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ABSTRACT

Context. Brown dwarfs (BDs) with masses in the range 40−60 MJup are rare around solar-type main-sequence (MS) stars, which gives
rise to the brown dwarf desert (BDD). One caveat associated with previous studies of BDD is the relatively limited sample size of
MS−BD binaries with accurately determined BD masses.
Aims. We aim to produce a large sample of BD companions with precisely determined masses around MS A-F-G-type stars using
observations of post-common-envelope white dwarf (WD)−BD binaries.
Methods. We employed the rapid binary evolution code COMPAS to deduce the properties of MS−BD binary progenitors from post-
common-envelope WD−BD binaries. With this method, we increase the sample of directly observed MS−BD binaries, enriching the
data available for analyzing the BDD around MS A-F-G-type stars.
Results. Our study opens a new window for studying the shape of the BDD around A-F-G-type MS stars in the short-period regime.
We find tentative evidence, albeit with a small sample size, that the “driest” part of the BDD around A-F-G-type stars may extend
into an orbital period of several hundred days. More post-common-envelope WD−BD binaries detected in the future will advance our
understanding of the BDD around A-F-G-type stars.

Key words. brown dwarfs – white dwarfs – binaries: close – methods: statistical

1. Introduction

Brown dwarfs (BDs) are substellar objects with masses in the
range 13-75 MJupiter, filling the gap between giant planets and
low-mass stars (Burrows et al. 2001). A notable deficit of BDs
has been observed around main-sequence (MS) solar-type stars,
which is designated the “brown dwarf desert” (BDD; Halbwachs
et al. 2000; Marcy & Butler 2000). Farihi et al. (2005) sug-
gest that white dwarf (WD) systems may also exhibit a similar
scarcity of BD companions. The formation of such a desert is
believed to be linked to the different formation mechanisms of
giant planets and low-mass stars, although the mass boundary
between these two classes of objects remains a subject of active
debate (Burrows et al. 2001; Grether & Lineweaver 2006; Pers-
son et al. 2019; Kiefer et al. 2021; Feng et al. 2022; Stevenson
et al. 2023). Therefore, examining the shape of the BDD can
provide information valuable for the understanding of the plane-
tary and star formation mechanisms around MS stars (Ma & Ge
2014; Shahaf & Mazeh 2019).

However, the majority of BDs analyzed in previous studies
lack precise mass measurements. Similar to the detection of exo-
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planets, both the transit and radial velocity (RV) techniques have
been used to detect short-period MS−BD binaries (Grieves et al.
2017; Lin et al. 2023). Due to the low occurrence rate of BDs
around MS solar-type stars, there are only about two hundred
known short-period MS−BD binaries (Stevenson et al. 2023).
Of these binaries, only a few dozen have precise mass measure-
ments from a combination of transit, RV, and astrometry obser-
vations (see Grieves et al. 2021; Feng et al. 2022; Stevenson et al.
2023, and references therein), and the rest only have m sin(i) val-
ues measured using the RV technique (Kiefer et al. 2021). To
better constrain the location and shape of the BDD, a larger BD
sample with precise mass measurements is essential.

The discovery of gravitational waves (GWs) from
GW170817 with Laser Interferometer Gravitational-Wave
Observatory (LIGO) marked the start of GW astronomy (Abbott
et al. 2017). Subsequently, the allocation of telescope resources
has been directed toward the search for WD binaries in the
Milky Way via photometry and RV methods. These binaries
serve as critical targets for forthcoming space-based GW obser-
vatories, such as Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA,
Amaro-Seoane et al. 2017), Tianqin (Luo et al. 2016), and Taiji
(Ruan et al. 2020). For instance, Burdge et al. (2020) have
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identified several extremely short-period WD−WD binaries,
deemed ideal targets for these GW missions. While WD−BD
binaries may not exhibit the strong GW emission targeted
by these next-generation observatories, discoveries of such
binaries have nonetheless emerged from GW surveys (Parsons
et al. 2017; Casewell et al. 2018). Despite the fact that only a
dozen such systems have been detected, Zorotovic & Schreiber
(2022) have demonstrated the feasibility of employing their
evolutionary histories to constrain the common-envelope (CE)
efficiency.

In this study we present an additional application of these
WD−BD binaries. We propose using the WD−BD binary sam-
ple as a means to investigate the shape of the BDD around
MS A-F-G-type stars. Utilizing the rapid binary evolution code
COMPAS, we can determine the progenitor binary system from
the observed WD−BD binary, which is often an A-F-G-type
MS−BD binary. This new MS−BD progenitor sample is an
excellent complement to the current MS−BD sample used for
probing the shape of the BDD around solar-type stars, as these
new MS−BD progenitors occupy a totally different regime in the
period-mass diagram. In Section 2 we present the data used in
our analysis. The method and results are presented in Section 3.
We provide a brief discussion in Section 4 and summarize our
results in Section 5.

2. Data and observation

To demonstrate the feasibility of employing the WD−BD binary
distribution to probe the shape of the BDD around MS stars, we
gathered data of eight known close WD−BD binaries with pre-
cise mass measurements from the literature. The parameters of
these WD−BD binaries are summarized in Table 1. The discov-
ery and orbital parameters for each of these systems have been
reviewed by Zorotovic & Schreiber (2022). We demonstrate in
Section 3 that all of these binaries are post-CE binaries. Most of
the selected binaries are eclipsing systems detected from ground-
based photometry survey. Because more accurate parameters, es-
pecially the masses of BDs, can usually be derived from spectral
RV measurements when comparing to non-eclipsing systems.
The WDs in these systems typically possess a mass of approxi-
mately 0.5M⊙, suggesting an F-type progenitor star with a mass
of approximately 1.5M⊙.

3. Method and result

3.1. Population synthesis

We used a population synthesis method to derive the properties
of progenitor systems for the known close WD−BD binaries. We
used the code COMPAS, designed for fast population synthesis
(Riley et al. 2022), to calculate the evolution of the progenitor
binaries from MS stage to the end WD−BD binaries. As shown
in Table 1, most of the WDs observed in close binaries are in
the mass range of ∼0.4 to 0.55M⊙, and the BDs are in the mass
range of 0.04 to 0.07M⊙, with orbital periods in the range of 60
to 700 minutes. The formation of these close WD−BD binary
usually involves the CE events, which can reduce the orbital pe-
riods significantly.

To cover the parameter space for all the WD−BD binaries in
our sample, we set the initial parameter range for the progenitor
binaries as follows: the primary stellar mass is in the range of
0.8 M⊙ to 4.0 M⊙, the secondary stellar mass is in the range of
0.04 M⊙ to 0.07 M⊙, the semimajor axis is in the range of 0.1 AU
to 3.0 AU, and the CE parameter, αCE, is in the range of 0.05 to
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Fig. 1. Formation scenarios of WD−BD binaries from MS−BD bina-
ries. We find two main formation channels from our population synthe-
sis simulation, Channel A (1 → 2 → 3 or 1 → 2 → 4) and Channel
B (5 → 6 → 7 → 8 → 9). Using population synthesis calculations,
we can infer the properties of the progenitor MS−BD binaries from the
properties of the end WD−BD binaries.

1.0. Besides, in all samples, the metallicity is set to the solar
metallicity of Z=0.02, and the eccentricity is set to 0.

As the primary star expands in the red giant branch (RGB)
or the asymptotic giant branch (AGB) stage, mass transfer can
happen due to Roche lobe overflow (RLOF). Following the for-
mula in Eggleton (1983), the ratio of the equivalent Roche lobe
(RL) radius, RRL, to the semimajor axis, a, can be calculated as

rRL =
RRL

a
=

0.49q2/3

0.6q2/3 + ln(1 + q1/3)
. (1)

Sometimes, the mass transfer is not stable. The unstable system
can transfer mass in a dynamical timescale and enter a classical
CE phase. Recently, Ge et al. (2020b) found an initial thermal
timescale mass transfer for late RGB or AGB stars may also con-
tribute essentially to CE evolution. The thermal timescale can
be less than a hundred years for these stars, and a donor star
can overfill its outer Lagrangian radius significantly. Henneco
et al. (2023) further found the onset of runaway mass transfer and
L2 overflow often occur quasi-simultaneously in Case-Bl (con-
vective envelope) and Case-C binaries. However, some Case-Bl
and Case-C systems do not experience runaway mass transfer
but do have primary stars that extend far beyond the L2-lobe,
so they expect the onset of a classical CE phase. In our simu-
lation, we used the mass−radius exponents ζ ≡ d ln R/d ln M
model from Soberman et al. (1997) to determine the mass trans-
fer phase, which compares the response of the stellar radius
ζ∗ ≡ d ln R∗/d ln M and the response of the stellar RL radius
ζRL ≡ d ln RRL/d ln M during mass transfer process.

Once an unstable mass transfer happens, the MS−BD binary
will soon evolve into a CE phase (Livio & Soker 1988; Xu & Li
2010). Then, the envelope might be ejected through interaction
with the binary, which leads to an orbital decay of the binary
(Taam & Sandquist 2000). Following the CE phase, the system
emerges as a WD−BD binary. There are two popular methods for
parameterizing the CE ejection process: the α formalism (Web-
bink 1984; Livio & Soker 1988; de Kool 1990; Dewi & Tauris
2000) and the γ formalism (Nelemans & Tout 2005). In the α
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Table 1. Parameters of WD−BD binaries from observations.

System MWD MBD Period
(M⊙) (M⊙) (min)

SDSS J1411+2009 0.53±0.03 0.050±0.002 121.7
SDSS J1205−0242 0.39±0.02 0.049±0.006 71.2
WD 1032+011 0.45±0.05 0.067±0.006 131.8
ZTF J0038+2030 0.50±0.02 0.0593±0.004 622.0
WD 0137−349 0.39±0.035 0.053±0.006 115.6
NLTT 5306 0.44±0.04 0.053±0.003 101.9
SDSS J1557+0916 0.447±0.043 0.063±0.002 136.4
EPIC 212235321 0.47±0.01 0.055+0.007

−0.010 68.2

formalism, whether the CE can be ejected depends on the re-
lationship between the envelope binding energy, Ebind, and the
orbital energy, Eorb. If the CE can be ejected successfully, the
amount of orbital energy released should be equal to the binding
energy of the envelope based on the conservation of energy:

Ebind = αCE∆Eorb = αCE(Eorb, f − Eorb, i), (2)

where αCE is the energy conversion efficiency parameter be-
tween Ebind and Eorb. Following the model in de Kool (1990),
we used the structure parameter, λ, to evaluate the binding en-
ergy:

Ebind =
GM1M1,e

λR1
=

GM1M1,e

λairL
, (3)

where M1 and M1,e are the total mass and envelope mass of the
primary star, R1 is the radius of the primary star, rL = RL/ai is
the ratio of the RL radius and the orbital separation at the onset
of CE, and airL is normally taken as the stellar radius once a star
fills its RL and starts mass transfer. In our population synthesis
code, we use the mass-interpolation values of λ = λb using the
prescription from Xu & Li (2010), which includes the contribu-
tion of stellar internal thermal energy. Additionally, the orbital
energy of BD can be calculated as

Eorb, i/f =
GM1/1,cMBD

2ai/f
, (4)

where ai and af refer to the initial and final orbital separation of
the CE phase, M1 is the mass of the primary star immediately
before the CE, and M1,c = M1 − M1,e is the core mass (also the
post-CE mass) of the primary star. By combining the Eqs. 2, 3,
and 4, we have

GM1M1,e

λR1
= αCE(

GM1,cMBD

2af
−

GM1MBD

2ai
). (5)

From Equation 5, the post-CE orbital separation can be related
to the pre-CE orbital separation as

af

ai
=

M1,cMBD

M1

1
MBD + 2M1,e/(αCEλrRL)

. (6)

Wind loss prescription from Belczynski et al. (2010) is used
as default in COMPAS, which is based on Monte Carlo radia-
tive transfer simulations of Vink et al. (2001). However, wind
accretion is not currently included in COMPAS. Assuming the
commonly used Bondi-Hoyle-Lyttleton wind accretion scheme
(Bondi & Hoyle 1944), we used the equation from Hurley et al.
(2002) to estimate the wind accretion rate. We find that about
10−5 of the wind mass loss of the primary star can be accreted
by the BD companion, which can be negligible for the purpose
of this study.

The corresponding parameters of the WD−BD binaries gen-
erated using the above initial parameter range are as follows: the
WD mass is in the range of 0.3 M⊙ to 0.9 M⊙, the BD mass is
in the range of 0.04 M⊙ to 0.07 M⊙, and the orbital period is
in the range of 10 mins to 106 mins. After examine the results
of our population synthesis simulation and the results of Zoro-
tovic & Schreiber (2022), we find two main channels for the
formation of close WD−BD systems. We summarize these two
formation channels in Figure 1. In channel A, the CE formed at
the RGB stage has been fully ejected with a helium core left. If
the core is massive enough, it might ignite the helium core and
become a hot subdwarf B star (Han et al. 2002; Arancibia-Rojas
et al. 2024). Therefore, the primary star can eventually evolve
to a helium-core WD (HeWD) or a carbon−oxygen-core WD
(COWD) in this case. In channel B, the primary star has not fully
filled the RL radius during the RGB stage, and the binary enters
the CE phase at the AGB stage after the core−helium-burning
(CHeB) stage. The primary star then finally becomes a COWD
after the ejection of CE.

We show an example evolutionary track for the formation
of SDSS J1411+2009 in Figure 2. In this plot, we do not show
the MS stage of the evolution and instead focus on the binary
evolution after the primary star entering the RGB stage. This
WD−BD system is more likely to be formed through channel B
shown in Figure 1. The initial binary separation is far enough that
the BD can escape from being engulfed during the RGB stage of
the primary star. The BD and the primary star then enter the CE
phase during the AGB stage, and finally become a short-period
COWD−BD binary after ejecting the CE.

3.2. Binary progenitors

We used the stellar masses and orbital periods summarized in
Table 1 as input parameters to search for their matching progen-
itor systems from our population synthesis results. To put more
realistic constraints on our reconstruction results, we followed
Zorotovic & Schreiber (2022) and utilized the cooling time of
WDs and the minimum total age of the WD-BD systems. We
used the cooling time to evaluate the orbital period immediately
after the CE phase, assuming that their orbital decay was driven
solely by the GW emission during the post-CE stage. The mini-
mum total age of the system can be used to constrain the maxi-
mum initial stellar mass of the primary. We report the matching
progenitor’s parameters in Table 2. We also present the orbital
period immediately before the CE phase in Table 2, denoted as
Periodpre−CE, to facilitate comparisons with the results of Zoro-
tovic & Schreiber (2022).

The same WD−BD binary system can be reconstructed us-
ing different combinations of stellar mass and orbital period pa-
rameters. For example, with αCE varying from 0.14 to 0.90, we
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Fig. 2. Example evolutionary track for the formation of the WD−BD bi-
nary SDSS J1411+2009. The binary consists of two stars orbiting each
other, with initial masses of 1.68M⊙ and 0.050M⊙ and an initial orbital
period of 445 days. The evolution of the stellar radius and orbital sepa-
ration is shown in the top panel, the evolution of the stellar mass, core
mass, and orbital period is shown in the middle panel, and the stellar
type evolution of the primary star is shown in the bottom panel.

find the primary mass and initial orbital period of the progen-
itor binary of SDSS J1205−0242 fall in the range of 1.00 to
1.48 M⊙ and 72 to 178 days. To investigate how the parame-
ters of the progenitor binary and αCE values can impact the end
WD−BD properties, we plot the distribution of final separation
of WD−BD binaries as a function of the initial mass of the pri-
mary star and initial orbital separation in Figure 3. We use a BD
mass of 0.05M⊙ and αCE values of 0.3, 0.5, and 1.0 in this plot.
The green area shows the binaries that have never undergone a
CE phase or even a mass transfer process, which will become
wide binaries or even unbound (Nordhaus & Spiegel 2013). The
dark blue area indicates the binaries that will merge during and
after the CE phase to become single stars. The light blue and
pink area denotes the binaries capable of forming close WD−BD
binaries following a CE phase. By comparing results using dif-
ferent αCE, we find a larger αCE can reduce the “merged” area
and make the light blue and pink area larger because more or-
bital energy can be used to eject CE. We also find that a larger
initial orbital separation is required to form a close WD−BD sys-
tem for a binary with a larger initial primary stellar mass. This is
because a larger primary star means larger binding energy, and
more orbital energy is needed to eject the CE. Furthermore, for
close WD−BD systems, most show the tendency that a wider
initial separation results in a wider final separation. For binaries
with an initial primary mass smaller than ∼1.8 M⊙ and an initial
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Fig. 3. Final separation of a WD−BD binary as a function of the ini-
tial mass of the primary star and the initial orbital separation, with a BD
mass of 0.050 M⊙, under the assumption that α = 0.3, 0.5, 1, and with an
eccentricity of 0. The green area indicates the binaries that have never
undergone a CE phase and will become wide binaries. The dark blue
area marks the binaries that will merge during and after the CE phase,
and the light blue and pink area denotes the binaries capable of form-
ing close WD−BD binaries following a CE phase. The final WD−BD
orbital separation, expressed in units of solar radii (R⊙), is illustrated
using the color bar.

orbital separation smaller than ∼1.0 AU, they are more likely to
evolve through Channel A shown in Figure 1. If the initial sep-
aration is larger than ∼1.0 AU, systems with the initial primary
stellar mass from 1.0 to 4.0 M⊙ will go through Channel B to
form close COWD−BD binaries.

We also considered the latest mass transfer criteria pro-
posed by Ge et al. (2020a) in our binary evolution simulation,
which gives the critical mass ratios for dynamically unstable
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mass transfer. Adopting Ge’s criteria can make the boundary of
the “not CE event” region shown in Figure 3 rougher, which
is because some corrections in COMPAS should be applied to
Ge’s model when dealing with thermally pulsing (TP)−AGB
stars (see, e.g., Ge et al. 2023). The corrections are because
the ultrashort thermal timescale mass transfer through the outer
Lagrangian point plays a more vital limit than the dynamical
timescale mass transfer (Ge et al. 2020b, 2023). However, the
new criteria make a lesser impact on the evolution of systems
that have experienced CE. Thus, we chose to not adopt Ge’s cri-
teria in this study.

4. Discussion

4.1. Comparison with previous studies

Parameters of progenitor binaries have been estimated in some
of the WD−BD discovery papers (see, e.g., Casewell et al. 2012).
Furthermore, Zorotovic & Schreiber (2022) have employed the
WD−BD samples to study the CE parameter αCE. They have
combined the evolution of a single star using the Single Star
Evolution (SSE) code from Hurley et al. (2000) with the α for-
malism calculation, to reconstruct the progenitor systems of the
observed WD−BD binaries. It is worth noting that the “initial
orbital period” parameter shown in their Table 2 represents the
orbital period immediately before entering the CE phase, which
corresponds to the Periodpre−CE parameter in our Table 2. While
in our Table 2, the “Initial Period” represents the orbital period
at the beginning of the MS stage of the primary star. For ex-
ample, the initial orbital periods of the progenitor systems of
SDSS J1411+2009 fall in the range of 336 to 581 days. Since
mass loss from the primary star during its giant branch stage can
take away orbital angular momentum, this orbital period range
will increase to 387 to 949 days before entering the CE phase ac-
cording to our calculation. The orbital expansion caused by the
mass-loss is calculated assuming an angular momentum conser-
vation of

ȧ
a
= −

Ṁtot

Mtot
, (7)

where the Mtot represents the total mass of the system. Our or-
bital period range immediately before entering CE agrees well
with the range calculated by Zorotovic & Schreiber (2022) for
SDSS J1411+2009, which is from 334 to 937 days.

The slight discrepancy in the orbital period range before en-
tering CE likely arises from the use of different binding energy
parameter and different formulation for the orbital energy. For
example, Zorotovic & Schreiber (2022) used the structural pa-
rameter λ published by Claeys et al. (2014) in the last version of
the Binary star evolution (BSE) code, while we used λb values
from Xu & Li (2010) in COMPAS. The initial orbital energy was
calculated between the secondary star and the whole primary in
COMPAS, while in Zorotovic & Schreiber (2022) the initial or-
bital energy was calculated between the secondary star and the
core of the primary star.

4.2. α formalism efficiency

The efficiency parameter αCE in the α formalism has been esti-
mated to be between 0.2 and 0.4, by reconstructing the evolu-
tion of a population of WD−WD, WD−MS, or WD−BD bina-
ries (Zorotovic et al. 2010; Toonen & Nelemans 2013; Camacho
et al. 2014; Parsons et al. 2015; Hernandez et al. 2021, 2022;
Zorotovic & Schreiber 2022; Scherbak & Fuller 2023). Similar

to Zorotovic & Schreiber (2022), when not using a minimum
age limit, αCE = 1 can explain the formation of all the sys-
tems with the exception of EPIC 212235321. But when adding
a minimum age limit, we find using an αCE value of ∼0.2 to
0.4 can reproduce almost all of the known WD−BD, except
for ZTF J0038+2030. Given the consistency in mass and pe-
riod ranges between the two studies, the different αCE ranges for
ZTF J0038+2030 likely arise from the use of different λ values.
Thus, the study of binding energy parameter λ of the CE evo-
lution is also very import in constraining the αCE values. With
more and more WD−BD binaries discovered in the future, we
expect to have a better understanding of the distribution of αCE.

4.3. Period-mass distribution for A-F-G-type stars

Previous studies have used the period-mass distribution to study
the shape of the BDD (Shahaf & Mazeh 2019). In Figure 4 we
plot the period-mass distribution of all the progenitor systems for
the WD−BD systems derived in Sect. 3.2. We have also over-
plotted all known transiting or eclipsing A-F-G-type MS−BD
systems with precise BD mass measurements in Figure 4. Based
on previous studies, the efficiency parameter, αCE, has been esti-
mated to be in the range of 0.2 to 0.4. Thus, we mark the progen-
itor systems using blue triangles based on a αCE value of 0.3 in
this figure (except for ZTF J0038+2030, for which a αCE value
of 0.45 is used). Most of these triangles are located toward the
longer end of the possible initial orbital period range. This is be-
cause a wider initial separation a is required by the progenitor
system when the energy releasing efficiency αCE is lower, which
has been discussed in Sect. 3.2 when examining Figure 3.

It is clear from the plot that the two samples occupy different
parameter spaces in the period-mass diagram. The WD−BD pro-
genitors derived in this work occupy mostly the parameter space
with a period in the range of 50 to 600 days, while the known
transiting or eclipsing MS−BD systems dominate the parame-
ter space with a period in the range of < 50 days. This is be-
cause most of these MS−BD sample are discovered in the transit
exoplanet survey, which is biased toward detecting short-period
systems. Thus, the new deduced WD−BD progenitor sample is
a great complement to the directly observed transiting MS−BD
sample used to study the shape of the BDD around A-F-G-type
stars. After including the WD−BD progenitor binaries, the num-
ber of transiting or eclipsing BDs orbiting close to A-F-G-type
stars with precise mass measurements has increased from 23 to
31, representing an approximate 34% increase in the sample size.
Ma & Ge (2014) have found a low-density area in the period-
mass diagram around 42.5 MJupiter, which is proposed as an out-
come of different formation mechanisms of low-mass BDs and
high-mass BDs. From Figure 4, we can see that this “driest” part
in the BDD still appears to be underpopulated, extending into an
orbital period of several hundred days. The difference between
this study and previous studies is that we are using transiting
or eclipsing BDs with precise masses measured instead of using
BDs with only M sin i measured, thus making our results more
robust. However, it is still too early to give any final conclusion
since this new derived sample is still small.

In a recent study using Gaia Data Release 3 (DR3) data,
Stevenson et al. (2023) have identified 19 new BD candidates
and updated BD masses for another 12 systems. These BD can-
didates exhibit similar locations to our reconstructed BDs in the
period-mass diagram. They find that BD companions with pe-
riods smaller than couple hundred days are still underpopulated
in comparison with BDs with longer orbital periods, and there
is a relatively flat mass valley around 25–45 MJup. Both studies
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Table 2. Parameters of MS−BD binaries inferred from WD−BD binaries using a population synthesis technique. The initial period refers to the
orbital period when the primary star starts its MS evolution. In our calculation, we have added minimum total age constraints on these systems.

System MMS Initial Period Periodpre−CE αCE
/M⊙ /day /day

SDSS J1411+2009 1.02 ∼ 1.44 336 ∼ 583 387 ∼ 978 0.12 ∼ 0.41
SDSS J1205−0242 1.00 ∼ 1.48 72 ∼ 178 74 ∼ 219 0.14 ∼ 0.90
WD 1032+011 1.00 ∼ 1.24 137 ∼ 430 150 ∼ 721 0.09 ∼ 0.45
ZTF J0038+2030 1.00 ∼ 1.10 402 ∼ 486 738 ∼ 1004 0.45 ∼ 0.95
WD 0137−349 1.00 ∼ 1.56 65 ∼ 213 68 ∼ 270 0.16 ∼ 1.00
NLTT 5306 1.00 ∼ 1.22 136 ∼ 407 149 ∼ 663 0.10 ∼ 0.45
SDSS J1557+0916 1.00 ∼ 1.72 123 ∼ 409 127 ∼ 667 0.09 ∼ 1.00
EPIC 212235321 1.08 ∼ 1.56 264 ∼ 389 280 ∼ 568 0.09 ∼ 0.49
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Fig. 4. Period-mass distribution of close MS−BD binaries inferred from close WD−BD binaries using population synthesis technique. We have
also overplotted the known transiting A-F-G-type MS−BD binaries with precise BD mass measurements (excluding those only having M sin i
measured) from the literature (Pont et al. 2006; Johns-Krull et al. 2008; Winn et al. 2008; Deleuil et al. 2008; Hébrard et al. 2008; Winn et al.
2009; Hellier et al. 2009; Triaud et al. 2010; Borucki et al. 2011; Anderson et al. 2011; Ford et al. 2011; Bouchy et al. 2011a,b; Siverd et al.
2012; Triaud et al. 2013; Moutou et al. 2013; Díaz et al. 2013, 2014; Parviainen et al. 2014; Ma & Ge 2014; Bonomo et al. 2015; Csizmadia et al.
2015; Nowak et al. 2017; Bayliss et al. 2017; Hodžić et al. 2018; Zhou et al. 2019; von Boetticher et al. 2019; Carmichael et al. 2019; Persson
et al. 2019; Šubjak et al. 2020; Mireles et al. 2020; Maire et al. 2020; Carmichael et al. 2020; Grieves et al. 2021; Carmichael et al. 2021; Benni
et al. 2021; Acton et al. 2021; Stevenson et al. 2023). Progenitor systems are marked with blue triangles based on a αCE value of 0.3 except for
ZTF J0038+2030, where a αCE value of 0.45 is used. The error bars illustrate the range of initial orbital periods based on all possible αCE. The
gray-shaded area marks the lowest density area in the BDD proposed by previous studies.

show there is a lack of BDs with 10−40 MJup near orbital period
around 50−300 d. This is likely caused by selection effects since
astrometry is most sensitive to long-period orbits and massive
objects, and it is easier to measure the mass of a more massive
BD companion in a WD−BD binary. A better understanding of
the detection biases of the WD−BD binaries can further improve
our understanding of the shape of the BDD around A-F-G-type
stars. Thus, we urge our colleagues to present the study of survey
detection biases in their future WD−BD discovery papers.

4.4. Wide WD−BD binaries

Besides the short-period post-CE WD−BD binaries selected in
Section 2, wide and ultra-wide WD−BD binaries also have been
discovered (Becklin & Zuckerman 1988; Farihi et al. 2005;
Steele et al. 2009; Day-Jones et al. 2011; Luhman et al. 2011;
Mace et al. 2018; Zhang et al. 2020; Wang et al. 2023). These
binaries generally have a semimajor axis over 100 AU, and were
detected mainly from optical and infrared imaging survey and
spectral survey. We used the COMPAS code to study the pos-
sible formation channels for these wide WD−BD binaries. We
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find that the BD masses likely have not been altered through
their lifetimes. However, according to our calculation, the orbital
semimajor axis can become three times larger than the initial
value due to mass ejection out of the binary system. Thus, the
progenitors of these wide or ultra-wide WD−BD binaries will
also be wide or ultra-wide MS−BD binaries, and will not affect
the shape of the desert in close orbits around MS A-F-G-type
stars. Therefore, we decided to exclude these wide WD−BD bi-
naries from this study. However, for research focusing on the
distribution of wide BDs around MS stars (Bowler et al. 2020),
these wide WD−BD binaries should be included.

5. Conclusion

Obtaining a large sample of BDs with precise mass measure-
ments is important for constraining the shape of the BDD around
solar-type stars (Shahaf & Mazeh 2019). Previous studies have
focused on analyzing BD companions around MS stars. In this
work, we propose a new method for probing the shape of the
BDD in the vicinity of MS A-F-G-type stars that uses post-CE
WD−BD binaries. For each post-CE WD−BD system, we used
a population synthesis technique to deduce the properties of its
progenitor system, including the orbital period and mass of the
primary star. In this way, we added approximately ten objects
with precise mass measurements to the period-mass diagram,
which can be utilized to place additional constraints on the shape
of the BDD around MS A-F-G-type stars. With many ongoing
ground-based surveys, we expect the number of known post-CE
WD−BD systems to increase rapidly in the near future.

A distinctive aspect of this new sample is that most bina-
ries exhibit orbital periods ranging from approximately 50 to
600 days, in contrast to the 1 to 50 days that are typical for the di-
rectly observed transiting MS−BD sample. This is because tran-
sit campaigns are usually strongly biased toward short-period
systems. Stevenson et al. (2023) used Gaia DR3 astrometry data
to identify 19 BD candidates with periods of less than ∼ 1200 d,
which is likely biased toward longer-period objects. Their orbital
period distribution is more similar to our reconstructed systems.
However, it is difficult to use the distribution of BDs from dif-
ferent surveys to study the location of the BDD due to obser-
vational biases and selection effects. Investigating the observa-
tional biases and selection effects of different surveys is beyond
the scope of this paper. To facilitate such studies, we encourage
our colleagues to report all relevant null detections in their future
investigations.
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