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ABSTRACT

A fraction of Galactic stars have compact companions which could be white dwarfs (WDs), neutron

stars (NSs) or stellar-mass black holes (SBHs). In a detached and edge-on binary system including a

main-sequence star and a compact object (denoted by WDMS, NSMS, and BHMS systems), the stellar

brightness can change periodically due to self-lensing or eclipsing features. The shape of a self-lensing

signals is a degenerate function of stellar radius and compact object’s mass because the self-lensing

peak strongly depends on the projected source radius normalized to Einstein radius. Increasing the

inclination angle i changes the self-lensing shape from a strict top-hat model to one with slow-increasing

edges. We simulate stellar light curves due to these binary systems which are observed by NASA’s

Transiting Exoplanet Survey Satellite (TESS) telescope and evaluate the efficiencies to detect their

periodic signatures using two sets of criteria (i)SNR> 3 and Ntran > 1 (Low-Confidence, LC), and

(ii) SNR> 5 and Ntran > 2 (High-Confidence, HC). The HC efficiencies for detecting WDMS, NSMS,

and BHMS systems with the inclination angle i < 20◦ during different time spans are 5-7%, 4.5-6%,

and 4-5%, respectively. Detecting lensing-induced features is possible in only ≲ 3% and ≲ 33% of

detectable WDMS and NSMS events. The detection efficiencies for closer source stars with higher

priorities are higher and drop to zero for b ≳ R⋆, where b ≃ tan(i)a is the impact parameter(a is the

semi-major axis). We predict the numbers of WDs, NSs, and SBHs that are discovered from the TESS

Candidate Target List stars are 15-18, 6-7, and < 1.

Keywords: Space telescope– Astronomical simulations – Eclipsing binary stars – Transient detection –

Stellar remnants – Compact binary stars – Gravitational lensing – Compact objects

1. INTRODUCTION

The NASA’s Transiting Exoplanet Survey Satellite

(TESS 1, Ricker et al. (2014)) telescope observed (and

observes) stars in the Candidate Target List (CTL, Stas-

sun et al. (2018, 2019)) with a 2-min cadence and an

accuracy better than 60 ppm on hourly timescales. Al-

though its main goal from these observations is to dis-

cover Earth-size planets transiting bright stars in the

solar neighborhood, its observing strategy is uniquely

matched to capture other types of periodic and weak

variations in stellar light curves.

For instance, stellar light curves from edge-on and de-

tached binary systems including main-sequence stars

and compact objects, i.e., white dwarfs (WDs), neutron

1 https://tess.mit.edu/

stars (NSs), and stellar-mass black holes (SBHs), have
potentially self-lensing, eclipsing (blocking the compact

objects’ brightness by their stellar companions), and oc-

cultation (blocking the light of stellar images by their

compact companions) signals which all of them are pe-

riodic. Self-lensing refers to the lensing effect on the

flux of the luminous object by its compact compan-

ion in edge-on systems (see, e.g., Gould 1995). In

this regard, simulating and numerically studying self-

lensing/eclipsing/occultation features that are realizable

in the TESS data have several advantages as (i) re-

vealing the importance of searching these signals in the

TESS data, (ii) learning the machines to extract the

real events from a huge ensemble of the TESS data

archive which is growing up with time, and (iii) evaluat-

ing the known models describing binary systems, NSs,
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and SBHs through comparing their results with ones

from the real observations.

In this work, we therefore simulate these periodic fea-

tures and study their properties and detectability in the

TESS data. However, Masuda & Hotokezaka (2019)

roughly evaluated the number of detectable BHs in

the mass range [1, 100]M⊙ in tight and detached or-

bits around stars with the orbital period [0.3, 30]days

through either self-lensing signals or phase-curve varia-

tions of stellar light curves. They injected these photo-

metric signals in spotted stellar light curves detected by

the Kepler telescope and concluded that 10-100 BHs can

be detected by searching 105 − 106 stellar light curves.

Also, Wiktorowicz et al. (2021) studied detection of

BHs/NSs through their self-lensing signals in a synthetic

ensemble of binary systems and reported a higher num-

ber for detectable BHs. Here, we extend their works by

(i) considering binary systems including different types

of compact objects (i.e., WDs, NSs, and BHs) sepa-

rately, (ii) modeling eclipsing and occultation in addi-

tion to self-lensing signals, (iii) generating synthetic light

curves and data points based on the real observations

by the TESS telescope, and (iv) taking their companion

stars from the TESS CTL targets.

Here, we first review the known properties of binary

systems including main-sequence stars and compact ob-

jects in three following paragraphs.

WD main-sequence (WDMS) binaries: It is

predicted that the number of WDMS binaries in our

galaxy is 107-108 which depends on their mass-ratio dis-

tribution. The number of detached WDMS binaries is

more than that of interacting ones by more than one or-

der of magnitude (e.g., see Willems & Kolb 2004), nev-

ertheless detecting interacting WDMS binaries is eas-

ier and plausible via either spectroscopic observations

or variability surveys. For instance, the Sloan Digital

Sky Survey (SDSS, York et al. (2000)) telescope discov-

ered more than 3200 WDMS binaries (see, e.g., Heller

et al. 2009; Rebassa-Mansergas et al. 2016). Addition-

ally, ∼ 320, 000 (either candidate or confirmed) WDs

in binary systems have been reported in the Galaxy

Evolution Explorer (GALEX, Martin et al. (2005)) and

the Gaia Data Release 3 (GDR3, Gaia Collaboration

et al. (2023)) (Bianchi et al. 2011; Gentile Fusillo et al.

2021). For detecting detached WDMS binaries, a com-

mon method is spectroscopic observations because they

can make a combined spectrum due to one star and one

WD. If these systems are edge-on as seen by the ob-

server, additionally eclipsing, self-lensing signals or vari-

ation in stellar radial velocities are realizable through

precise photometric and spectroscopic observations (Ko-

rol et al. 2017).

NS main-sequence (NSMS) binaries: Another

type of compact object is an NS which could be a com-

panion for a main-sequence star in a binary system. A

NS is formed after the collapse of a massive star with an

initial mass higher than 8 M⊙, whereas more massive

stars with initial masses higher than ∼ 20 M⊙ are con-

verted to SBHs after their gravitational collapse. Iso-

lated NSs can be discovered through radio emissions,

the so-called pulsars (e.g., Zhang et al. 2022). NSs

and SBHs in interacting binary systems with main-

sequence stars, the so-called X-ray binaries, are dis-

cernible through X-ray emissions owing to mass trans-

ferring from their stellar counterparts. Depending on

the dominant mechanism for mass transferring toward

the compact objects, these binaries are divided into two

subclasses: (i) low-mass X-ray binaries (with Roche-

Lobe overflow), and (ii) high-mass X-ray binaries (with

wind-accreting) (see, e.g., Ogelman & Swank 1974;

Pfahl et al. 2002; Casares et al. 2017). Around 4% of

all discovered NSs are in binary systems (Tauris & van

den Heuvel 2006), and our galaxy hosts up to one billion

NSs, whereas only ∼ 4, 000 NSs have been discovered up

to now.

SBH main-sequence (BHMS) binaries: Black

holes with masses ≲ 100 M⊙ are the so-called stellar-

mass black holes. The lightest SBH was discovered up

to now has the mass ≃ 3-3.3M⊙ which was located in

the mass-gap between NSs and SBHs (Thompson et al.

2019; Jayasinghe et al. 2021; Özel et al. 2010; Farr et al.

2011). Although the number of SBHs in our galaxy is

predicted to be more than 10 million, up to now only 72

SBHs were confirmed mostly through X-ray transients

from their accretion disks in interacting BHMS binaries
2 (Corral-Santana et al. 2016). 20 of these discovered

SBHs were confirmed dynamically by discerning peri-

odic variations in the radial velocities of their luminous

companions.

In addition to spectroscopic and variability surveys,

and X-ray observations to capture compact objects in

binary systems with main-sequence stars, there are other

channels for discovering these objects, e.g., (i) based on

their gravitational impacts which is the so-called self-

lensing effect, (ii) eclipsing signals, (iii) ellipsoidal vari-

ation of stellar brightness, (iv) Doppler boosting, etc

(e.g., see, Masuda & Hotokezaka 2019; Sorabella et al.

2022). Two last effects happen for massive compact

companions and small orbital radii. Unlike other types

of lensing, including microlensing, strong lensing and

weak lensing which all are not repeatable, a self-lensing

2 https://www.astro.puc.cl/BlackCAT/transients.php

https://www.astro.puc.cl/BlackCAT/transients.php
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signal is periodic and its period is exactly equal to the

orbital period of the binary system.

Up to now, five self-lensing/eclipsing binary systems

containing white dwarfs and main-sequence stars were

discovered through photometric observations by the Ke-

pler telescope (Kruse & Agol 2014; Kawahara et al. 2018;

Masuda et al. 2019). All of these systems are wide bi-

naries with orbital periods from 88 to 728 days. The

next generation of the Kepler telescope is the TESS

telescope which was launched on 18 April 2018. Dur-

ing its two-year primary mission, it covered 85% of the

sky by dividing it into 26 sectors. The area of each

sector is 24× 90 square degrees, and sectors have some

overlapped parts over the ecliptic poles. Each sector is

observed during two 13.7-day observing periods with a

one-day gap in the middle. The TESS pixel scale is 21

arc-second which leads to a high photometric accuracy

better than 60 ppm (parts per million) for brightest stars

on hourly time scales. This telescope could also re-cover

self-lensing signals in a binary system originally discov-

ered by the Kepler telescope, i.e., KIC 12254688 (Sora-

bella et al. 2024).

In this work, we simulate possible self-lensing and

eclipsing signals due to compact objects in stellar fluxes

from detached binary systems as seen by the TESS tele-

scope, to (i) study the characteristics of self-lensing sig-

nals and (ii) estimate the TESS efficiency for detecting

them. We also investigate how this detection efficiency

depends on the physical parameters of compact objects,

source stars, and binary orbits. We finally estimate the

numbers of WDs, NSs, and SBHs that are realizable

through their self-lensing/eclipsing signals in the photo-

metric data of the TESS CTL targets.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2,

we explain the details of simulating self-lensing, occul-

tation, and eclipsing signals and then discuss on their

characteristics as a function of models’ parameters. In

Section 3, we explain the details of Monte Carlo simu-

lations from self-lensing, occultation, and eclipsing light

curves due to detached and edge-on binary systems while

we assume that these events are observed by the TESS

telescope. We extract the detectable events based on

two sets of criteria. In Section 4, we explain the results

and conclusions.

2. BINARY SYSTEMS CONTAIN COMPACT

OBJECTS AND MAIN-SEQUENCE STARS

To simulate a stellar light curve from a binary system

including a compact object and a main-sequence star,

in the first step, we simulate a binary orbit as explained

in Subsection 2.1. By assuming that its orbital plane is

edge-on as seen by the observer, in the next step we cal-

culate its self-lensing, occultation, and eclipsing signals.

All details are explained in Subsection 2.2. We then

discuss the characteristics of self-lensing signals as func-

tions of orbital properties and parameters of compact

objects in Subsection 2.3.

2.1. Simulating a Stellar Orbit Around a Compact

Object

Let’s consider a detached binary system containing

two companions: a star and a compact object with

masses M⋆, and Mc (c can be either WD, or NS, or

SBH). We assume this system is isolated and there is no

external force. Hence, their center of mass (CM) moves

with a constant velocity and both components rotate

over elliptical orbits so that these orbits have a common

barycenter on their CM’s location. In the CM coordi-

nate system, their CM is fixed and the star with respect

to the compact object moves over an elliptical orbit. We

assume that the semi-major axis of this elliptical orbit

is a. The period of this elliptical orbit is given by the

third Kepler’s law as follows:

T =
2π√

G(M⋆ +Mc)
a3/2. (1)

This elliptical orbit is characterized as (See, e.g., Do-

minik 1998):

x=a
(
cos ξ − ϵ

)
,

y=a sin ξ
√
1− ϵ2, (2)

where, ϵ is the orbital eccentricity. ξ, the so-called

eccentric anomaly, is given by Kepler’s equation, i.e.,

ϕ = ξ − ϵ sin ξ, where ϕ = ω (t− tp) is called the mean

anomaly, and ω = 2π
/
T is the angular velocity. Also, tp

is a characteristic time which indicates the time of cross-

ing the orbital periapsis point. Hence, (x, y) defines the

orbital plane of the star around the compact object. In

the simulation, we solve Kepler’s equation numerically

using:

ξ = ϕ+

∞∑
i=1

2

π
sin(iϕ) Bi(iϵ), (3)

where, Bi is the known Bessel function of ith order.

We define the observer’s coordinate system,

(xo, yo, zo), where xo is toward the observer, and

(yo, zo) defines the sky plane. We then convert the CM

coordinate system to the observer coordinate system

using two projection angles, i.e., θ and i. θ is the angle

between the minor axis of this elliptical orbit and the

sky plane, and i, the so-called inclination angle, is the

angle between the line of sight toward the observer and
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the orbital plane. Hence, the orbital components in the

observer coordinate system are given by:

xo=cos i
(
− y sin θ + x cos θ

)
,

yo= y cos θ + x sin θ,

zo=− sin i
(
− y sin θ + x cos θ

)
. (4)

For stellar orbits with small inclination angles (the so-

called edge-on ones) the stellar light is magnified by the

compact object once an orbital period and whenever the

star is passing behind it. We explain the details of cal-

culating self-lensing, occultation and eclipsing signals in

the following subsection.

2.2. Simulating Self-Lensing, Occultation, and

Eclipsing Signals

In the stellar orbit around the compact object (the

lens object), there is a phase angle Φ which is the angle

between two lines of sight from the source star: one

toward the compact object and another one toward the

observer. It is calculated by cosΦ = −xo

/
D, whereD =√

x2
o + y2o + z2o is the distance between two components

of the binary system versus time. When the source star

is passing behind the compact component, this phase

angle changes from 0 to 90◦, and when the source star

is passing in front of the compact component this phase

angle alters from 90 to 180◦. Hence, in the simulation

when Φ < 90◦ (or xo < 0), we calculate the lensing

effect.

The lensing magnification factor depends on the source

radius projected on the lens plane and normalized to

the Einstein radius ρ⋆, and the lens-source distance pro-

jected on the lens plane and normalized to the Einstein

radius u. In our formalism, these two parameters are

given by

ρ⋆=
R⋆Dl

RE(Dl − xo)
, RE =

√
4GMc

c2
Dl |xo|
Dl − xo

,

u=
dp
RE

, dp =
√
y2o + z2o , (5)

where, Dl is the distance of the compact object from the

observer, R⋆ is the radius of the luminous star, G is the

gravitational constant, c is the light speed, and dp is the

projected distance between the compact object and the

source star on the sky plane.

Another factor which impacts the lensing magnification

is the limb-darkening effect for stellar surface brightness.

In the simulation, we consider a linear limb-darkening

profile for the source star, as I = I0
[
1−Γ(1−µ)

]
, where

I0 is the stellar brightness at the center of the source

disk, Γ is the so-called limb-darkening coefficient, and

µ =
√
1−R2

/
R2

⋆, where R is the radial distance over

the source disk. We determine the magnification factor,

A
(
u, ρ⋆, Γ

)
, using the public RT-model (Bozza 2010;

Bozza et al. 2018). We ignore the General Relativistic

(GR) effects on the magnification factor because this ef-

fect is significant only for a very small part of the source

disk which is exactly behind and collinear with the com-

pact object as seen by the observer.

In self-lensing events, the Einstein radius (Eq. 5) is

estimated using RE ≃
√
4GMca/c, which is consider-

ably smaller than the Einstein radius for common mi-

crolensing events toward the Galactic bulge. Hence, in

self-lensing events, ρ⋆ ≳ 1 and their magnification fac-

tors are estimated by the ratio of the area of the images’

ring generated at the time of the complete alignment to

the source area (e.g., Han 2016). The inner and outer

radii of the images’ ring are (respectively):

Rin=
1

2

[√
R2

⋆,p + 4R2
E −R⋆,p

]
,

Rout=
1

2

[√
R2

⋆,p + 4R2
E +R⋆,p

]
, (6)

where, R⋆,p = R⋆Dl

/
(Dl − xo) is the projected source

radius on the lens plane. Accordingly, the magnification

factor for a uniform source star during a self-lensing sig-

nal is given by (Maeder 1973; Gould & Gaucherel 1996;

Agol 2003):

A ≃ R2
out −R2

in

R2
⋆,p

≃ 1 +
2

ρ2⋆
. (7)

We note that when xo < 0 and during self-lensing

signals, the compact object (the gravitational lens)

can block some part of images’ area, which is the so-

called finite-lens effect or occultation of images’ light

by the compact object (see, e.g., Marsh 2001; Han

2016). Finite-lens effect is considerable in WDMS bi-

naries. This effect decreases the magnification factor by

O = R2
c

/
R2

⋆,p when Rin ≤ Rc ≤ Rout, and does not

change the magnification factor (O = 0) if Rc < Rin.

Here, Rc is the radius of the compact object. If the

radius of the compact object is larger than the outer ra-

dius of the images’ ring, the light of images is completely

blocked by the compact object and O = A.

Whenever xo > 0 (or Φ ∈ [90, 180◦]) the source

star is passing in front of its compact companion and

it can block its luminosity, the so-called eclipsing ef-

fect (when the compact objects are either WDs or NSs

with the masses Mc ≲ 2.9M⊙). According to our for-

malism, eclipsing features happen when xo > 0 and

dp ≤
(
Rc + R⋆,p

)
. We calculate the fraction of the

compact object’s disk eclipsed by the stellar compan-
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Figure 1. Maps of log10[∆FL] in detached and edge-on binary systems over the 2D space of log10[Mc(M⊙)] − log10[a(R⊙)].
We consider four different source stars in binary systems include: (i) a red dwarf with M⋆ = 0.3M⊙ and R⋆ = 0.35R⊙, (ii) a
Sun-like star, (iii) a B-type star with M⋆ = 2M⊙, and R⋆ = 1.8R⊙, and (iv) a sub-giant star with M⋆ = 2M⊙, and R⋆ = 3.6R⊙.
The contours display log10[T (days)]. The interacting binaries with DRL < R⋆ (see, Eq. 10) are excluded and covered with white
color on maps.

ion, E(xo, yo, zo), numerically by:

E(xo, yo, zo) =
1

πR2
c

∫ Rc

−Rc

dy′
∫ √

R2
c−y′

2

−
√

R2
c−y′2

dz′Θ
[R⋆,p

d′p

]
,(8)

where d′p =
√
(yo − y′)2 + (zo − z′)2 is the distance of

each element over the compact object’s disk (y′, z′) from

the source center projected on the sky plane. Θ is a

step function which is one if its argument is larger than

one and it is zero when the argument is less than one.

We note that the whole disk of the compact object is

eclipsed (i.e., E = 1) if dp ≤ (R⋆,p − Rc), and there is

no eclipsing (E = 0) when either xo < 0, or xo > 0 and

dp ≥ (Rc +R⋆,p).

The apparent magnitude of the source star by consid-

ering self-lensing, occultation (or finite-lens effect), and

eclipsing signals in edge-on binary systems as measured

by the observer is given by:

mo = m⋆ − 2.5 log10

[
fb

A(u, ρ⋆,Γ)−O + FE
1 + F

+ 1− fb

]
(9)

where, F is the ratio of the compact object’s flux to the

stellar flux, and fb is the blending factor which is the

ratio of the source flux to the total flux received from
the source star PSF (Point Spread Function), m⋆ is the

apparent magnitude of source star when it is isolated

and without any companion.

2.3. Characteristics of Self-Lensing Signals

Here, we evaluate the peak amounts in self-lensing

signals, i.e., ∆FL ≃ 2 ρ−2
⋆ , and consider four types of

source stars: (i) a red dwarf with M⋆ = 0.3 M⊙, and

R⋆ = 0.35 R⊙, (ii) a Sun-like star, (iii) a B-star with

M⋆ = 2 M⊙, and R⋆ = 1.8 R⊙, and (iv) a sub-giant

star with M⋆ = 2 M⊙, and R⋆ = 3.6 R⊙, as well as

two wide ranges for the compact object’s mass and the

orbital semi-major axis as Mc(M⊙) ∈ [0.1, 50], and

a(R⊙) ∈ [5, 5000], respectively. For all of these binary

systems, we calculate ∆FL values and show their maps

in Figure 1.
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Figure 2. Simulated self-lensing signals versus time (normalized to the orbital period) by considering different values for
Mc(M⊙), ϵ, i, R⋆(R⊙), θ, and Γ. For each panel, several parameters are fixed and reported at the top of that panel. The
vertical axis is the flux of the source star normalized to its baseline value.
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Over these maps, the contours of log10[T (days)] are

shown with black solid and dashed lines (correspond-

ing to positive and negative values, respectively). In

these plots, binary systems with source radii larger than

the Roche-Lobe distance are excluded and covered with

white colour on maps. For these systems, the mass

transfers from the bright star to the compact object and

there are some other sources for variability (e.g., ellip-

soidal effect) in stellar fluxes which makes discerning

self-lensing signals hard and impossible. Here, we deter-

mine the Roche-Lobe distance from the source center as

(Paczyński 1971; Eggleton 1983):

DRL = a− a
0.49 q2/3

0.6 q2/3 + log10
[
1 + q1/3

] , (10)

where, q = Mc/M⋆. According to these plots, gener-

ally more massive compact objects in wider orbits (with

larger semi-major axes) have larger lensing-induced sig-

nals, so that increasing (a) the mass of compact objects

from 0.1M⊙ to 50M⊙, and (b) the semi-major axis by

three orders of magnitude (from 5R⊙ to 5000R⊙) en-

large ∆FL by ∼ 5 orders of magnitude. However, more

massive compact objects in wider orbits have longer or-

bital periods. For that reason, less massive source stars

(e.g., red dwarfs in comparison to B-stars) are more

suitable for detecting their self-lensing signals generated

by their compact companions because (i) they generate

shorter orbital periods, and (ii) they have smaller radii,

smaller ρ⋆ values, and as a result higher ∆FL values. We

probe this point again in the next section and through

Monte Carlo simulations.

Generally, peaks, shapes and durations of self-lensing

signals determine their detectability. They depend on

several parameters including Mc, ϵ, i, R⋆, θ, and Γ.

We therefore simulate self-lensing signals by considering

different values of these parameters as shown in different

panels of Figure 2. In each panel, one parameter changes

and other parameters are fixed and mentioned at the top

of that panel. Accordingly, we summarize some points

in follows.

• The maximum enhancement in self-lensing signals in-

creases with the lens mass as ∆FL ∝ Mc. The self-

lensing signals due to completely edge-on orbits are

flattened (top-hat models).

• There is a degeneracy between Mc and R⋆, so that

small stellar radii make similar self-lensing signals to

those due to more massive compact objects. Both of

these parameters change the peaks of self-lensing from

top-hat ones (but they do not change the self-lensing

edges).

• If the stellar orbits are eccentric, the resulting self-

lensing signals are asymmetric, unless the source star

is passing from either periapsis or apoapsis point of its

orbit while lensing (which are rare). This point can be

found from the fifth panel of Figure 2.

• The inclination angle of stellar orbit with respect to

the line of sight is the only factor which causes that

self-lensing signals at the edges are not broken (not

a strict top-hat model). By increasing the inclina-

tion angle self-lensing signals at edges are rather slow-

enhancing.

• In more eccentric stellar orbits, the resulting self-

lensing signals could be wider depending on the source-

lens distance while lensing (in our formalism this dis-

tance is determined by θ).

• The limb-darkening effect has a very small impact on

the width of self-lensing signals, whereas it changes the

peak and shape of self-lensing signals.

In the next step, we perform Monte Carlo simulations

from all possible self-lensing signals due to different bi-

nary systems (including main-sequence stars and com-

pact objects) and study their detectability in the TESS

data.

3. MONTE CARLO SIMULATIONS

To simulate potential self-lensing, occultation, and

eclipsing signals that can be detected in the TESS ob-

servations, we first take an ensemble of the Candidate

Target List (CTL, Stassun et al. (2018, 2019)) from the

Mikulski Archive for Space Telescopes (MAST) catalog

(STScl 2022). The TESS CTL targets are relatively

close and bright stars with pre-measured physical pa-

rameters which were (and are) observed by the TESS

telescope with a 2-min cadence, based on their priority.

In this ensemble, for CTL targets their mass M⋆, pri-

ority, blending factor fb, distance Dl, source radius R⋆,

effective surface temperature T⋆, and stellar apparent

magnitude in the TESS filter m⋆ are reported which all

are used for simulating source stars in binary systems.

We assume the TESS CTL targets live in detached bi-

naries with compact companions. We take 1772 known

WDs which were extracted from the SDSS data with the

reported mass MWD, distance, radius RWD, and appar-

ent magnitudes in the Gaia passbands, i.e., mG, mGBP
,

and mGRP
at the distances closer than 100 parsec from

Kilic et al. (2020). Using the same method which was

explained in Sajadian et al. (2024), we convert their ap-

parent magnitudes in the Gaia filters to their absolute

magnitudes in the TESS passband.
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Figure 3. Six examples of simulated stellar light curves due to detached and edge-on binary WDMS, NSMS, and BHMS
systems. The synthetic data points are hypothetically taken by the TESS telescope. We fix the observational time to 27.4 days
with a one-day gap in middle. The parameters used to make light curves are mentioned at the tops of panels. By applying HC
detectability criteria, for three of these light curves the impacts of compact objects are realizable, as mentioned in their legends.
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The numbers of discovered NSs and SBHs up to now

are low. Additionally, all necessary parameters for dis-

covered ones were not measured. Therefore, in Monte

Carlo simulations we generate their populations synthet-

ically according to the known distribution functions for

their physical parameters.

The mass distribution function of NSs is a bimodal

distribution with two peaks at 1.37M⊙, and 1.73M⊙
whereas the second one is wider and more flattened

(Valentim et al. 2011). So, we determine the mass of NSs

using N
(
1.37, 0.15

)
+ 0.5 N

(
1.73, 0.3

)
from the range

MNS ∈ [0.5, 2.9]M⊙, where N (µ, σ) is a normal func-

tion with the mean value µ, and the width σ. The radius

of NSs is a function of their mass and is in the range

RNS ∈ [10, 15] km (Lattimer 2019). The luminosity of

NSs is a function of their ages and masses, because these

objects cool down over time through thermal radiation.

We determine the NSs’ luminosity based on Figure (2)

of Potekhin et al. (2020). We choose the NSs’ ages

(A) in the logarithmic scale uniformly from the range

log10[A(year)] ∈ [2.5, 8]. For SBHs we choose their

masses uniformly from the range MBH ∈ [3.3, 50] M⊙
(Sicilia et al. 2022; Sajadian & Sahu 2023).

In each step of Monte Carlo simulations, we take one

CTL target and one compact object as two components

of a detached binary system. We take the semi-major

axis of their orbit a from a log-uniform distribution and

in the range [3R⋆, 10
6R⋆] (see, e.g., Abt 1983), and put

aside the interacting systems with the source radii larger

than the Roche-Lobe distance (DRL which is given by

Eq. 10).

The known period-eccentricity correlation indicates an

upper limit on the orbital eccentricity (ϵmax) for a given

orbital period T (Mazeh 2008). By considering this cor-

relation, we uniformly choose the orbital eccentricity

from the range ϵ ∈ [0, ϵmax]. We choose the inclination

angle uniformly from the range i ∈ [0, 20◦], because for

larger inclination angles neither self-lensing/occultation

nor eclipsing signals happen. We choose the projection

angle θ uniformly from the range [0, 360◦].

In the next step, we generate synthetic data points

taken by the TESS telescope. We fix the observing ca-

dence to 2 minutes, and consider a one-day gap after

each 13.7-day observation. The observing time span is

calculated by Tobs = Nos × 27.4 days, where Nos is the

number of overlapping sectors and can be an integer

number from one to thirteen. Therefore, the longest ob-

serving time is ∼ 360 days for the ecliptic poles during

one year.

To examine their detectability we calculate the signal-

to-noise ratio (SNR), which is defined for planetary tran-

sit events, as given by (see, e.g., Fatheddin & Sajadian

2024):

SNR =
√

Ntran
∆F× 106

CDPP
, (11)

where, CDPP is the Combined Differential Photomet-

ric Precision (CDPP) metric which is a function of

the stellar apparent magnitude in the TESS passband,

Ntran = Tobs

/
T is the number of orbital period dur-

ing an observing time span. ∆F is the maximum vari-

ation in the stellar flux which is due to either self-

lensing/occultation or eclipsing signals (the maximum of

∆FL, ∆FO, and ∆FE). In the simulation, to extract the

detectable events we consider two sets of criteria which

are (i) SNR > 5, and Ntran > 2, and (ii) SNR > 3,

and Ntran > 1. The first set extracts detectable events

with a high confidence (HC), and the second one takes

detectable events with a low confidence(LC).

In Figure 3, we show six examples of simulated stellar

light curves due to edge-on WDMS, NSMS, BHMS sys-

tems (with i ≤ 20◦). Some of useful parameters to make

light curves and their SNR values are reported at tops of

plots. The magenta synthetic data points are taken by

the TESS telescope with a 2-min cadence. Accordingly,

three events are detectable (with a high confidence) in

the TESS data and three others are not detectable.

4. RESULTS: STATISTICS AND PROPERTIES

We assume the maximum observational time span for

a part of the sky during the TESS mission is 360 days.

Although, the southern (northern) ecliptic hemisphere

was re-observed in the third (forth and fifth) year(s) of

the TESS mission again, discerning periodic variations

with T (day) ≥ 360 (longer than the maximum value for

the continuous TESS observing time span from a part

of the sky) in stellar light curves is barely possible. Be-

cause, (i) there is a 1- up to 2-year gap in the middle, and

(ii) 74% of stars are observed during only 27.4 days of

a year (they are inside one sector) and the probability

of occurring either self-lensing/occultation or eclipsing

signals (when the orbital period is long) exactly during

that 27.4-day observing time is low. We therefore sim-

ulate synthetic data points for the events with T < 360

days, which means we assume all events with T ≥ 360

days are not detectable in the TESS observations.

We perform three Monte Carlo simulations from

WDMS, NSMS, and BHMS binary systems by consid-

ering different observing time spans, which can be from
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Table 1. The average parameters of the simulated WDMS binaries which have detectable WD-induced signals with a high
confidence in their stellar light curves by considering different observing time spans.

Nos Tobs MWD T log10[a/R⋆] ϵ i log10[F ] Dl SNR log10[ρ⋆] b fL : fE : fO εHC εLC

(days) (M⊙) (days) (deg) (kpc) R⋆ [%] [%] [%]

1 27.4 0.65 1.46 0.77 0.04 5.9 −2.66 0.10 195 2.17 0.54 0 : 99 : 1 4.59 5.56

2 54.8 0.65 2.04 0.80 0.06 5.7 −2.78 0.11 238 2.18 0.54 0 : 98 : 2 5.34 6.24

3 82.2 0.65 2.28 0.80 0.06 5.6 −2.83 0.12 276 2.18 0.54 0 : 98 : 2 5.65 6.62

4 109.6 0.65 2.76 0.82 0.07 5.6 −2.86 0.12 305 2.17 0.54 1 : 97 : 3 5.92 6.89

5 137.0 0.65 3.16 0.83 0.07 5.5 −2.90 0.12 326 2.17 0.55 1 : 96 : 3 6.20 7.09

6 164.4 0.65 3.39 0.83 0.07 5.5 −2.92 0.12 348 2.17 0.55 1 : 96 : 3 6.36 7.22

7 191.8 0.65 3.62 0.84 0.08 5.4 −2.93 0.12 368 2.17 0.56 1 : 96 : 3 6.50 7.34

8 219.2 0.65 4.01 0.85 0.08 5.4 −2.95 0.13 385 2.17 0.56 1 : 95 : 3 6.64 7.41

9 246.6 0.65 4.30 0.85 0.09 5.4 −2.96 0.13 403 2.17 0.56 1 : 95 : 3 6.75 7.52

10 274.0 0.65 4.69 0.86 0.09 5.3 −2.97 0.13 418 2.16 0.56 2 : 95 : 4 6.85 7.61

11 301.4 0.65 4.88 0.86 0.09 5.3 −2.98 0.13 434 2.17 0.56 2 : 95 : 4 6.92 7.66

12 328.8 0.66 5.01 0.86 0.09 5.3 −2.99 0.13 451 2.16 0.56 2 : 95 : 4 6.96 7.69

13 356.2 0.66 5.04 0.86 0.09 5.3 −2.99 0.13 465 2.16 0.57 2 : 94 : 4 7.03 7.75

Note—Nos is the number of overlapping sectors. εHC, and εLC are the efficiencies for detecting WD-induced signals with high and
low confidences, respectively.

Table 2. Same as Table 1, but for simulated NSMS binaries.

Nos Tobs MNS T log10[a/R⋆] ϵ i log10[F ] Dl SNR log10[ρ⋆] b fL : fE εHC εLC

(days) (M⊙) (days) (degree) (kpc) (R⋆) [%] [%] [%]

1 27.4 1.56 1.87 0.82 0.06 5.3 −3.25 0.13 1124 2.00 0.52 15 : 85 4.52 5.55

2 54.8 1.55 2.40 0.83 0.07 5.2 −3.83 0.13 1420 2.00 0.53 21 : 79 5.09 6.06

3 82.2 1.55 2.87 0.85 0.07 5.1 −4.15 0.13 1637 1.99 0.53 25 : 75 5.43 6.29

4 109.6 1.55 3.11 0.85 0.08 5.1 −4.32 0.13 1824 2.00 0.53 27 : 73 5.62 6.46

5 137.0 1.55 3.43 0.86 0.08 5.1 −4.42 0.13 1985 2.00 0.54 28 : 72 5.78 6.56

6 164.4 1.55 3.74 0.86 0.08 5.1 −4.51 0.13 2136 1.99 0.54 29 : 71 5.89 6.66

7 191.8 1.54 4.20 0.87 0.08 5.1 −4.57 0.14 2274 1.99 0.54 30 : 70 5.98 6.75

8 219.2 1.54 4.45 0.87 0.08 5.1 −4.63 0.14 2411 1.99 0.54 30 : 70 6.03 6.79

9 246.6 1.54 4.64 0.87 0.08 5.1 −4.69 0.14 2526 1.99 0.54 31 : 69 6.10 6.85

10 274.0 1.54 5.06 0.87 0.09 5.1 −4.73 0.14 2631 1.99 0.54 32 : 68 6.18 6.86

11 301.4 1.54 5.13 0.87 0.09 5.1 −4.78 0.14 2727 1.99 0.54 32 : 68 6.25 6.89

12 328.8 1.54 5.36 0.88 0.09 5.0 −4.83 0.14 2824 1.99 0.54 33 : 67 6.31 6.92

13 356.2 1.54 5.36 0.88 0.09 5.1 −4.86 0.14 2921 1.99 0.54 33 : 67 6.35 6.97

27.4 days to 356 days due to different numbers of over-

lapping sectors. In Table 1, the results from the Monte

Carlo simulation of WDMS binary systems are reported.

This table includes the average values of some orbital

and WDs parameters (including MWD(M⊙), T (days),

log10[a/R⋆], ϵ, i(deg), log10[F ], Dl(kpc), SNR, log10[ρ⋆],

and b(R⋆)) for HC detectable events during different ob-

serving time spans (given in the second column).

Here, b is the impact parameter in the lensing formalism,

which is the minimum value of the projected distance dp.

If this parameter is less than the source radius, eclips-

ing/occultation signals certainly happen. Also, this pa-

rameter determines the maximum magnification factor.

The thirteenth column of this table determines (i) the

fraction of simulated events which are detectable be-

cause of their self-lensing signals, fL, (ii) the fraction

of simulated events which are detectable owing to their

eclipsing signals fE, and (iii) the fraction of ones which

are detectable due to their occultation (finite-lens ef-

fect) signals fO. Two last columns report the detection
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Table 3. Same as Tables 1 and 2, but for simulated BHMS binaries.

Nos Tobs MBH T log10[a/R⋆] ϵ i Dl SNR log10[ρ⋆] b εHC εLC

(days) (M⊙) (days) (degree) (kpc) (R⋆) [%] [%]

1 27.4 29.25 1.24 0.97 0.04 2.22 0.13 203.28 1.30 0.36 4.15 4.31

2 54.8 29.21 1.79 1.00 0.05 2.24 0.13 280.08 1.29 0.38 4.38 4.68

3 82.2 29.34 2.17 1.02 0.05 2.30 0.13 337.16 1.28 0.39 4.53 4.82

4 109.6 29.45 2.58 1.03 0.06 2.33 0.13 382.10 1.28 0.40 4.65 5.04

5 137.0 29.56 3.06 1.04 0.06 2.35 0.13 420.00 1.27 0.42 4.76 5.12

6 164.4 29.64 3.44 1.05 0.06 2.39 0.13 451.62 1.27 0.43 4.86 5.29

7 191.8 29.70 3.72 1.05 0.06 2.41 0.13 482.39 1.26 0.43 4.93 5.40

8 219.2 29.72 4.28 1.06 0.07 2.44 0.13 508.94 1.26 0.45 5.01 5.46

9 246.6 29.74 4.52 1.06 0.07 2.47 0.13 535.46 1.26 0.45 5.07 5.53

10 274.0 29.75 4.99 1.07 0.07 2.47 0.13 557.64 1.26 0.46 5.13 5.58

11 301.4 29.76 5.31 1.07 0.07 2.50 0.13 582.47 1.25 0.47 5.19 5.63

12 328.8 29.81 5.36 1.07 0.07 2.53 0.13 602.84 1.25 0.47 5.24 5.69

13 356.2 29.80 5.56 1.07 0.07 2.54 0.13 622.49 1.25 0.47 5.29 5.77

efficiencies εHC[%] and εLC[%] which are the ratio of de-

tectable events (with high and low confidences, respec-

tively) to total simulated events.

The results from Monte Carlo simulations of detached

binary systems including main-sequence stars and ei-

ther NSs or SBHs are reported in Tables 2, and 3,

respectively. We note that for BHMS binary systems

fE = 0, fO = 0, and F = 0.

Generally, longer observing time windows have two

positive effects on the detectability of compact objects’

signatures. For longer observing time windows, the

number of transits Ntran is higher which (i) increases

SNR values (see Eq. 11), and (ii) enhances Ntran (the

second detectability criterion). Enhancing Ntran (and

accordingly SNR) for longer observing times is benefi-

cial for detecting fainter compact objects (WDs and NSs

which could be even farther), in wider and more eccen-

tric orbits. For that reason in these three tables for

longer observing times detectable compact objects are

on average fainter (with less log10[F ]) and farther. We

note that due to applying the eccentricity-orbital period

correlation in Monte Carlo simulations binary systems

with longer orbital periods are on average more eccen-

tric. By increasing the observing time from 27.4 days to

356.2 days, the detection efficiency improves by ∼ 2.

For ≲ 3% and ≲ 33% of detectable WDMS and

NSMS binary systems, self-lensing signals are the most-

dominant ones in stellar light curves. Indeed, for these

detached WDMS and NSMS binary systems on average

ρ⋆ ∼ 145, 100 which make very flattened self-lensing

signals with the depths ∆FL ∼ 2ρ−2
⋆ ∼ 10−4, 2× 10−4,

respectively, whereas their eclipsing signals, as given by

∆FE ∼ F
/
(1+F) ∼ 1-2× 10−3, 10−5-5× 10−4, respec-

tively. Hence, on average for detectable WDMS and

NSMS binary systems we have ∆FL ≲ ∆FE. The oc-

cultation signal in WDMS binary systems is on average

∆FO ∼ R2
c/R

2
⋆ ∼ 10−4 which is in the same order of

magnitude with the self-lensing ones. Here, we consider

a common WD with the radius RWD ∼ 0.01R⊙.

To study what kinds of binary systems and compact

objects are more detectable in the TESS observations,

in Figure 4 we show the efficiency curves for detecting

the impacts of compact objects with a high confidence,

εHC, in simulated stellar light curves versus nine param-

eters, which are Dl(kpc), log10[Periority], log10[a/R⋆],

M⋆(M⊙), log10[ρ⋆], i(deg), log10[b/R⋆], MNS(M⊙), and

MBH(M⊙). We consider three amounts for Tobs as men-

tioned in the first panel.

According to these plots, we conclude that closer

source stars which have more priorities and higher detec-

tion efficiencies. Indeed, WDs and NSs in nearby binary

systems are brighter with on average higher F values.

Higher F values make deeper eclipsing signals.

Close binary systems with smaller semi-major axes

have on average shorter orbital periods, which are more

suitable to be detected. Because short-period binary

systems have higher Ntran and higher SNR values. We

note that ρ⋆ ∝ a−1/2. Therefore, although the closer

binary systems have shorter orbital periods (and higher

SNR values), they have larger ρ⋆s, and as a result more

flattened self-lensing signals. Hence, during longer ob-

serving times wider binary systems can be detected

rather via self-lensing (fL increases with Tobs in Tables

1, and 2).

The impact of stellar masses on the self-lensing signals

has been shown in Figure 1. Accordingly, less massive
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Figure 4. The HC efficiencies for detecting signals due to compact objects in stellar light curves (in the logarithmic scale
log10[εHC(%)]) versus nine parameters which are Dl(kpc), log10[Periority], log10[a/R⋆], M⋆(M⊙), log10[ρ⋆], i◦, log10[b/R⋆],
MNS(M⊙), and MBH(M⊙) as shown in different panels. Three efficiency curves with different line-styles are due to three values
for Tobs as mentioned in the first panel.

stars (with smaller radii) have higher self-lensing signals.

Also, lower mass stars are on average fainter which re-

sults in higher F and deeper eclipsing signals.

Stellar orbits with fewer inclination angles (more edge-

on ones) have higher detection efficiencies because by

decreasing the inclination angle the impact parameter

reduces as well. The eclipsing/occultation signals can be

detected only in binary systems with impact parameters

less than source radii. The detection efficiency drops

from ∼ 4 − 5% to ≲ 1% when the inclination angle

increases from 0 to 15 degrees.

We also plot the detection efficiencies as a function of

the mass of NSs and SBHs in two last panels of Fig-

ure 4. We note that the mass range for WDs is small,

and the detection efficiency does not highly change with

the mass of WDs. For NSs, we determine their lumi-

nosity according to their mass and age (based on Fig.

(2) of Potekhin et al. 2020). Accordingly, by increas-

ing the mass of NSs by ∼ 1M⊙ the luminosity of NSs

decreases up to three orders of magnitude (when they

are younger than 3 million years). Hence, on average

less massive NSs are brighter with higher F values, and

deeper eclipsing signals. For detached SBHs, the only

method to detect them is self-lensing. In self-lensing

formalism, we have ∆FL ∼ 2ρ−2
⋆ ∝ MBH. Therefore,

more massive SBHs make higher self-lensing signals with

higher SNR values.

Top panel of Figure 5 shows the scatter plot of simu-

lated WDMS binaries in 2D space log10[F ]− log10[b/R⋆]

with black circles, with two marginal and normalized 1D

distributions. The binary systems with detectable WD-

induced impacts due to eclipsing, self-lensing, and oc-

cultation effects are specified with red, blue, and green

circles, respectively. Accordingly, most of WDMS bi-

naries with detectable WDs impacts have b ≲ R⋆ and

F ≳ 10−4. The blue points (with detectable self-lensing
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Figure 5. Top panel: The scatter plot of all simu-
lated WDMS binaries (black points) and the ones with de-
tectable WD-induced impacts (colored points) in 2D space
log10[F ] − log10[b/R⋆]. Their 1D and normalized distribu-
tions are shown at two sides of the plot. The red, blue, and
green circles represent detectable events owing to their eclips-
ing, self-lensing, and occultation signals, respectively. Mid-
dle panel: Same as the previous one but resulted from the
Monte Carlo simulation of NSMS binaries. Last panel: Same
as two previous ones but resulted from simulating BHMS bi-
naries and in 2D space log10[T (days)]− log10[b/R⋆].

signals) have lower F up to 10−5. We therefore expect in

the TESS data eclipsing-induced footprints due to WDs

to be more realizable than their self-lensing/occultation

impacts.

The next panel of Figure 5 shows a scatter plot the

same as the previous one but for NSMS binary systems.

Considering this point that we chose the ages of NSs uni-

formly from the range log10[A(year)] ∈ [2.5, 8], several

NSs in our simulation are cool with very low F values

(ones older than ∼ 1 million years). For these systems

with F ≲ 10−4, only lensing-induced impacts are de-

tectable (and when b ≲ R⋆). For brighter (younger and

hotter) NSs, eclipsing signals are detectable in the events

with b ≲ R⋆. We note that due to this considerable num-

ber of dim NSs in our simulation, only fL ∼ 15-33% of

detectable events have dominant self-lensing signals.

The last panel of Figure 5 shows the same plot as

ones displayed in previous panels but for BHMS bi-

nary systems in 2D space log10[T (days)] − log10[b/R⋆].

The most important factor for the detectability of BH-

induced lensing signals is the impact parameter b. Most

of the simulated events with b ≲ R⋆ have detectable

self-lensing signals. We determine the impact parame-

ter numerically from the simulation (the minimum value

of dp), nevertheless it can be estimated as b ≃ tan(i)a.

Therefore, BHMS binary systems with smaller semi-

major axes have smaller b and shorter orbital periods

which both impacts are beneficial for detecting SBHs

through self-lensing signals.

Here, we estimate the number of WDs that the TESS

telescope can detect through precise photometric obser-

vations from the CTL targets with a 2-min cadence dur-

ing its mission. The TESS telescope is planned to de-

tect 1, 390, 486 CTL targets during its mission3 (STScl

2022). We calculated the fractions of these CTL targets

which are observed during different Tobs due to different

Nos values, i.e., N⋆(Nos), as reported in the seventh col-

umn of Table (2) of Sajadian et al. (2024) and extracted

from Fig (2) of Barclay et al. (2018). These numbers are

N⋆(Nos) = (1031, 258, 38, 9, 5, 5, 3, 2, 1, 1, 1, 16, 13)×
1000.

The number of WDMS binaries in our galaxy is pre-

dicted to be ∼ 100 million. Considering the total num-

ber of stars in our galaxy (which is 100 billion), one

thousandth (f1) of the TESS CTL targets should be in

binary systems with WDs. We note that in the sim-

ulation we limit the inclination angle to i ∈ [0, 20◦],

whereas f2 = 22% of all binary systems should have

i ≤ 20◦. We assume that the inclination angle of the

3 https://tess.mit.edu/public/target lists/target lists.html

https://tess.mit.edu/public/target_lists/target_lists.html
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orbital plane is uniformly in the range [0, 90◦]. By as-

suming that the TESS CTL targets make a common

sample of stars, the number of WDs detectable in the

TESS observations from the CTL targets can be esti-

mated by:

NWD ≃ f1 × f2 ×
13∑

Nos=1

N⋆

(
Nos

)
× εi

(
Nos

)
, (12)

where, values of εi
(
Nos

)
(here, i = HC, and LC) are

given in two last columns of Table 1. The estimated

numbers of detectable WDs for different observing time

windows and two levels of confidence are reported in two

first rows of Table 4.

Overly, we expect ∼ 15, 18 WDs in detached WDMS

systems can be realized with high and low confidences

through the TESS photometric data from the CTL tar-

gets. We note that some of these stars were (and will

be) observed more than one year (two or three times)

during the TESS mission. For instance, the TESS tele-

scope observed each ecliptic hemisphere two times up

to now. But, in the Monte Carlo simulations, we con-

sider the TESS data for each CTL target taken for up

to one year. Hence, these numbers are underestimations

and by considering all data some more WDs in detached

orbits around main-sequence stars with days will be dis-

covered.

In the same way, we estimate the numbers of NSs

and SBHs expected to be discovered through detect-

ing their self-lensing and eclipsing signals in the TESS

CTL’s light curves which are reported in Table 4. The

fractions of the TESS CTL targets that are in binary

systems with NSs and SBHs are f1 ≃ 4×10−4, 4×10−6,

respectively. Here, we assume the binarity fractions of

NSs, and SBHs (with main-sequence stars) are 4% (Tau-

ris & van den Heuvel 2006). The total numbers of NSs

and SBHs will be discovered with two levels of confi-

dence through photometric observations of the TESS

CTL targets are ∼ 6, 7, and less than one, respectively.

Therefore, changing detectability criteria from a high

confidence to a low one does not alter the numbers of

detectable compact objects significantly. Because, ac-

cording to Tables 1, 2, and 3, HC and LC efficiencies

for detecting impacts of compact objects in WDMS,

NSMS, and BHMS systems are close to each other,

and εHC = 4.6 − 7.0%, 4.5 − 6.4%, 4.2 − 5.3%, and

εLC = 5.6 − 7.8%, 5.6 − 7.0%, 4.3 − 5.8%. In fact,

the fractions of simulated WDMS, NSMS, and BHMS

binary systems with T < 360 days are 35.3%, 37.3%,

and 42.8%, respectively, and the corresponding fractions

for systems with T < 180 days are 32.1%, 33.2%, and

39.2%. Therefore, more than ∼ 60% of simulated events

have T > 360 days, and the numbers of binary systems

with orbital periods ∈ [180, 360] days are not significant.

Although the number of SBHs that can be detected

through self-lensing is not promising, we expect ∼ 15-

18 WDs to be detected through their signatures in light

curves of the TESS CTL targets. This number is three

times larger than the number of WDs discovered from

the Kepler data.

5. CONCLUSIONS

The TESS telescope observed (and observes) the CTL

targets with a 2-min cadence and a great accuracy. Al-

though its main goal from these observations is discov-

ering Earth-size planets transiting bright stars in the

solar neighborhood, its observing strategy is uniquely

matched to capture any other types of periodic and weak

variations in stellar light curves. Stellar light curves

from edge-on and detached binary systems including

main-sequence stars and compact objects have poten-

tially self-lensing/occultation/eclipsing signals which all

are periodic. Considering three types of compact objects

(i.e., WDs, NSs, and SBHs), these binary systems usu-

ally are denoted by WDMS, NSMS, and BHMS, respec-

tively. In this work, we studied statistics and properties

of WDMS, NSMS, and BHMS binary systems with de-

tectable signatures due to compact objects in the TESS

observations of the CTL targets.

We first modeled self-lensing signals due to detached

and edge-on binary systems including main-sequence

stars and compact objects. The self-lensing peak, which

can be estimated by ∆FL ∼ 2ρ−2
⋆ , is higher for low-mass

and small stars. A self-lensing signal for a red-dwarf star

with R⋆ = 0.35R⊙ is higher (two orders of magnitude)

than that for a sub-giant star with R⋆ = 3.6R⊙. Peaks

of self-lensing signals are degenerate functions of two pa-

rameters (i) the mass of the compact object and (ii) the

source radius. Increasing the mass of compact objects

and decreasing the source radius have the same effects

on peaks of self-lensing signals. The inclination angle of

stellar orbits around the compact objects is the only pa-

rameter which changes the shape of self-lensing signals

from strict top-hat models to ones with slow-increasing

edges. Self-lensing signals from eccentric stellar orbits

are asymmetric concerning their peaks unless the source

star is passing from either apoapsis or periapsis point

while lensing.

We performed Monte-Carlo simulations from all pos-

sible stellar light curves due to detached and edge-on

binary WDMS, NSMS, and BHMS systems, and as-

sumed they are observed by the TESS telescope with

a 2-min cadence. We chose source stars in these simu-
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Table 4. Estimated numbers of WDs, NSs, and SBHs with detectable impacts in the TESS CTL’s light
curves, by considering different observing time spans, and two levels of confidence (HC, LC).

Number
/
Nos 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 Total

WDs

HC 10.52 3.06 0.48 0.12 0.07 0.07 0.04 0.03 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.25 0.20 14.88

LC 12.74 3.58 0.56 0.14 0.08 0.08 0.05 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.27 0.22 17.80

NSs

HC 4.14 1.17 0.18 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.09 0.07 5.80

LC 5.09 1.39 0.21 0.05 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.10 0.08 7.03

SBHs

HC 0.04 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.05

LC 0.04 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.05

lations from the TESS CTL, WDs from an ensemble of

1772 discovered nearby ones through the SDSS obser-

vations, NSs, and SBHs from their known distributions.

We made synthetic data points according to the TESS

observing strategy for the CTL targets and extracted

the ones with the detectable signatures due to compact

objects based on two sets of criteria (i) SNR > 5 and

Ntran > 2, i.e., detecting with a high confidence(HC),

and (ii) SNR > 3 and Ntran > 1, i.e., detecting with a

low confidence (LC).

There are two issues for detecting (at least one) self-

lensing or eclipsing signal with the period longer than

360 days from the TESS data which are: (i) the longest

(continuous) observing time span for a part of the sky

is 360 days (happens for the ecliptic poles), and there

is a gap (from one up to two years depending on the

locations) between one-year missions, and (ii) around

74% of the CTL targets are observed during only 27.4

days of a one-year mission. We therefore assumed that

the TESS detection efficiency for T ≥ 360 days is zero,

although it is actually close to zero.

We found that the probability that simulated binary

WDMB, NSMS, and BHMS systems have T < 180(360)

days were 32.1(35.3)%, 33.2(37.3)%, and 39.2(42.8)%,

respectively. The HC (and LC) efficiencies for de-

tecting periodic signatures from WDMS, NSMS, and

BHMS binaries during different observing time spans

of a one-year mission of TESS, (i.e., Tobs = 27.4×Nos,

where Nos = 1, 2, 3, ..., 13) are 4.6 − 7.0(5.6 − 7.8)%,

4.5− 6.4(5.6− 7.0)%, and 4.2− 5.3(4.3− 5.8)%, respec-

tively. Increasing observing time spans improves the

detection efficiency by ∼ 2% and fainter compact ob-

jects in wider and more eccentric orbits can be detected

during longer observing time spans (see Tables 1, 2, and

3). The fractions of detectable WDMS and NSMS bi-

nary events which their self-lensing signals are the most-

dominant ones are ≲ 3%, and ≲ 33%, respectively.

We found that the detection efficiency is higher for

closer CTL targets with higher priorities and smaller

radii. Most of binary systems with detectable periodic

signals have the impact parameters b ≲ R⋆. The de-

tection efficiencies for detecting more massive NSs, and

SBHs is higher.

We estimated the total number of WDs, NSs, and

SBHs that can be discovered from the TESS CTL ob-

servations which are 15 − 18, 6 − 7, and less than one,

respectively. The number of detectable WDs in the

TESS data is three times higher than the number of

WDs discovered in the Kepler data.

All simulations that have been done for this pa-
per are available at: https://github.com/SSajadian54/
SelfLensing Eclipsing simulator. The codes, and several
examples of generated light curves can be found in the Zen-
odo repository(sajadian 2024).

In Monte-Carlo simulations, we use the TESS CTL (with
DOI number: doi:10.17909/fwdt-2x66) that are publicly
available from the MAST catalog. Funding for the TESS
mission is provided by NASA’s Science Mission directorate.
We acknowledge the use of TESS Alert data, which is cur-
rently in a beta test phase, from pipelines at the TESS
Science Office and at the TESS Science Processing Opera-
tions Center. NA is supported by the University of Water-
loo, Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of
Canada (NSERC) and the Perimeter Institute for Theoreti-
cal Physics. Research at Perimeter Institute is supported in
part by the Government of Canada through the Department
of Innovation, Science and Economic Development Canada
and by the Province of Ontario through the Ministry of
Colleges and Universities.

https://github.com/SSajadian54/SelfLensing_Eclipsing_simulator
https://github.com/SSajadian54/SelfLensing_Eclipsing_simulator
doi:10.17909/fwdt-2x66
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