examples include hot pixels, baseline trends,
detection gaps, or pipeline errors. Although artefacts do not repre-
sent astrophysical events, their identification is crucial in assessing
the quality of catalogue and data releases (Lochner & Bassett 2021).
An unsupervised anomaly detection method cannot independently
differentiate an artefact from a rare astrophysical phenomenon. To
better characterise the anomalies, it, therefore, becomes necessary
to understand the artefacts associated with the data in question.
TESS light curves are subject to several sources of artefacts, rang-
ing from single pixel spikes to calibration issues that span significant
fractions of the light curve. Discontinuity in the light curve due to
a sudden change in the detector throughput is an example of the
latter. The PDC pipeline produces the released TESS light curves by
correcting for the typical sensor response curve, yet some artefacts
inevitably remain. Despite our best efforts to filter out single-pixel
spikes, some remain in the final light curves that we have analysed.
In Figure 26, we show examples of common artefacts in TESS light
curves.

Due to their often extreme effects and rarity within the dataset,
artefacts can be assigned a very high anomaly score. This is par-
ticularly true when they result in discontinuities with timescales
comparable with the duration of the observation, such as those seen
in the left panels of Figure 26. Due to their distinct features (discon-
tinuities, sudden variations in flux, etc.), these dominating patterns
are identifiable by a visual inspection. On the other hand, single-
pixel events do not dominate the anomaly score, as they usually
account for a single feature. In fact, in § 6.1, we have identified that
light curves that resemble each other have very similar scores, even
when one is affected by a single pixel spike.

Finally, some artefacts result from imperfect background sub-
traction in crowded fields. When a crowded field contains a variable
star, the background subtraction process can be adversely affected.
The background subtraction in such a field results in an inverted
imprint of the variability onto the target light curve. For exam-
ple, transiting systems (such as binaries or exoplanets) incorrectly
subtracted with the background will appear as repeating flare-like
features in the target light curve. With the correct symmetry, these
artefacts can be indistinguishable from genuine astrophysical novel-
ties, such as gravitational lensing events. Therefore, they need to be
identified and individually assessed. The final column of Figure 26
contains examples of this phenomenon.

Fortunately, most artefacts are sector-dependent, particularly
those associated with the detector response. Since artefacts result
in a high anomaly score, they increase the standard deviation in the
score for observations of the same object. It is, therefore, wise to
identify artefacts from searches of anomalies that occur in single
sectors, as we have discussed in § 6.3. In Table 1, we have labelled
identified artefacts in the Notes column.

8 DISCUSSION

This work has exploited the ability of a particular unsupervised
anomaly detection algorithm (the Unsupervised Random Forest,
UREF) to detect rare events in a set of PDC-processed TESS light
curves with a varied and diverse form and astrophysical origin. We
have compiled a catalogue of the anomalies found.

We have identified a broad range of anomalous variability pat-
terns on TESS light curves. The method remains general and identi-
fies many variability patterns without targeting a specific variability
signature or astrophysical class. The resulting anomalies are also
independent of whether the object is subject to previous studies
or whether the astrophysical mechanisms are understood. There-
fore, we have found a mix of unusual astrophysical behaviours (see
§ 7.5), objects of known classes that have extreme or rare physical
parameters (e.g. § 7.2), as well as processing artefacts (§ 7.8) that
are important to identify to produce a list of candidate astrophysical
anomalies. The final catalogue can act as a repository of objects
with outlying properties that can either form new stellar classes
or inform astrophysical models of variability in know classes by
adding examples of extreme cases.

Statistical analysis of the URF in Section 4 - 6 reveals a bi-
modal distribution of anomaly scores, with approximately 10% of
objects identified as anomalous. This population is not necessar-
ily only astrophysical oddities, rather they possess a behaviour that
is statistically distant from the general population. The anomalous
objects include a population of known stellar classes that show ex-
treme variability patterns (e.g. eclipsing binaries with particularly
deep eclipses, instability strip objects and irregular light curves in
YSOs, described respectively in § 7.2, 7.3 & 7.4); non-astrophysical
anomalies (e.g. non-linear detector response curves, described in
§ 7.8) and a fraction are the true unknown unknowns that demon-
strate peculiar astrophysical behaviour, one such example is dis-
cussed in § 7.5. Analysis of individual sources across multiple sec-
tors reveals that the identification of periodic anomalous signals is
consistent across all observations while providing a strategy to iden-
tify rare events that occur during a specific observation (see § 6.3).
These objects may include catastrophic events (such as supernovae)
and variability (periodic or not) with timescales exceeding the dura-
tion of a single sector observation, such as an eclipsing binary with
a large orbital separation or long-period variables.

MNRAS 000, 1-23 (2023)
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TIC ID Anomaly Score Notes Reference
M @3] 3) (C))

TIC 21505340 0.96 Quasi-periodic oscillations in WD star. Littlefield et al. (2021)
TIC 157376469 0.96 Binary system of K-type main sequence stars. Pan et al. (2021)
TIC 63328020 0.95 dipole pulsation mode in the eclipsing binary. ~ Rappaport et al. (2021)
TIC 264509538 0.50 Pulsations of the Rapidly Oscillating Ap Star. Shi et al. (2020)
TIC 229804573 0.95 compact hierarchical quadruple system. Borkovits et al. (2021)
TIC 234523599 0.96 A giant planet, transiting an M3 dwarf star. Bakos et al. (2018)
TIC 257459955 0.91 Pulsating helium-atmosphere white dwarf. Bell et al. (2019)
TIC 278659026 0.73 g-mode hot B subdwarf pulsator. Charpinet et al. (2019)
TIC 38586082 0.86 Peculiar variable star of alpha2 CVn type Khalack et al. (2019)

Table 3: A list of known light curves of interest within the Tess literature.

(1) - TIC ID from Tess catalogue

(2) - Anomaly Score (this work)

(3) - Notes on the physical nature of the system
(4) - Previous references to the system

We find a link between certain anomalous behaviours and their
stellar evolutionary stage as traced by Gaia data, see § 5. The popu-
lation of TESS anomalous objects differs from those found in Kepler
data in MG21. For example, red giants and supergiants score signif-
icantly higher in anomaly score in Kepler with respect to TESS. On
the other hand, instability strip objects and blue supergiants appear
anomalous in both datasets, while most of the main sequence stars
have low anomaly scores for both Kepler and TESS. The compari-
son of both populations underscores an important aspect of anomaly
detection; given a method for anomaly identification, the anomalous
nature of a particular object is a function of the entire population
and the specific observational parameters of the survey. Specifically,
the high cadence TESS population is composed of stars typically
closer and intrinsically brighter than those in the Kepler (see § 2.1
for further details). This selection makes red giants less anomalous
in the present work. Thus, even though, in both cases, we look at
the periodograms and light curves as the features, the difference
in the spectral range covered due to different cadences also affects
the anomaly score of specific objects. Therefore, the analysis of
anomaly scores in light curves should always be in the context of
the population studied.

We also explored the link between the anomaly score and
specific astrophysical configurations and found that a high anomaly
score can indicate a rare or extreme configuration. For example, in
§ 7.2, we show that the primary transit depth and orbital period in
binaries dominate the final anomaly score. In the context of TESS
light curves, longer periods and deeper primary transits cause a
higher anomaly score, which allows this work to increase the census
of extreme examples within this object class. We also showed in
§ 7.4 that the irregular light curves resulting from obscuration in
embedded YSOs have a high anomaly score and are the closest
candidates to being analogues to the light curve of Boyajian’s star.

We further confirm our ability to detect genuine astrophysical
anomalies by comparison with recent literature. Table 3 lists several
anomalous objects recently identified. The majority of these "bona
fide" anomalies are assigned an anomaly score of 0.9 or higher,
with 90% of them having a score higher than 0.7. These objects
range from quasi-periodic oscillations in a white dwarf to complex
transits in multiple stellar systems. Only one of these objects is
not assigned a high anomaly score: a rapidly oscillating Ap pulsator
(TIC 264509538). This object has a pulsation period of 7.52 minutes
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(Shi et al. 2020), which is too short for our spectral analysis to pick
it up.

Our work has also uncovered anomalous behaviour in well-
studied sources that can be associated with their evolutionary stage
or particular events during their evolution. One example is Betel-
geuse, where we discovered an unusual variability pattern months
before a major dimming event, see § 7.5. The anomaly score for the
Betelgeuse light curve is 0.85, much higher than other stars at a sim-
ilar evolutionary stage. It remains unclear whether the anomalous
variability is related to the subsequent dimming event, but the fact it
is present so close to the event may indicate abnormal photospheric
activity ten months before the major dimming event started.

9 CONCLUSION

We have presented the results of applying the Unsupervised Random
Forest (URF) anomaly detection method to a large amount of TESS
light curves characterised by their light curve points and frequency
power spectrum, building on our previous work with Kepler data.
We have provided a catalogue of anomalous light curves, classified
those anomalies according to their variability characteristics, and
associated their anomalous nature to any particular evolutionary
stage or astrophysical configuration. For anomalies belonging to
known classes (e.g., eclipsing binaries), we have also investigated
what physical parameters drive the anomaly score. By comparing
our results with those from the Kepler study, we have also studied
how the anomalous nature of particular light curves depends on the
characteristics of the general population itself. Here we summarise
our main findings.

e Nearly 10% of the studied TESS light curves form a separate
group of objects with enhanced anomaly scores. They include a
mix of previously unclassified objects and objects with previously
assigned classes with outlying properties and/or configurations.

e High amplitude variability, pulsations, rapid periodic patterns
and long-term variability timescales that dominate the frequency
spectrum are among the dominating properties that set the anomaly
score for the different types of objects. As such, the method can
serve as a detector of pulsating stars.

o Pulsating objects along the instability strip as well as M-dwarfs
displaying flares, sunspots and other magnetic-related activity, are
consistently among the most anomalous objects. Irregular light



22  Crake & Martinez-Galarza

curves from young stars with significant circumstellar obscuration
also rank high in the list of anomalies and constitute the closest
analogues to Boyajian’s star.

e TIC stars are on average cooler, older, and less massive than
those targeted by Kepler. This results in populations of giants, such
as the red clump stars, being underrepresented in TESS and white
dwarfs overrepresented in comparison with Kepler (Berger et al.
2020). As aresult, the distribution of anomalous objects over classes
differs between the two populations. For example, the Giant Branch
has a much lower average anomaly score in the TESS dataset, despite
the method to find these anomalies being very similar in both cases.

e Anomalous eclipsing binaries and exoplanet transits have sig-
nificantly deeper transits and longer orbital periods than their "nor-
mal" counterparts. The method can also detect deep transits with
orbital periods longer than the typical light curve duration.

e Among giant stars, only Blue Supergiants show a high anomaly
score, mostly driven by more irregular, high amplitude light curves,
likely associated with their young evolutionary stage. Additionally,
white dwarfs are consistently identified as anomalies, with no ap-
parent relation between anomaly score and surface temperature or
other physical parameters other than the amplitude of their variabil-
ity, which is consistent with unresolved, short-period pulsations as
described in Cérsico et al. (2019).

o Instrumental and processing artefacts, such as single-pixel
spikes and discontinuities in the light curve, are readily identified
by our method, with the latter having a substantial impact on the
anomaly score. They are sufficiently different from astrophysical
phenomena to be easily identified, except for inverted transits that
result from the inclusion of transiting objects in the background
region of nearby targets, which could be misidentified as a lensing
event.
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