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ABSTRACT

Context. 2MASS J053521840546085 (2M053505) is the only known eclipsing brown dwarf (BD) binary, aradraay serve as a
benchmark for models of BD formation and evolution. Howetleeoretical predictions of the system’s properties se®rrisistent
with observationsi. The more massive (primary) component is observed to be icti@a the less massive (secondary) anelhe
secondary is more luminous (ky 10?4 W) than expected. Previous explanations for the temperaversal have invoked reduced
convective iciency in the structure of the primary, connected to magrastiivity and to surface spots, but these explanationsatann
account for the enhanced luminosity of the secondary. Buevstudies also considered the possibility that the secgns younger
than the primary.

Aims. We study the impact of tidal heating to the energy budget ¢ii bomponents to determine if it can account for the observed
temperature reversal and the high luminosity of the seagniiée also compare various plausible tidal models to datesra range
of predicted properties.

Methods. We apply two versions of two fierent, well-known models for tidal interaction, respeelyvi. the ‘constant-phase-lag’
model andi. the ‘constant-time-lag’ model and incorporate the predidtdal heating into a model of BD structure. The four models
differ in their assumptions about the rotational behavior obtigies, the system’s eccentricity and putative misalignsz between
the bodies’ equatorial planes and the orbital plane of tiseesy.

Results. The contribution of heat from tides in 2M05385 alone may only be large enough to account for the discoépmbetween
observation and theory in an unlikely region of the paramgpace. The tidal quality fact@gp of BDs would have to be £ and
the secondary needs a spin-orbit misalignment 6. However, tidal synchronization time scales for 2M0585 restrict the tidal
dissipation function to log0sp) > 4.5 and rule out intense tidal heating in 2M05%%. We provide the first constraint @nfor BDs.
Conclusions. Tidal heating alone is unlikely to be responsible for thepsising temperature reversal within 2M053%. But an
evolutionary embedment of tidaffects and a coupled treatment with the structural evolutidhe@BDs is necessary to corroborate
or refute this result. The heating could have slowed downBbs’ shrinking and cooling processes after the birth of thetem

~ 1 Myr ago, leading to a feedback between tidal inflation addltheating. Observations of old BD binaries and measurtsran
the Rossiter-McLaughlinfeect for 2M0535-05 can provide further constraints Qap.

Key words. Celestial mechanics - (Stars:) binaries: eclipsing - Serslution - Stars: individual: 2MASSJ05352183646085 -
Stars: low-mass, brown dwarfs

1. Introduction both components formed together, as commonly believed, the
this system allows forféective temperaturélty) and luminosity

OMASS J053521840546085 (2M053505) is a benchmark ob- (L) measurements of two BDs at the same age.

ject for brown dwarf (BD) science since itffers the rare However, this system is observed to have an unexpected tem-
opportunity of independent radius and mass measuremepesature reversal (Stassun t al. 2006), contraveningetieal

on substellar objects. The observed values constrain evaimulations: the more massive component (the primary)as th
tionary and structural models (D’Antona & Mazzitelli 1997 cooler one. From the transit light curve, the ratio of tifiee
Barafe et al. | 1998;| Chabrier & Baff# [2000; | Barffe et al. tive temperatures can be accurately determin€th#o/Teg1 =
12002; Chabrier et &l. 2007). 2M05365 is located in the Orion 1 050+0.002 (Mohanty et al. 2009; Gomez Maqueo Chew et al.

Nebulae, a star-forming region with an age of+D6)Myr. If  [2009). From spectroscopic measurements then, the absolute
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values can be constrained. The primary, predicted to haveing that equation, we calculate the mutual irradiationhef
Ter1 ~ 2870K [Bardte et al! 1998), has an observed value dDs: L, ~ 85- 10 W andL,_,; ~ 1.0- 10??W. These en-
~ 2700K, whereas the surface temperature of the secondangy rates are two and three orders of magnitude lower, cespe
predicted to b8 ;2 ~ 2 750K, is most compatible witlier 2 ~  tively, than the observed luminosity discrepancy. Hence aa-
2890K. sume that mutual irradiation can be ignored. This simplifica
One explanation for the temperature discrepancies is sifpin contrast to the cases of the potentially inflated trtangi
pression of convection due to spots on the surface of the pgktrasolar planets WASP-4b, WASP-6b, WASP-12b, and TrES-
mary. If a portion of a BD’s surface is covered by spots, it4, Where stellar irradiation (Ibgui etlal. 2009a) dominatdal
apparent temperature will be reduced, resulting in an asze heating by several magnitudes.
in the estimated radius in order for the measured and expecte Various tidal models haven been used to calculate tidal
luminosities to agree_(Chabrier ef Al. 2007). With a spot-coleating in exoplanets (Bodenheimer étal. 2001; Jacksdi et a
erage of 30 - 50% and a mixing length paramater= 1 IZO_O_&Eﬂ)LB_am_es_eIJéL_ZQOQ), which may in fact be respamsibl
most of the mismatches between predicted and observed ré@fiiprevious discrepancies between interior models anid oad
for low-mass stars (LMS) can be explainéd (Ribas Bt al. |2008@nsiting exoplanets (Jackson etlal. 20008a.b; Ibgui & @usr
Observations of spots on both of the 2M0585 components ). This success in exoplanets motivates our invesiigat
¢ al._2009), as inferred from periodito BDs. While many dierent tidal models are available, there
variations in the light curve, and measurements on the H§ NO consensus as to which is the best. For this reason, we
line of the combined spectrum during the radial velocity maxpply a potpourri of well-established models to the case of
ima (Reiners et al. 2007) suggest that enhanced magnetic 2¥0535-05 in order to compare the féiérent results. As we
tivity and the accompanying spots on the primary indeed pl&pow, tidal heating may account for the temperature relansh
a key role for its temperature deviation. But even if the sp#tmay have a profoundfiect on the longer-term thermal evolu-
coverage on the primary serves as an explanation for the rliﬁln of the system.
mary’s reducedler, the secondary’s luminosity overshoot of ~ The coincidence oPorp/P1 ~ 2.9698~ 3, with Pory as the
~ 2.3 10%*W, as compared to the Bdfa et al. [(1998) models, orbital andP; primary’s rotation period, has been noted before
suggests some additional processes may be at work. but we assume no resonance between the primary’s_rotati:bn an
The temperature reversal between the primary and second& 0rbit for our calculations. These resonances typiaztyur
may result from a dference between their ages. The secondalfySystems with rigid bodies where a fixed deformation of aste
could be~ 0.5Myr older than the primary, as proposed byne body persists, suchas in the Sun-Mercury configuratin w
Stassun et al[ (2007) (see also D'Antona & Mazzitélli (1997)Mercury trapped in a/2 spin-orbit resonance. We assume that,
A difference of 0.5Myr could allow the secondary to hav® the context of tides, BDs may rather be treated as fluids and

converted the necessary amount of gravitational energy i€ shape of the body is not fixed. L L
hedlll, which would explain its luminosity excess. But evolution-  With this paper, we present the first investigation of tiael i

ary models are very uncertain for agesl Myr m teraction between BDs. In Selt. 2 we introduce four models fo
2002: Wuchtet 2005; Marley etAl. 2007: Mohanty €t al 200-;'5dal interaction and discuss how we convert the computed en

and, in any case, the age determination and physical natfE8 rates into an increase iffective temperature. Se¢ 3 is
of these very young objects is subject to debm efigvoted to the results of our calculations, while we dedh Wit

2008/2009). Furthermore, the mutual capture of BDs and LvEpservational implications in Se€d. 4. We end with condosi
into binary systems after each component formed indepéiout tidal heating in 2M053%)5, and in BDs in general, in
dently is probably too infrequent to account for the largenau Sectld.
ber of eclipsing LMS binaries with either temperature reaés
m|%keuemheretm 2001; hIirLauoovg)) 00% Tidal Models

Here, we consider the role that tidal heating may play in da—WO qua“tatlvely diferent models of tidal d|SS|pat|0n and
termining the temperatures of the BDs. In TaBle 1 we show tg¥olution have been developed over the last century: The
parameters of 2M05355 necessary for our calculations. Theconstant-phase-lagl (Goldreich & Sater 1966; Wisdom 2008
computed energy rates will add to the luminosity of the BDs irélraz-Mello etall 2008, Wis08 and FMO08 in the following),
some way (SecE_2.3) and will contribute to a temperaturé-de@nd the ‘constant-time-lag’ model (Fut 1981, Hut81 in the fo
ation compared to the case without a perturbing body (Skct. ®Wing). In the former model, the forces acting on the defedm
All these energy rates must be seen in the context of the lurRdy are described by a superposition of a static equilibpo-
nosities of the BDsL; ~ 8.9-107*W (luminosity of the primary) tential and a disturbing potential (FM08). The latter moalel
andL, ~ 6.6 - 10%*W (luminosity of the secondary). At a dis-Sumes the time between the passage of the perturbing body ove
tancea to the primary component, its luminosity is distributedi€ad and the passage of the tidal bulge is constant. Although
i.e. a 2D-projected — area afR2. With F1, as the flux of the Model provides a more accurate description of tffeots of

primary at distance, the irradiation from the primary onto thetides, so we apply formulations of both models. o
secondary i, is thus given by In the ‘constant-phase-lag’ model of FM08, quantitative ex

pressions have been developed to second order in eccentric-
ity e while the others include also higher orders. Higher and
Lyp=nREF,=nR2 Ly _ Lli. @) higher order expansions require assu_mption_s about thende_pe
- 20 2An a2 422 dence of a body'’s tidal response to an increasing numbedalf ti
frequencies, which involves considerable uncertaintgréfore
1 |n contrast to the Bafée etal. [(1998) tracks, the models byhigher order expansions do not necessarily provide more ac-
[D'Antona & Mazzitelll (1997) predict a temperature increds BDs _curacy (FMOS; rg_2009). In the ‘constant-phase-lag
for the first~ 30 Myr of their existence. model of Wis08, expressions i@ are developed to" order.
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The ‘constant-time-lag’ model of Hut81 does not include-pos
sible obliquities, while an enhanced version of that model b

ILevrard et al.[(2007) (Lev07) does. Qi 0 = 2(2Q; - 2n)

Tidal dissipation in BDs has not been observed or even con- Q £1j = X(20; - 3n)

sidered previously, and hence, neither model should tadeepr Qi e2i = X(2Qi — )

dence when calculating their tidal dissipation, espegisilhce Qi &5i = X(n)

neither tidal model is definitive_(Greenberg 2009). As our in Qi esi = X(Qi — 2n)

vestigation is the first to consider tidatfects on BDs, we o) . = 3(Q) ic(L2) @)
will employ several applicable, previously published misde i B9 = ! »h
2M0535-05. By surveying a range of plausible models and in-
ternal properties, usually encapsulated in the ‘tidalipatson ) o
function’ Q (Goldreich & Sotéf 1966), we may actually be ablavhereX(x) is the algebraic sign of, thusZ(x) = +1v -1,
to determine which model is more applicable to the case of B¥s= 27/Pom is the orbital frequency an@; = 27/P; are the

— assuming, of course, that tidal dissipation contributesially fotational frequencies of the primany< 1) and secondary ¢
to the observed temperature inversion. 2), P; being their rotational periods. The tidal frequencies are

functions of the tidal quality facto® of the deformed object,
which parametrizes the object’s tidal response to the pegtu
Itis defined as

Table 1. Orbital and physical parameters of 2M053% ) 1 Porb dE
Q _2nE0fo ( dt)’ 3
PROPERTY OBSERVED VALUE
a, semi-major axis 0.0407+0.0008 AU v_vhere Ep is the maximum energy store_d i_n the tidal distor-
e ccentiy ozzies000t0 101 and the ntearl over the energy dissiation etk
: . le (Goldreich & $
Pors, Orbital period . | 9-779556£0.000019d 7954y AlthougH Ogilvie & Lih (2004) conclude that tidal dis
i, orbital inclination to the line of sight 88.49+0.06° sipation rates of giant planets are not adequately repiesen
agé 1+0.5Myr by a constanQ-value, many parameterized tidal models rely
Ter1, Primary dfective temperatufe 2715+100K on this quantity. Measurements of the heat flux from Jugiter’
Ter2/Ter1, effective temperature rafio 1.050+0.002 moon lo during the fly-by of the Voyager 1 spacecraft, comthine
My, primary mas’s 0.0572::0.0033M, with a specific model of the history of the orbital resonarate,

' lowed for an estimate for the quality factQs,_ of Jupiter to be
Mz, secondary mass 0.0366+0.0022M 2.10° < Qq < 2- 10° (Yodel197D) whilé Aksnes & Franklin
Ry, primary rad'“% 0.690+0.011R, (2001) used historical changes in lo’s orbit to infer tiGat
Re, secondary radids 0.540+0.009R, is around 103, However, al._(2008) pointed out
L1, primary luminosity 8.9-10* +3-10W thatQ =  is not ruled oﬁfﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂw%o;
L,, secondary luminosity 6.6- 1024 +2- 107 W lloannou & Lindzeih 1993). Tides raised by Neptune on its moons
P,, rotational period of the primaty 3.293+0.001 d help to constrain the planet's quality factor to*#0 < Qg <
P,, rotational period of the secondary 14.05+0.05d 10+56 tha.ng.&.I:la.mlll%hLZD.dS). For M dwarfsQqy is as-
T : i sumed to be of order 2Qwhereas for rigid bodies like Earth
I_eﬁ,l, modeledT for the primary 2850K 20% O < 500 [ (500 L iar "ng 5B2004. and ref.

ot 2, ModeledT o for the secondardy 2700K t—am-d L—a—uﬁ—i .
— ) i erences therein). For BDs, howev€r,s even more uncertain,
Ry, modeled radius for the primeiry 0.626R, thus we will handle it as a free parameter in our procedures.
R., modeled radius for the secondéary 0.44R, FMO8 allows for the tidal amplitude to be feérent from
what it would be if the tide-raising body were fixed in space.
1 Gomez Maqueo Chew et al. (2008 Barafe et al. (1998), This concern is met by the dynamical Love numkgunder the

assumption that the tidally disturbed body had infinite ttoee-
spond. Without better knowledge of a body’s response tstide
we assume the dynamical Love number is the same as the poten-
tial Love number of degree R;. For the gas planets of the solar
system, this number has been calculated by Gavrilov & Zharko
). BDs may rather be treated as polytropes of ardeB/2
2.1. Constant phase lag (I. Barafe, private communication). We infer the Love number
from the relatiork, = 2kaps (Mardling & Linl2002) and use the
tables of apsidal motion constarkss given in_
(1955). These authors provide numerical calculation&fgifor
a polytrope ofit = 3/2. We findkaps = 0.143 and thugy = ky =
The potential of the perturbed body can be treated as tha-suffe286. This placesk, for BDs well in the regime spanned by
position of periodic contributions of tidal frequenciesdéffer- the gas giants of the solar system: Jupiter£ 0.379), Saturn
ent phase lags and the expression for the potential can be @x-= 0.341), UranusK, = 0.104) and Neptunekf = 0.127)

panded to first order in those lags (FM08). Those phase la§avrilov & ZharkoV 19777).
&K | k=0,1,2.5,8,9 Of thei™ body that we will need for our equations  Before we proceed to the equations for the tidal heatingrate

59,0,

are given by we sum up those for the orbital evolution of the semi-majas ax

3 assuming an uncertainty of 200 K Taz; and T2

2.1.1. Tidal model #1
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a, the eccentricitye and the putative obliquity. The latter pa- and rotational periods for 2M053B5, these equations reduce
rameter is the angle between the equatorial plane of onecof th
two bodies in a binary system and the orbital pldne (Winnlet al
[2005), frequently referred to as spin-orbit misalignmve.use

Egs. (56), (60) and (61) from FMO08 but our equations for a bi- g#1_ _
nary system with comparable masses need slight modification a1 8Qqab
since both constituents contribute significantly to theleion , 3Ky 2G|\/|2Rg
of a ande. We add both the terms for the secondary being theEffj,z =—_12

2
HaOMRE (4, 30790, - [4 + 5160

([4+56e%In+[2S3 - 4 - 28671, ).

6
perturber of the primaryi & 1, j = 2) and vice versa, since only 8Qza (10)
spin-orbit coupling is relevant, whereas spin-spin intéce can
be neglected. This results in Interestingly, for these particular values®f, Q, andn, theS;-
terms forEfi‘él cancel each other, so that it is not a function of
Z#1
da 3kqiM;R°n 147 1 Y1, whereassg; , does depend ofi.
i i;ZW (4so, + €°[~20e; + 5 el + 52
i 2.1.2. Tidal model #2
— 3es;] — 4S7[c0; — €3il) (4)  The model of Wis08 includes terms in eccentricity up to the 8

order, predicting higher tidal energy rates than for theatigns

of model #1. Equations for the evolution of the orbital pagam
de 3eky;iM;Rn 49 1 ters are not given in Wis08. Furthermore, in his theory the pe
- == v ( 0i = & &l + >82i +3esi|, (5) turbed body is assumed to be synchronously rotating with the

- .5
dt i=12 8Mi& orbital period. Since this is not the case for either of thesBD
7 in 2M0535-05, the following equations will only yield lower
% ) 3ky;M;REN S, ot ur o) © limits for the tidal heating. The tidal heating rates areegiby
F TV ..y 21koiGM2REN
whereky; is the dynamical Love numbey); the mass ang the Biai = 20,26 Gwis(© 1) (11)
radius of the deformed BL%; := sin(y;), with i; as the obliquity with
of the perturbed body, angl; | k=0.1.2589 are the tidal phase lags,
given in Eq.[2). S o
The total energy that is dissipated within the perturbed/bod 2 fut 4 fHut 1 i

its tidal energy rate, can be determined by summing the work dwis(& i) =7F 7@ Ci+ 7 39 (1+ C|2)
done by tidal torques (Egs. (48) and (49) in FM08). The change

in orbital energy of thé" body due to thg™ body is given by L3 e S cos(\)). (12)
14 g3 7
. 3k iGMZR? 147 1 where we use@; = cos(;) and
orbi = TGI N (4so; + €-20g0; + — 8Lt i
p L= V1-¢€,

- 385,i] - 4S|2 [go,i - 88,i] ) (7) f]'_'"-lt — 1 + ELez + @e“ + @96 + g)es
2 8 16 64"’
and the change in rotational energy is deduced to be

15 45 5
Hut _ 1, 202 44 O
it =1+ 2e2+ 3¢+ 15
. 3kgi GM2R: ’ 3,
Eroti = —7I8a6 i Qi (4eoj + €[~20eg; + 491 + £2)] fgt=1+3¢+ g%
+2S7 [~2e0; + &) + £9j]),  (8) Vs =1- %1e2 + %e“ + ée‘{ (13)

whereG is Newton’s gravitational constant. The total energy re-

leased inside the body then is following the nomenclature of Hut (1981) ahd Wisddm (2008)
Efi%,i =- (Eﬁrlm + Eﬁlt,i) > 0. (9) gs indicated. Fu_trrEhermorEg,i is the potential Love number of
egree 2 for the™ component of the binary system ang is
The greater-than sign in this equation is true, since eithern  a measure of the longitude of the node of the body’s equator
and orbital energy is converted into rotational energy2or n  on the orbit plane with respect to the pericenter of its orlbit
and the body is decelerated by a transfer of rotational gnetg  order to estimate the impact of; in the last term in Eq[{12),
orbital energy. In both cases, the dynamical energy of tetegy we assume this impact to be as large as possiles 0, and
is released within the distorted body. Ry = 0, e.g., Eqs[{7) compare it to the preceding terms. We find that for the case of
and [8) yieldEy},, = —p- (4 +57¢” + 4S7)/Q andEj;; = 0. 2M0535-05 the first three terms are of order 1, whereas the term
The approach for the calculation of tidal energy rates witonnected ta\; varies between 18 and 10°, depending ow;.
tidal model #1 depends on processes due to non-synchrondhese irrelevant contributions give us a justification tglaet
rotation viaex; = &;i(Qi, n) and includes a putative obliquity  the unknown values of; in 2M0535-05 for our computations,
and terms ok up to the second order. After inserting the orbitafacilitating the comparisons to the other models.
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2.2. Constant time lag where

2.2.1. Tidal model #3 fan(e Q) = leut szut o . szut Qi2 19)
Instead of assuming phase lags and superposition of freguen PRURS 25T B p2n g2 on2’
dependent potentials, the ‘equilibrium tide’ mode@llﬁ)

invokes a constant time lagbetween the line joining the Cen_Unfortunater, with these equations for the tidal energigsa
ag ] 9 model #3 neglects a potential obliquity of the body, which-pr

ters of the two bodies and the culmination of the tidal bulge ; : : :
the distorted object. With that assumption, the model Of8Hlu,[Q/ents us from a direct comparison with the other tidal madels

is mutually exclusive with the assumption of a fixed angle lag

(Goldreich & Soter 1966): in general, a fixed time lag arlid adixe2.2.2. Tidal model #4
angle lag result in very étierent behaviors of the tidal bulgeds , .
for the case of the ‘constant-time-lag’ model, we first sunthg Lhev07 ext?ndedeut$1s fo_rlngu_la for thﬁj;]'dc?l hene.rgyl réit(é to
equations governing the behavior of the orbital evolutidfith € C."’t‘je ob?n objectin eq:“' rium rotaiband they mlf uce

the purpose of easing a comparison between Hut81's quativ%ﬂss' e obliquities (see also Neron de Surgy & Laskar 1997)

(Egs. (9), (10), and (11) therein) and EJS. (4[3 (6) from th ougf) they dp not give thg equations for the orbital evohuti
paper for the theory of the ‘constant-phase-lag’ model #a, W&V07'S equations are equivalent to
transform the former into

) 3k2iGM.2R.5n
#4 > ]
= — e, i)s 20
da BKapsiGMRE Mo\ (R fHut . Qnia® fede v7) (20)
—fapsi i i 1 2 i
E = Z];ZT Ti (1+ VI)[BJ-S - ﬁ12 F‘], Whel’e
i=1,
i#]
(14) leut ( fZHUt /,312 )2
§Lev(e’ wl) = ﬂlS - fSHUt /ﬂg ( + 1_ Z/SIZ) (21)

-2 iGM;R’e M\ ( fHut fiut Q. . . o
d_e = Z 7kaps'—8’R5 T (1+ —')( 313 - 1—1470%) The ‘annual tidal quality factor’ is given ag;* = n 7. Even
dt i=12 a MiJ\B 185 n though Lev07’s equations invokg, and their equations resem-
1#] ble those of the models with constant phase lag, their approa

(15)  still assumes a constant-time-lag. Since Lev07 do not eXpli
connecttheiQ), to theQ of FM08 (model #1) and Wis08 (model
GM2R3,, #2), we kee andQ, as two diferent constants for our further
dyi _ ~Haps GMIRY: - trezatment. R and@
- I
dt Mia6féyi With these expansions, E.{20) involves terms in eccentric

Hut Hut 2 . , 5 ity up to ordere®. But since model #4 assumes tidal locking, i.e.
ffn 1 1o Mi+ M (5) Q . (16) Eiq is not a function of®, this model also yields just a lower
B2 Q280 B M \a/ n limit for the heating rates (Wisddm 2008).

with kgpsi as the apsidal motion constant of the perturbed bo%y 0 tidal heatin i )
(see Secm.lyé’i as the radius of gyration of thid body, .3. Converting tidal heating into temperature increase

which is defined by the body’s moment of inertja= MiréiFﬁz, Now that we have set up four distinct models for the calcula-

and ' tions of the additional tidal heating term for the BDs, thare
two physical processes that will be driven by these energgra
tidal inflation and temperature increase. Let’s thkaes the lumi-

frut _q, P2 154 5 6 nosity of either of the two 2M053505 BDs that it would have
- 4 8 64 "’ if it were a single BD andR andTeg as its corresponding radius
Hut 3e2 1, and dfective temperature. Then, by the Stefan-Boltzmann law
f4 =1+ E + ée . (17) QS.IQI&“LS_?IQ BQ'IZma“n 1&84)
Hut81 then calculates the energy dissipation rate withimark L= 47r§20’ssf§ff, (22)

system, caused by the influence of one of the two bodies on the _ .
other, as the change in the total enefy= Eom + Eror. Here, whereosg is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant. The radial expan-

Eob and Ero; are the orbital and rotational energies of the bod§jon in the binary case is given bike= R-Rand the temperature
(Egs. (A28) - (A35) in Hut81). For the tidal heating rateslus t Ncréase by @ = Ter — Ter. In its present state, the BD has a

it" constituent within the binary, this yields luminosity
. 3kapsiGM-2R5n2 L= Ein + E’ (23)
= ———— 1 Gule. Qi) (18) = oo :
tid, b I SHURS 2405 T, whereEj, is some additional internal energy rate. Solving Eq.

(23) for the temperature increase yields:

2 If e = 0 andy = 0, then there is a single tidal lag angleand

the tidal dissipation funtion can be written @= 1/ = 1/(wn). For E R a
the course of an orbit, where the tidal evolutiomaé negligible, both dr=|—="__ = Téﬁ - Ter. (24)
Q andr can be fixed. However, in a general case wheig constant 4nR20sp R

in time, Q will decrease as the orbital semi-major axis decays rand
increases. SQ would not be constant. 3 Wis08 calls this ‘asymptotic nonsynchronous rotation’.
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In the next step, we quantify the amount of tidal energy that Results
is converted into internal energy, leading to an increasefin
fective temperature. Since we will use the virial theoremdio 3.1. Orbital evolution
ideal, monoatomic gas to estimate the partition betweear-int
nal and gravitational energy, we first have to assess thauadgq In order to get a rough impression of how far the orbital config
of treating the 2M053505 BDs as ideal gases. We thereforaration of the system has evolved, we used the equationa give
show the degeneracy parametér= kgT/(ksTF) as a function in FMO08, to compute the change of its eccentri@tgnd of a
of radius in Fig[JL(Chabrier & Baffe!2000, |. Barfie, private possible obliquityy, of the secondary within the last 1.5 Myr.
communication.). Herekg is the Boltzmann constant, is the Since this time span is the upper bound for the system’s age,
local temperature within the gas akg = kg Tr is the Fermi en- confined by its localization within the Orion Nebulae and in-
ergy of a partially degenerate electron gas with an eledtesmi dicated by comparison with BD evolutionary tracks, we thus
temperaturdls. With respect taM, T and log(), g being the get the strongest changeseérand y,. If any initial obliquity
body’s gravitational acceleration at the surface, the BlDcst would be washed out already, could be neglected in the cal-
ture model corresponds to that of the primary, but with anadgeculations of tidal heating. Furthermore, the measuredredce
4.9 Myr. We find that for most of the BD, i.e. that portion of théty e could give a constraint to the tidal dissipation functi@n
structure in which the majority of the luminosity is releds® Computations based on the theory of ‘constant-time-lagldyi
is of order 1. This means that we may indeed approximate thealitatively similar results.

BDs ?S ideal ggses. o o For the evolution o, we relied on Eq.[{5). We took the ob-
~ With the time derivative of the virial theorem for anseryed eccentricite = 0.3216 as a starting value and evolved
ideal monoatomic gas (Kippenhahn & Weigert 1990, Sect. 3ilpackwards in time. To evolve the system into the past, we
therein), changed the sign of the right side of the equation. Furthezmo
we assumed that the quality facto@ and Q. of the pri-
L=E,=-Eg/2 (25) mary and secondary are equal, Ieadinng_: Q = Q and
’ &i = &ki(%, n, Q), because we are merely interested in a tenta-

tive estimate so far. This assumption should be a good approx

mg?rheaEl%? :E: ;%mdirt)icc)) rr?;ﬁri?;g:n'grgrai\gt?gﬁcsrltgﬁ%\ﬁv :If'nﬁjlation due to the similarity of the both components in teriins o
9y composition, temperature, mass, and radius.

energy and the other half causes an expansion of the BD. There
are currently no models for tidal inflation in BDs and the trea  The observed eccentricity of the system might give a con-
ment is beyond the scope of this paper. Instead of includiag tStraint to the possible values fQrsince @/dt depends o via
modeled BD radiR; into Eq. [24) we avoid further uncertaintiesék- CertainQ regimes could be incompatible with the observed
and fixR/R = 1 (see SecEl5 for a discussion of tidal inflation igccentricity of the system at a maximum age of 1.5 Myr, if éhes
the evolutionary context). The increase ffeetive temperature Q values would have caused the eccentricity to decay rapidly t
due to tidal heating then becomes 0 within this time. However, our simulations (FId. 2) shovath
the system has not yet evolved very far for the whole range of
: 14 Q and that the eccentricity of 2M05385 is in fact increasing
dT = Eiia/2 LT T (26) nowadays. In this system, circularization does not ocdue.db-
4rR2ogg o el served eccentricity of 0.3216 consequently does not cang:
In this first estimate, we fixed all other parameters in time, i
For T We took the values predicted by {he Baieset al.(1998) We neglected an evolution of the semi-major axisf possible
models (see Tabl€ 1). obliquitiesy; and we used constant radij and rotational fre-
Our neglect of tidal inflation makes this temperature inquenc_lesﬂi. We d'd.th's because we canr?ot yetincorporate the
crease an upper limit. Given that this neglect is arbitrary, €Volutionary behavior of the components’ raliiin the context
estimate how our constraints for l&@) = 3.5 andy, = 50° of tides and furthermore, there is no knowledge about ptessib

would change, if tidal inflation played a role in 2MO535. misalignmentsy; between the orbital plane and the equatorial

Comparing the observed radii of both BDs with the model pr&anes of the primary and secondary, respectively. A ctarsis

dictions (see TablEl1), radial expansions of 10% for the pffrolution ofR,, however, is necessary to evolve/dt as a func-
mary and 20% for the secondary seem realistic. Theoreti%'z?ln of ¢y andys, as given by Eq.[{4). Such a calculation was
investigations of tidal heating on the inflated transitingnet P¢Yond the scope of this study.

HD209458b by!(lbgui & Burrows 2009) support an estimate of The relative spin-geometry of the two BD rotational axes
tidal inflation by 20%. As a test, we assumed that the sewith respect to the orbital plane and with respect to eackroth
ondary BD in 2M053505 is tidally inflated, where its radiusis unknown in 2M053505. Anyhow, we can estimate if a pos-
in an isolated scenario would be 80% of its current value, i.sible obliquity that once existed for one of the BDs would sti
R = 0.8-Rin Eq. [24). In the non-inflated scenario wRR = 1, exist at an age of 1.5Myr or if it would have been washed out
the BD would reach a temperature increase ®f € 60K at up to the present. We used a numerical integration of[Eqo(6) t
log(Q,) = 3.5 andy, = 50° with model #2 (see Se¢f_3.3). Withevolvey, forward in time (Fig[2). For the secondary’s initial
the inflation, however, logj,) ~ 2.7 is needed to achieve theobliquity yini 2, we plot the state af» as a function of the qual-
same heating at, = 50°, whereas no obliquity at lo@)) = 3.5 ity factor Q, after an evolution of 1.5 Myr. We see that even for
would yield significant heating. Thus, if tidal inflation ing sec- a very small quality factor of 10and high initial obliquities the
ondary BD increases its radius by 20%, then the value forifie dsecondary is basically in its natal configuration today. S fitLis
sipation function required to yield the samg; would be about reasonable to include a putative misalignment of the seaognd
0.8 smaller in logQ) than in the case of no inflation. Thereforewith respect to the orbital plane in our considerations. Asm
the temperature we report in Sédt. 3 may, at worst, corresmon below, this is crucial for the calculations of the tidal hiegtand
log(Q) that is smaller by 0.8. the temperature reversal.
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3.2. Tidal heating in 2M0535—05 with model #1 3.4. Tidal heating in 2M0535—05 with model #3

In Fig.[3, we show the results for the tidal heating rates as-coSince the only free parameter in this model is the putativefix
puted after tidal model #1. As given by EG.{10), the tidaltmep  time lag 7, we show the tidal heating rates for both the pri-
of the primary does not depend on a putative obliquity, wagremary and the secondary only as a functionrah Fig.[2 with

that of the secondary does. Using this model, we find that tA& < 7 < 300's. For this range, model #3 yields energy rates and
luminosity gain of the secondary is, over the wh@erange, temperature rises that are compatible with the observethtsn
smaller than that of the primary, which mainly results frdme t ity and temperature overshoot of the secondary.#ar 100s
relation Efi%i o RS Figure[3 also shows that a growing obligthe heating rate for th_eHsecondazy becomes comparak_)le to the
uity shifts the gain in thermal energy towards higher vafoes OPServed one, namell;y ~ 1074 W. However, assuming a
fixed Q,. The observed overshootef10?*W in the secondary’s Similar time lagr; for the primary, the luminosity gain of the

luminosity can be reproduced with very small quality fastof Primary BD would be significantly higher than that of the sec-
Q. ~ 10® and high obliquities up tg, ~ 90°. ondary, which is not compatible with the observations. Tée a

In Fig.[, we show the results for the temperature increagﬁn.]lpti‘?nt(r)]fT.1 zt thshc?uld be ;(alid sinﬁe both BDS(;._';_G very
as per Eq.[{26) with the tidal energy rates coming from modgf""ar I their Séuc ;'.ra Properties, such as mass, Canpa,
#1. These rates yield only a slight temperature increasedtr temperature, and radius. . . —
constituents. Even for loW@ values of order 19and high oblig- The corresponding temperature increase is plotted irfFig. 8

uities of the secondary, the heating only reaches vaiueé K It shows that the more massive BD would experience a higher
’ ' nperature increase than its companion, assuming sitiner

We also see that the heating for the primary is computed to ggs. Since tidal heating is underway in 2M05& and was

greater than that for the secondary and no temperaturesadve - e - : :
would be expected. If both BDs have the same Q values, th&ipPably similar in the past (see Seict, 21.1), tidal heasif

model #1 is unable to explain the temperature reversal. \We C%er model #3 would have been more Important on the primary,
not rule out a system in which, e.g); = 10° andQ, = 1¢%, [orcing it to be even hotter than it would be without the per-

for which model #1 could explain the reversal. However, éhisr tﬁrbations of thg shecondar)é. The tﬁmﬁgratuikp&ncz tk))et\ggen
no reason to expect that similar bodies h&vgalues that span the primary and the secondary, which Is anticipated by evo

orders of magnitude. Hence, we conclude that model #1 can r{gpona}ry modelf,bwouldl b_e %vgnt!grgler. Lhﬁ’gthe tempegatu
ther reproduce the luminosity overshoot of the secondaryheo  'MVErSION cannot be explained by tidal model #5.
system’s temperature reversal.

3.5. Tidal heating in 2M0535—05 with model #4

3.3. Tidal heating in 2M0535-05 with model #2 The calculations based on model #4 yield significant heating
) ) ) ) rates in both BDs. Like in the case of models #1 and #2, the
This model yields the highest heating rates and hence tempginosity gain of the secondary at a fixed obliquity is, otrer
ature increases. The contrast between the absolute er&egy fwhole Q, range, smaller than that of the primary (Fig. 9). As
within the primaryE{7, and the secondary}?, is very small. for model #2, the dference betweeE? () and E% () is
In fact, for any given point iy-Q space, the heating rates dif{ess pronounced than in model #1. Assuming spin-orbit align
fer only by log€f7,/W) — log(Eg7,/W) ~ 0.1 (Fig.[8). The ment for the primary and a pronounced obliquity of the sec-
tidal energy rates of the secondary become comparable to #melary, tidal heating rates @&}, = 10°*W can be reached
observed luminosity overshoot at I€) ~ 3.5 andy, ~ 50°,  with log(Qn») ~ 3.5 andy, ~ 50°.

whereEf?, ~ 10°*W. A comparison of the heating rates from | jke model #2, #4 produces a reversal in temperature in-

model #2 with those of model #1 for either of the BDs showsrease by means of the modified Stefan-Boltzmann relation in

that model #2 provides higher rates, with growing contrast fEq. [26), due to the comparable heating rates of both BDs and

increasing obliquities. the significantly smaller radius of the secondary (Eig. 19
The temperature increase arising from the comparable heffid a reversal in tidal heating, i.eTg > dT; for any given

ing rates is inverted for a given spot on thdog(Q) plane. If point in y¥-Q, space. A temperature increasexo#0K can be

both BDs had the same obliquity and the same dissipatioarfacteached with logQn ) ~ 3.5 andy, ~ 50°. Since the equations

the secondary would experience a higher temperature isere®f model #4 provide merely a lower limit due to the assump-

As presented in Fifl] 6, the temperature increase after m@ds| tion of asymptotic non-synchronous rotati@h. might also be

significant only in the regime of very lo®@ and high obliquities. higher than 18° and the obliquity might be smaller than 50

Neglecting any orbital or thermal evolution of the systehe t Similar to model #2, tidal model #4 can reproduce the obskrve

observed temperature reversal could be reproduced by aggurtemperature reversal in a narrow region of ghlpg(Q) parame-

an obliquity for the secondary while the primary’s rotatixis ter space.

is nearly aligned with the normal of the orbital plane. Weenot

that the real heating will probably be greater since moded$t2 Discussion

sumes synchronous rotation, which is not the case for both Bﬁ'

in 2M0535-05 (see Tablgl1). The values@f andy, necessary We employed several tidal models to explore the tidal hgatin

to account for the observed increasé gandTes 2 may thus be in 2M0535-05. We found that, assuming similar tidal quality

further shifted towards more reasonable numbers(emight factorsQ and obliquitiesy for both BDs, the constant-phase-lag

also be higher than 6 and the obliquity might be smaller thanmodel #2 and the constant-time-lag model #4 yield a stronger

50°. Thus, for a narrow region in thg-log(Q) plane, model increase in fective temperature on the secondary mass BD than

#2 yields tidal energy rates for the secondary comparahls toon the primary. For certain regimes@$ andy, the tidal energy

observed luminosity overshoot and in this region the coebutrates in the secondary are of the correct amount to explain th

temperature increase can explain the observed temperaturdarger temperature in the smaller BD. A comparison between o

versal. computations based on the models #1 and #2 on the one hand and
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#3 and #4 on the other hand idfttult. The reference to a fixed While the two obliquitiesy; are intrinsic angles of the system,
tidal time lag might only be reconciled with the assumptidn dhey cannot be measured directly. They can only be infered f
Q! = nras done by Lev07, which is at least questionable singd ; and;, which depend on the position of the observer with
the assumption of a fixed time lag is not compatible with a fixe@spect to the system. Since we are only interested in tteitpes
phase lag. Furthermore, model #3 does not invoke obliguiti@ptions for the measurement of the obliquities in 2M0535,
which also complicates direct comparisons of the modelw@utpwe refer the reader to the papermtmow) for a dis-
cussion of Eq.[{27) and the geometrical aspects of the RME.
With i = 8849 the first term in Eq.[{27) degrades to insignifi-
cance, which yields cog() ~ sin(l.;) cos().

4.1.1. The Rossiter-McLaughlin effect in 2M0535-05 At low values forl, ; and2; the fitted solutions to the RME

h i implicati fth ising tidal are degenerate and there are multiple solutions within taicer
The geometricimplication of the most promising tidal max2 confidence interval. But our simulations for the transitvghioat

and #4 is that the obliquity of the 2M053B5 primary is negli- he error due to the observational noise is on the same osder a

gible and that of the secondarwis ~ 50° proyideo_l tidal heat- 1he error due to degeneracy and thus we find standard dengatio
ing accounts for thdey reversal and the luminosity excess O, | , and, of oy . ~ 20° ando, ~ 20° respectively. The un-
s *.2 2 ' )

tsrLerS‘tathggz%;nsg%gggej;ﬂg;%? ggﬁgg}ﬁ;g;?tler?ne;‘ggﬁg Meertainty iny, depends not only on the uncertaintied jn and
, . ; 2 . A2 but also on the actual values bf, and .. But in all cases,
Rossiter-McLaughlingect (RME) (Rossiter 1924; McLaughlin e standard deviation in the secondary’s obliquify < 20°.

[1924). : , s
. o , If present in 2M053505, a considerable misalignment of
_ The RME appears during transits in front of rotating Starge serzzondary BD of 5Ccould be detected with ad:-agccuracy
Hiding a fraction of the star’s surface results in the abeengf 20° or less. Thus, an observed value of 50 would be a 2.5-

of some corresponding rotational velocity contributionthe . . NN
broadening of thF()a stellagr lines. Thus. the c%anges in tleedin- < detection of spin-orbit misalignment. Unless RME measure-
: ' ments suggest ~ 90°, RME observations alone are unlikely

files become asymmetric (except for the midpoint of the it)msto provide definitive evidence that any of the tidal models we

and the center of a certain stellar line is shifted duringpadit, S .
which induces a change of the star’s radial velocity. Thesttd consider is responsible for the temperature reversal.

the resulting radial velocity curve depends on tffe@ive area

covered by the transiting object and its projected path tver 4.1.2. Further observations of BD binaries

stellar surface with respect to the spin axis of the covebgelaod

(for a detailed analysis of the RME see Ohta et al. 2005). Besides the option of RME measurements for testing the geo-

Using a code originally presented(in Dreizler et al. (2009etric implications, there does exist a possibility to fyeaur
we have undertaken simulations of the RME for various geemeéstimate of logQ) ~ 3.5 for BDs in general. Comparison of
ric configurations of 2M053505 during the primary eclipBe observed orbital properties with values constrained byethea-
as it would be seen with the Ultraviolet and Visual Echellons that govern the orbital evolution might constrain free
Spectrograph (UVES) at the Very Large Telescope (VLT) (s@arameters, her®. Using Eq. [(b), we find that, assuming only
Fig.[I1). For the data quality we assumed the constrainengiwa slight initial eccentricity of 0.05, the eccentricity oBBD bi-
by the UVES at the VLT exposure time calcul&am version nary system similar to 2M053®5, in terms of masses, radii,
3.2.2. The computations show that, using Th-Ar referenee-sp rotational frequencies, and semi-major axis would inczeasl
tra and also the telluric A and B bands as benchmarks, a timiéer~ 500 Myr if the quality factors of the two BDs are10*°
sampling with one spectrum every 1245s and/b 8f > 7 (see left panelin FidJZlZ).Ameasuremenem suchan evolved
around 8 600 A are necessary to get 21 measurements duringSiaée could not constrai@ in a 2M0535-05 analog since either
primary eclipse and an accuracy=0fL00 nys. the.mltlal eccentricity could have be_en relatively Iarglellwthe_

In principle, there are four parameters for the backgrourbit evolved rather slowly due to higQ values or a small ini-
object of the transit to be fitted in our simulations of the RMEial value ofe could have developed to a large eccentricity due
the rotational velocity,o, the inclination of the spin axes with to small values of.
respect to the line of sight,, the angle between the projection We also simulate the evolution of a 2M053%b analog but
of the spin and the projection of the orbital plane normabonwith a different rotational frequency of the primary constituentin
the celestial plang, and the orbital inclination with respect toorder to let the eccentricity decrease with time. We neglitite
the line of sighti. From light curve analyses, both rotational veevolution of all the other physical and orbital parameténses
locities in 2M0535-05 and the orbital inclinationare known. we are merely interested in a tentative estimate. For a gigan
Thus, for the simulation of the primary eclipsg, and 1, are didate system the analysis would require a self-consisteut
the remaining free parameters. pled evolution of all the dferential equations. For the arbitrary

The obliquitiesy; | i-12, i.e. the real 3-dimensional angle becase ofP; = P, = 14.05d we find that, even for the most ex-
tween the orbital normal and the spin axis of the occultedatbj treme but unrealistic case of an initial eccentricity eqadl, this
is related to the other angles as fictitious binary would be circularized on a timescale of My

for log(Q) < 5 (see right panel in Fig.12). Findings of old, ec-
centric BD binaries with rotational and orbital frequerscibat
cosi) = cos(x.) cosf) + sin(l i) sin() cosg). (27) vyield circularization in the respective system would setdo
limits to Q.

4.1. Constraints on the tidal dissipation function for BDs, Qgp

4 The ‘primary eclipse’ refers to the major flux decrease inghe-

tem’s light curve. Due to the significantly highefective temperature

of the secondary mass BD the primary eclipse occurs whernrimagy  4.1.3. Rotational periods in 2M0535-05

mass component transits in front of the secondary compaaoseeen

from Earth. Another, and in fact a crucial, constraint @ for BDs comes
5 httpy/www.eso.orgpbservingetc from the synchronization time scatgncn of the two BDs in
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2M0535-05. Following the equation given in Lev07 and takingionary retardation process triggered by the presenceeopti
the initial orbital mean motion and semi-major axis of theteyn mary as a perturber. Coupled radius-orbit evolutionary etod
as calculated with an uncoupled system dfetdiential equations have already given plausible explanations for the inflasetir
from model #1, we deriveyncn: = 0.07 Myr for the primary and of some extrasolar planets (Gu etlal. 2003;_Miller et al. 2009
tsynchz = 0.04 Myr for the secondary with log}) = 3.5. Since [Ibgui & Burrows 2008} Ibgui et al. 20094a,b).
the rotation in both BDs is not yet synchronized with the or- For a consistent description of the orbital and physical his
bit and the age of the system is about 1 Myr, Q& 3.5 is not tory of 2M0535-05, one would have to include the evolution of
consistent with the age of 2M05385. Both components shouldobliquitiesy;, BD radii R, eccentricitye, semi-major axis, and
have synchronous rotation rates already. We find the cemsistrotational frequencie®;. Note that there is a positive feedback
value forQ to bex 10*5, yielding synchronization time scalesbetween radial inflation and tidal heating: as tidal heating
tsynch1 = 0.69 Myr andtsynch2 2 0.37 Myr. flates the radius, the tidal heating rate can increase anti#in

To make this estimate f& more robust, we present the evo— may cause the radius to inflate even more. In a self-consiste
lution of the BDs’ rotational periods in Fif. L3 and compartei orbital and structural simulation of 2M05385, tidal inflation,
the critical period for a structural breaki;it. The evolution- neglected in our computations of tigg increase in Eq[{(26),
ary tracks are calculated with model #1 and Eq. (30) in FMO®&ill result naturally from the additional heating term iotiuced
As a rough approach we do not couple this equation with tholsg tides.
for the other orbital parameters. The left panel of Eig. 18nsh In conjunction with 2M053505 that means the actual heat-
that for logQ:1) = 3.5 andyy = 0° the primary’s initial rota- ing rates necessary to explain tfigr and luminosity excess
tion period 1 Myr ago is¥ 0.3d. The initial rotation period for in the secondary are lower than they would have to be if there
the secondary, for logf,) = 3.5 andy, = 0°, is about -0.2d, would be no historical context. Relating to Figs[ 116, 8, @Ad
where the algebraic sign contributes for a retrograde wiawl  the implied obliquity and factor for the secondary are — again —
(right panel in Fig[lIB). For most of its lifetime, the secang shifted towards lower and higher values, respectively. &aled
would have had a retrograde rotation and just switched the i the historical context of tidal interaction in 2M05385,
tation direction within the last few 10,000 yr, which is vam- > < 50° and logQ-2) > 3.5 may also explain the temperature
likely in statistical terms. Since the orbital momentumistbe reversal and the luminosity excess of the secondary.
order of 16%kgn?/s and the individual angular momenta are  These trends, however, are contrary to that induced by tidal
about 16*kgm? /s, the shrinking process might not have had iaflation. If tidal heating is responsible for a radial expim
serious impact on the rotational evolution. Tides have dateid of 10 and 20% in the primary and secondary, the values of the
the spin evolutions. dissipation factor necessary to explain Thg reversal would be

FollowinglScholz & Eisldfel (2005), the critical breakup pe-~ 0.8 smaller in logQ-) (see Seci. 213).
riod Pt depends only on the body’s radius and its mass. The
radius evolution for BDs is very uncertain for the first Myteaf
formation but we estimate their initial radii to be as largettze

solar radius. This yieldBci1 ~ 0.5d for both the primary and \we surveyed four dierent published tidal models, but neglect
thg secon_dary BD. As stated above, the moduli of the inigal rany evolutionary background of the system’s orbits and tme-c
tation periods of both BDs would have been smaller than 0.5@nents’ radii to calculate the tidal heating in 2M0585. Our
for Q values ofs 10*°. This inconsistency gives a lower limit calculations based on models #2 and #4, which are most cempat
to Q1 and Q; since values ok 10*> would need an initial ro- iple with the observed properties of the system, requirégabl
tation pe”OdS of both BDs which are smaller than their caiti tieSlﬂl ~ 0, Yo = 5¢° and a quahty factor |ng) ~ 3.5in order
breakup periods. Obliquities larger thahwould accelerate the to explain the luminosity excess of the secondary. Additityn
(backwards) evolution and yield even larger lower limits@  the observed temperature reversal follows naturally sivee
andQ. Thus, our simulations of the rotational period evolutiofay reproduce a reversal in temperature increase due @ tide
of both BDs require logQep) 2 3.5, whereas the tidal synchro-qT, > dT;. In model #2, synchronous rotation of the perturbed
nization timescale even claims |d@{p) > 4.5. body is assumed. Since this is not given in 2M0585, the ac-
tual heating rates will be even higher than those computesl he
Our results for the heating rates as per model #2 are thus lowe
limits, which shifts the implied obliquity of the secondaamd
Tidal heating must be seen in the evolutionary context @ Q factor to lower and higher values, respectively.
the system. On the one hand, the tidal energy rates gener-Considerations of the synchronization time scale for the BD
ate a temperature increase on the Kelvin-Helmholtz tinsdesc duet and the individual rotational breakup periods yielt-co
which is ~ 2 Myr for the BDs in 2M053505 — and thus on straints onQgp for BDs. We derive a lower limit of log0gp) >
the order of the system’s age, as per Hql (26). On the othgB. This is consistent with estimates @fvalues for M dwarfs,
hand, tidal heating will fiect the shrinking and cooling pro-log(Qum) ~ 5, and the quality factors of Jupiter; 20° < Qy, <
cess of young BDs in terms of an gvolutionary retardation. As. 105, and Neptune, 10< log(QS) < 10*° (see Secf Z11.1).
m: odels show (D'Antona & Mazzite An- na.& Mazz| thﬂmﬁlw& With log(Qsp) > 4.5 tidal heating alone can neither explain the
habri L l—ZO—QQ*—C—ab—e—&—M—O—QDh rier & Bafel2 ), single BDs cool temperature reversal in the system nor the luminosity exoés
and shrink significantly during their first Myrs after formaat. 4 . secondary.
Adding an energy source comparable to the luminosity of the 5 obliquity of 50, however, would be reasonable in view

object will slow down the aging processes such that the Ofyecent results from measurements of the RME in sevenad tra
served temperature and luminosity overshoot at some latat p siting exoplanet systefisCurrently, out of 18 planets there are

is not only due to the immediate tidal heating but also due ¥, ., significant spin-orbit misalignments 30° and some
its past evolution. Consequently, the luminosity and tempe

ature overshoot in the secondary might not (only) be due t¢ See [http/www.hs.uni-hamburg.dEN/Ing/PeyHeller for an
present-day tidal heating, but it could be a result of anwevoloverview.

5. Conclusions

4.2. Evolutionary embedment of tidal heating
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Fig. 1. Degeneracy parametét = ks T/(ksTg) (solid line) with
model parameters similar to those of the 2M05@5 primary
and radius-integrated luminosity(dashed line) as a function of
radius. To fit into the plotl. is normalized to 10.
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Fig. 2. Orbital evolution of 2M053505 after model #1 going back in time for 1.5 Myreft: Eccentricity evolution. Depending
on Q and on the age of the system, its initial eccentricity hashe&n smaller thar 0.3133, which is~ 97.4% of its current
value.Right: Obliquity evolution of the secondary BD for thredf@rent values of),. Simulations started at ‘time 0’ for ¢, €
{0°,20°,40°,60°, 80°} and were evolved backwards in time. For IQg) > 4 there is no significant changeyn. For all the treated
values ofQ,, the obliquity of the 2M053505 secondary is still close to its natal state.
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Fig. 4. Temperature increase after model #&ft: (Primary) Projection ofiT; onto the logQ1)-#1 plane. For a significant temper-
ature increaseQ; would have to be much smaller than®*#0but such a temperature increase is not observed in the ytiRight:
(Secondary) Projection afT, onto the logQ,)-y> plane. Even for very low values @, and high obliquities), the observed
temperature increase cannot be reconstructed. For any gaiat in they-log(Q) plane, d> < dT1, which does not support the

observed temperature reversal.
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Fig.5. Tidal heating after model #2.eft: (Primary) Projection oEffil onto the logQ1)-¥1 plane. The stepsize between contour
lines is chosento ba = 0.51in Iog(Egg‘l/W). The tidal energy rates strongly depend on a putativegaltyi, different from model
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Fig.6. Temperature increase after model #2ft: (Primary) Projection ofdT; onto the logQ:)-y1 plane.Right: (Secondary)

Projection ofdT, onto the logQ.)-¢» plane. For any given location in the Id@)-¥ plane, model #2 yields the strongest tem-

perature increase compared to the other models — both fgurthmary and the secondary, respectively. For a given spQ-in

space there is an inversion in temperature increake>T3, i.e. the less massive BD is heated more.
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Fig. 8. Temperature increase of the primary (solid line) and seapn(lashed line) after model #3. Contrary to what is obskrve
the primary would be hotter than the secondary.
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Fig.9. Tidal heating after model #4.eft: (Primary) Projection oEﬁgyl onto the logQ1)-¥1 plane. The stepsize between contour
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Fig. 10. Temperature increase after model #4ft: (Primary) Projection ofdT; onto the logQ:)-y1 plane.Right: (Secondary)
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Fig. 11. Simulations for the Rossiter-McLaughliffect as it would be seen with UVES during the primary eclips2M0535-05,
which occurs when the secondary mass BD is occulted by theapyi The @\ is 7.Left: The orbital inclinatiori is fixed at 8849
(see Tabl&ll) and = 0, which means the transiting primary BD follows a path datab the secondary’s equator. The alignment
of the secondary’s spin axls , varies between 90(perpendicular to the line of sight) and5®ight: With i fixed at 8849 and

l«2 =90, A, varies betweenQ(primary path parallel to the secondary’s equator) arfd(fmary path strongly misaligned with
the secondary’s equator).
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Fig. 12. Orbital evolution of a 2M053505 analog after model #Left: Eccentricity evolution for dferent values of) for the next
500 Myr. The initial eccentricity was arbitrarily choses; = 0.05. For logQ) < 3.5 this binary will be 2 disrupted within 500 Myr.
R|ght Eccentricity evolution of a 2M053805 analog but withP; = P, = 14.05d for diferent values of). Contrary to the scenario
in the left figure, the changed rotational period of the pryrD now leads to circularization of the system. Measuretiefe in
LMS binaries with known ages can give lower limits@
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Fig. 13. Rotational evolution of the two BDs in 2M05385 after model #1 for dierent values oQ; andQ,. Left: (Primary) Going
backwards in time, the rotation period decreases. FoiQdggé 3.5, P, drops below the critical period for structural breakup of
~ 0.5d already before the date of birth around 1 Myr agight: (Secondary) For log},) = 5.5 we show the tracks fay, = 0
and 80 for comparison. For log),) = 4.5 the rotation direction switches at aboet@.18 Myr and for logQ.) = 3.5 at roughly
—10,000yr.
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