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ABSTRACT

Dwarf nova (DN) superoutbursts are accompanied by superhumps, which change their periods and profiles over a superoutburst.

We present the TESS and ground-based observations of nine WZ Sge-type DNe and candidates in superoutburst. In TCP

J23580961+5502508, ASASSN-23ba, PNV J19030433−3102187, V748 Hya, and ASASSN-25ci, we confirmed double-peaked

oscillations called early superhumps, which are regarded as the unambiguous feature of WZ Sge-type DNe. On the other hand,

the superhump and outburst properties of MO Psc and V1676 Her suggest that they may not be a member of WZ Sge-type

DNe. The 2022 superoutburst of a confirmed WZ Sge-type DN TCP J05515391+6504346, however, lacked an early superhump

phase. We find superhumps in a WZ Sge-type DN ASASSN-20mq during its rebrightening outburst. Thanks to the continuous

coverage of TESS, we find the broken-powerlaw rise of the outburst light curve in V748 Hya and PNV J19030433−3102187,

previously found in only one WZ Sge-type DN observed by Kepler. Early superhumps appeared when the system reached≃ 40%

of the outburst peak flux. No orbital modulation from a hot spot is detected before and after this. This non-detection of orbital

humps on the early rise of V748 Hya constrains that the corresponding mass transfer rate should be below ≃ 1 × 1016 g s−1,

disfavouring an enhancement of a mass transfer rate by an order of magnitude or larger, even if it occurs. The contentious TESS

observations also confirm the coexistence of early and ordinary superhumps during their transition and ≤2-cycle duration of

stage A–B superhump transition in V748 Hya.

Key words: accretion, accretion discs – novae, cataclysmic variables – stars: dwarf novae

1 INTRODUCTION

Cataclysmic variables (CVs) are an interacting binary system host-

ing an accreting white dwarf (WD) as primary and a Roche-lobe-

filling main-sequence star as secondary (for a review, see Warner

1995; Hellier 2001). CVs are largely divided into magnetic and non-

magnetic populations, based on whether accretion along the mag-

netic columns of the WD occurs or not. Dwarf novae (DNe) form

a major subclass in non-magnetic CVs, which is characterized by

quasi-periodic outbursts with an amplitude of 1–9 mag, duration

of a few days–a month, and outburst cycle of weeks–decades. DN

outbursts are understood in the thermal instability model (for a re-

view, see Osaki 1996; Kimura 2020; Hameury 2020). In this model,

a cool disk in quiescence with neutral hydrogen increases its mass

by a constant mass transfer from the secondary star. Once the disk

reaches a critical surface density, hydrogen ionization triggers a rapid

increase in disk viscosity and disk accretion rate, resulting in a hot

and bright disk in outburst. After a disk depletes its mass, a cooling

wave propagates through a disk, and the disk returns to quiescence.

During more energetic thermal-instability outbursts in accret-

ing binary systems with a mass ratio (@ = "secondary/"WD where

"secondary and "WD are the secondary and WD mass, respectively)

lower than 0.3, a periodic variation called superhumps is observed.

They are characterized by a ≤0.3 mag amplitude and a period close

to the orbital period (Vogt 1974; Patterson et al. 1981; Niijima et al.

2021). DN outbursts accompanied by superhumps are called a super-

outburst, and DNe showing superoutbursts are classified as a SU

UMa-type DN. The superhump period (%SH) and profile evolve

throughout a superoutburst, and are categorized into some super-

hump stages (Kato et al. 2009). Ordinary superhumps are character-

ized by a single-peaked profile and a period slightly (1–3 %) longer

than the orbital period. This is understood as the consequence of

the precession of an eccentric disk distorted because of the 3:1 tidal

resonance (tidal instability; Whitehurst 1988; Hirose & Osaki 1990).

Ordinary superhumps are further divided into three stages based on

their period evolution: stage-A superhumps with growing amplitude

and the longest and stable period, stage-B superhumps with the in-

★ E-mail: yusuke@saao.ac.za

creasing period and decreasing amplitude, and stage-C superhumps

with the shortest period. Period derivatives of superhump period

(%dot = ¤%SH/%SH) are usually defined for stage B superhumps. In

the thermal-tidal instability (TTI) model, stage-A superhumps are

understood as the growth of tidal excitation at the 3:1 resonance

radius, and stage-B superhumps correspond to the inward propaga-

tion of eccentricity across a disk (Kato & Osaki 2013b). A system

with a mass ratio typically below 0.1 also shows early superhumps,

double-peaked variations with a period almost equal (≃0.1% level;

Patterson et al. 1981; Ishioka et al. 2002) to the orbital period. These

systems form a WZ Sge-type DN subclass (see Kato 2015, for a re-

view). The origin of early superhumps is attributed to the geometric

effect of the vertically extended double-arm structure in a disk ex-

cited by the 2:1 resonance (Lin & Papaloizou 1979; Osaki & Meyer

2002; Uemura et al. 2012). Because the 2:1 resonance suppresses the

growth of the 3:1 resonance (Lubow 1991), early superhumps are al-

ways observed before ordinary superhumps. This also naturally leads

to the long (≥1 week) waiting time before the appearance of ordi-

nary superhumps in a low-inclination system, where early superhump

amplitude is below the detection limit.

Numerous works have been carried out on superhumps with

ground observations (e.g. Lemm et al. 1993; Kato et al. 2009, and

their following series). However, they often suffer from observation

gaps and different data quality from different telescopes. The unpre-

dictable and infrequent superoutbursts also make it difficult to study

the early rise of an outburst. Compared to this, the Kepler space tele-

scope and Transiting Exoplanet Survey Satellite (TESS) provide con-

tinuous observations with high and uniform precision of photometry

(Koch et al. 2010; Howell et al. 2014; Ricker et al. 2015). Many CVs,

including SU UMa-type DNe and superoutbursts, have been stud-

ied with Kepler and TESS (e.g., Cannizzo et al. 2010; Wood et al.

2011; Osaki & Kato 2013; Court et al. 2019; Wei & Shengbang

2023; Boyle et al. 2024). Veresvarska et al. (2024) presented the

TESS observations of some WZ Sge-type DNe in quiescence. Ex-

amples of WZ Sge-type DNe in outburst with Kepler and TESS

observations are, however, still limited due to their longer out-

burst cycles (KSN:BS-C11a in Kepler and ASASSN-24hd in TESS;

Ridden-Harper et al. 2019; Tampo et al. 2025), despite their large

fraction in volume-limited samples (Pala et al. 2020).

MNRAS 000, 1–18 (2025)
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These Kepler and TESS observations of WZ Sge-type DNe in

outburst potentially give a clue to some of the important questions

about their nature. First is the origin of their long outburst cycle

over a decade (Ortolani et al. 1980; Kato 2015) and an energetic

outburst (total accreted mass 1–2 ×1024 g during a superoutburst;

Smak 1993) with very low mass transfer rate ( ¤"tr ≃ 1 × 1015 g s−1;

Smak 1993; Amantayeva et al. 2021; Neustroev & Mäntynen 2023).

In the framework of the TTI model, Smak (1993); Osaki (1995);

Howell et al. (1995) pointed out that the quiescence viscosity needs

to be as low as U ≤ 0.001 to prevent an outburst triggered within

a shorter outburst cycle. On the other hand, Lasota et al. (1995);

Hameury et al. (1997) discussed that, if the truncation of the inner

disk due to either the WD magnetosphere or the evaporation effect

works to prevent an inside-out outburst, a system can have a long

superoutburst cycle even with a quiescence viscosity similar to that

of SU UMa-type DNe (U ∼ 0.01). They also claimed that, in such

cases, an outburst must be triggered and maintained by the enhanced

mass transfer by a factor of≥100 from the secondary star because of a

shortage of disk mass stored before an outburst and a quasi-stable disk

in quiescence. Warner et al. (1996); Meyer-Hofmeister et al. (1998);

Matthews et al. (2007) discussed hybrid models with the inner disk

truncation and outbursts triggered under the constant mass trans-

fer rate and various values of quiescence viscosity. In a case where

an outburst is triggered and maintained by the mass transfer burst

from the secondary star, a natural expectation is enhanced emis-

sion from the hot spot on the outburst rise and maximum. However,

such a behaviour has never been observed in WZ Sge-type DNe

photometrically (Ishioka et al. 2002; Kato 2015) and spectroscopi-

cally (Tovmassian et al. 2022), although the samples are very limited

due to their unpredictable outbursts and long outburst cycles. Al-

though KSN:BS-C11a was observed from its early outburst rise, its

orbital profiles were not resolved due to the long cadence (≃30 min)

of Kepler (Ridden-Harper et al. 2019). Moreover, they reported the

broken-powerlaw light curve in the outburst rise, which is still not

observed in other WZ Sge-type DNe. The unbiased observations by

TESS are expected to provide more samples on the earliest outburst

rise with better time resolution.

Another important aspect is understanding superhump evolution.

Especially the superhump stage transitions are linked to the response

of a disk to tidal forces and pressure effects in the TTI model,

and are also potentially correlated with changes in X-ray proper-

ties (Neustroev et al. 2018; Niijima et al. 2021). More continuous

observations with TESS than with ground-based observations are

suitable to study the timescales and smoothness of stage transitions

in superoutbursts. Tampo et al. (2025) reported that the superhump

evolution of ASASSN-24hd is essentially identical to SU UMa-type

dwarf novae observed with Kepler and TESS, given its relatively large

mass ratio for a WZ Sge-type DNe. Since these superhump proper-

ties greatly depend on the mass ratio of a system (Patterson et al.

2005; Kato et al. 2009), expanding samples into a wider range of

mass ratios and unique outbursts is beneficial for improving our un-

derstanding of the TTI model.

In this paper, we report the TESS and ground-based observations

of nine WZ Sge-type DNe and candidates in superoutburst with

various orbital periods and mass ratios. The remainder of this paper

is structured as follows. We present an overview of our samples and

details of observations and analyses in Section 2. The results of our

samples are presented in Section 3. We discuss their superhump

and light curve properties obtained from the TESS observations in

Section 4. Section 5 summarises the discoveries of this paper.

2 OBSERVATION AND ANALYSIS

2.1 Target selection

We first cross-checked the fields of view and epochs of the available

TESS Full Frame Image (FFI) up to Sector 93 (June 2025) with

known WZ Sge-type DNe and candidates in the AAVSO Variable

Star Index (VSX; Watson et al. 2006). Our visual inspection yields

nine WZ Sge-type DNe and candidates in outburst coinciding with

the TESS observations, in addition to ASASSN-24hd in Tampo et al.

(2025). These nine systems are summarised in Table 1. Among our

samples, ASASSN-20mq and ASASSN-25ci are listed as a WZ Sge-

type DN candidate (UGWZ:) in VSX. We note that there is no lit-

erature reporting early superhumps for PNV J19030433−3102187,

MO Psc, and V1676 Her but listed as a confirmed WZ Sge-type DN

in VSX (see Sections 3.2 3.6, and 3.7). The quiescence magnitude

is available for all nine systems, and hence their outburst amplitudes

are known. A distance with Gaia EDR3 (Bailer-Jones et al. 2021) is

available for ASASSN-20mq, TCP J23580961+5502508, and V748

Hya. Two outbursts in our samples were observed across two sectors

(TCP J05515391+6504346 in Sectors 59 and 60 and V1676 Her in

Sectors 78 and 79), while the outbursts in the rest of our targets were

observed only in one sector. Because their quiescence brightness is

fainter than the typical limiting magnitude of TESS around 18 mag,

we did not find any associated sources in other sectors of TESS.

2.2 TESS observations

To obtain the TESS light curve, we used the FFIs calibrated through

the TESS Science Processing Operations Center (SPOC) pipeline.

We downloaded the 90×90 pixels around the coordinate of our target

via the Mikulski Archive for Space Telescopes (MAST) portal web-

site. The photometry was performed using the TESSreduce1 pack-

age (Ridden-Harper et al. 2021). We manually selected the frames

before or after the outburst in a respective sector to be used for

creating the reference image. After subtracting the reference image

and backgrounds by TESSreduce, a PSF photometry was performed

around the target following the default setups of this package. For

TCP J05515391+6504346 and V1676 Her, we analysed two sec-

tors independently. This results in the differential flux �TESS (e s−1).

We converted this flux to relative magnitude "TESS (mag) simply

assuming "TESS = −2.5 log(�TESS).

After extracting the light curve with the TESSreduce, the global

trend of the outburst rise, plateau, and rapid decline was removed

by subtracting a smoothed light curve obtained by locally weighted

polynomial regression (LOWESS; Cleveland 1979). The superhump

maxima were determined following Kato et al. (2009); Kato & Osaki

(2013a). $ −� diagram of superhump maxima is used to present the

evolution of the superhump period. The phase dispersion minimi-

sation (PDM; Stellingwerf 1978) method was applied for a period

determination of superhumps in this paper. The 1f error for the PDM

analysis is determined following Fernie (1989); Kato et al. (2010).

2.3 VSNET observations

To cover the observation gaps in TESS, we also analysed the ground-

based time-series observations obtained through the VSNET collab-

oration (Kato et al. 2004). We also obtained the time-resolved pho-

tometries with the Mookodi on the Lesedi telescope (Erasmus et al.

1 https://github.com/CheerfulUser/TESSreduce/tree/master
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Table 1. WZ Sge-type dwarf novae and candidates analysed in this paper.

Name VSX type Sector Quiescence Distance Observers and observatories ∗

(mag) (pc)

ASASSN-20mq UGWZ: 31 � = 20.52(1) 988+673
−382

MLF, HaC

MO Psc UGWZ 42 6 = 22.0(1) — —

TCP J23580961+5502508 UGWZ 57 � = 20.61(1) 835+628
−344

BSM, HaC, Ioh, Kis, KU, OKU, San, Trt, Vih

TCP J05515391+6504346 UGWZ 59,60 � = 20.58(1) — †CRI, Vih, Ioh, Kai, KU, MZK, OKU, PIE, Shu, Trt, Van

ASASSN-23ba UGWZ 62 � ≃ 21.61 — HaC, Ioh, MLF, SPE

PNV J19030433−3102187 UGWZ 67 � = 20.71(1) — GBo, HaC, Ioh

V1676 Her UGWZ 78,79 6 = 21.50(8) — —

V748 Hya UGWZ 89 � = 19.27(1) 281+19
−20

HaC, Ioh, SAAO

ASASSN-25ci UGWZ: 93 � ≃ 21.04 — HaC, MLF

∗BSM=S.M. Brincat, CRI=Crimean Ast. Obs., GBo=G. Bolt, HaC=F.-J. Hambsch, Ioh=H. Itoh, Kai=K. Kasai, Kis=S. Kiyota,

KU=Kyoto Univ., MLF=B. Monard, MZK=K. Menzies, OKU=Osaka Kyoiku Univ., PIE=J. Pietz, Trt=T. Tordai,

SAAO=South African Ast. Obs., San=Y. Sano, Shu=S.Y. Shugarov, SPE=P. Starr, Van=T. Vanmunster, Vih=Vihorlat Obs.
†The observers of TCP J05515391+6504346 are for its 2019 superoutburst.

2024) at the Sutherland observatory of the South African Astronom-

ical Observatory. These observers and observatories are summarised

in Table 1. We reduced these data independently in the same manner

as the TESS data; detrending of light curves by LOWESS, PDM for

period determination, and $ − � diagram to track the evolution of

superhump periods.

2.4 Other time-domain surveys

We have also downloaded the archival datasets of other time-domain

surveys, namely the All-Sky Automated Survey for SuperNovae

(ASAS-SN) Sky Patrol (Shappee et al. 2014; Kochanek et al. 2017;

Hart et al. 2023), the Asteroid Terrestrial-impact Last Alert Sys-

tem (ATLAS; Tonry et al. 2018; Heinze et al. 2018; Smith et al.

2020; Shingles et al. 2021), and the Zwicky Transient Facility (ZTF;

Bellm et al. 2019; Masci et al. 2018) broker Automatic Learning for

the Rapid Classification of Events (ALeRCE; Förster et al. 2021),

to study the overall profile of an outburst, rebrightening, and past

activities. We did not use these survey data for the period analysis.

3 RESULTS

Our results on individual outbursts are presented in Fig. 1–5. The

panel (d) presents the overall light curve around the outburst from

ASAS-SN, ATLAS, and ZTF. The panels (c) and (b) show the raw

and detrended light curves from the TESS observations. The panel

(a) presents the $ − � diagram of superhump maxima based on the

TESS (filled circles) and VSNET (open circles) observations. The

$−� of the VSNET observations is vertically shifted for visualisation

purposes. Table 2 summarises the obtained superhump periods via

the PDM analysis. The period derivative %dot is measured using the

superhump maxima during the stage-B superhump phase. We also

derived the mass ratio for the systems in the cases where both early

and stage-A superhump periods are available, based on the relation

between the superhump period excess during the stage-A superhumps

and mass ratio (Kato & Osaki 2013b; Kato 2022b). In all systems, we

assume that the early superhump is equal to the orbital one, following

the same manner as in the above papers. Fig. 6 – 8 present the result

of PDM analysis (left panels) and the phase-averaged profile with its

best period (right panels).
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Figure 1. The outburst light curves and the $ − � diagram of superhump

maxima of ASASSN-20mq. (a); The $ −� diagram of superhump maxima.

� = BJD 2459144.56543+�×0.05520. The filled and open circles represent

the superhump maxima determined using the TESS and VSNET observations,

respectively. The VSNET data are vertically shifted (−0.025 d) for better

visualisation. (b); detrended TESS light curve in the TESS flux scale (e s−1).

The light curve is binned in 0.01 d. (c); TESS light curve in a log-flux scale.

The light curve is binned in 0.2 d. The v-shaped markers represent the 3f non-

detection in the differential flux. (d); Corresponding light curve from other

survey facilities. The filled circle, filled square, open square, filled triangle,

and open triangle represent the data of ASAS-SN 6 band, ATLAS 2 band,

ATLAS > band, ZTF 6 band, and ZTF A band, respectively. The V-shaped

markers represent the upper-limit observations from ATLAS. The horizontal

dashed line shows the brightness of the quiescence counterpart in Table 1.
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Figure 2. The same figure as Fig. 1 of MO Psc (left;� = BJD 2459461.27527+�×0.06022.) and TCP J2358+55 (right;� = BJD 2459853.39630+�×0.06006.).
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Figure 3. The same figure as Fig. 1 of TCP J0551+65 (left; � = BJD 2459931.79740 + � × 0.05838.) and ASASSN-23ba (right; � = BJD 2459994.26987 +

� × 0.05720.). The dip in the middle of the outburst of TCP J0551+65 is due to the flaring backgrounds.
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Figure 4. The same figure as Fig. 1 of PNV J1903−31 (left; � = BJD 2460144.58700 +� × 0.05769.) and V1676 Her (right; � = BJD 2460448.98684 +� ×

0.08380.). The pre-outburst flares of PNV J1903−31 are due to the varying backgrounds and contaminations.

Table 2. Superhump periods %SH, superhump period derivatives %dot, and mass ratios @ of our targets based on the TESS observations.

Name %early SH %stage-A SH %stage-B SH %SH %dot @

(d) (d) (d) (d) (cycle−1)

ASASSN-20mq — 0.0559(1)∗ 0.05508(2)∗ 0.05520(1)‡ 7(4) ×10−5∗ —

MO Psc — — — 0.06025(2)§ — —

TCP J23580961+5502508 0.059371(3) 0.06105(2)∗ 0.060059(3) — 3.1(3) ×10−5 0.074(1)

TCP J05515391+6504346 0.057345(8)∗ 0.0598(2) 0.05819(1) — 10(4) ×10−5 0.12(1)

ASASSN-23ba 0.056605(4) 0.05809(9) 0.05705(3) — 1(12) ×10−5 0.068(5)

PNV J19030433−3102187 0.05694(1) 0.05863(5)∗ 0.057701(4)∗ — 2.9(6) ×10−5∗ 0.078(3)

V1676 Her — — 0.08381(1) 0.08102(6)‖ −16(1)×10−5 —

V748 Hya 0.061861(9) 0.06423(5) 0.063341(5) — 12.5(2) ×10−5 0.103(3)

ASASSN-25ci 0.052948(8) 0.05431(9) 0.053656(9) — 4.8(9) ×10−5 0.067(5)

∗Based on the VSNET observations.
‡Superhumps during the rebrightening outburst.
§Ordinary stage-B or stage-C superhumps.
‖Variations before the appearance of ordinary superhumps.

3.1 ASASSN-20mq

ASAS-SN discovered ASASSN-20mq in outburst at 6 =13.26

mag in September 2020. Fig. 1 presents the obtained results

of ASASSN-20mq. The quiescence counterpart is Gaia EDR3

4791878210236290432 � = 20.52(1) mag at 988+673
−382

pc, hence the

outburst amplitude is ≃ 7.2 mag. The corresponding absolute mag-

nitudes at outburst maximum and in quiescence are "6 = 3.3(1.1)

and "� = 10.5(1.1) mag, respectively, typical of WZ Sge-type DNe

(Tampo et al. 2020). The main outburst lasted for ≃20 days, and was

then followed by the rebrightening outburst for 6 d. Such a flat-top

profile is known as the type-A rebrightening episode (Imada et al.

2006). ASASSN-20mq is suggested to be a WZ Sge-type DN based

on this large outburst amplitude, the long waiting time before the

appearance of ordinary superhumps, and its short superhump period

of 0.05502(2) d (vsnet-alert 24781, 247922).

2 All vsnet-alerts presented in this paper are available at

http://ooruri.kusastro.kyoto-u.ac.jp/mailarchive/vsnet-alert
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Figure 5. The same figure as Fig. 1 of V748 Hya (left; � = BJD 2460730.13400 + � × 0.063385.) and ASASSN-25ci (right; � = BJD 2460831.51575 + � ×

0.053630.).

The 2020 superoutburst in TESS

The TESS observation in Sector 31 covers only the rebrightening

outburst (panels (c) and (d) of Fig. 1). The PDM analysis during this

rebrightening outburst yields a period of 0.05520(1) d. The phase-

averaged profile shows a single and smooth peak with an amplitude

of 0.09 mag (Fig. 8), typical of those observed during type-A re-

brightenings (e.g. Kimura et al. 2016). We did not find any secure

trends in the $ − � diagram during this rebrightening outburst.

The VSNET observations detected ordinary superhumps during

the main outburst. The periods of stage-A and stage-B superhumps

are 0.0559(1) and 0.05508(2) d, respectively. This stage-B super-

hump period is shorter than that during the rebrightening outburst,

consistent with other WZ Sge-type DNe (Kato et al. 2008). The %dot

during the stage-B superhumps is obtained as 7(4) ×10−5 cycle −1.

The ordinary superhumps appeared around BJD 2459128. Although

the time-resolved observations before this date show small varia-

tions, no clear periodicity was found. We estimate the mass ratio of

ASASSN-20mq as 0.09(3) based on the %dot and equation 30 in Kato

(2022b). Hence, we confirm the previous classification of ASASSN-

20mq as a WZ Sge-type DN with a low inclination because of this

long (≃1 week) waiting time before the appearance of ordinary su-

perhumps, its short superhump period, large outburst amplitude, long

outburst duration, and lack of any previous outbursts.

3.2 MO Psc

MO Psc (=USNO-B1.0 0915-0569037=OT J231110.9+013003) was

first discovered in outburst by K. Itagaki in 2007. This system un-

derwent another outburst in 2021, and Shugarov & Malashevich

(2021) suggested MO Psc as a WZ Sge-type DN candidate based

on their claimed superhump period of 0.05161 d during the rapid

decline of its 2021 superoutburst. The quiescence counterpart is Pan-

STARRS release 1 (PS1) 109803477953651318 6 = 22.0(1) mag

(Magnier et al. 2020). There are no associated Gaia EDR3 objects.

The 2021 superoutburst peaked on BJD 2459452 at around 6 =14.3

mag (left panels of Fig. 2). The rapid decline from the outburst was

observed on BJD 2459467. Hence, the outburst amplitude was 7.5

mag while the outburst duration was just 15 d, one of the shortest

among known WZ Sge-type DNe (e.g. see fig. 11 of Tampo et al.

2024). Moreover, the outburst was followed by a complex series of

rebrightening outbursts, likely type-B rebrightening series (multiple

rebrightening outbursts; Imada et al. 2006).

The 2021 superoutburst in TESS

TESS in sector 42 covers this 2021 superoutburst from the outburst

rise to the start of the rebrightening outbursts. TESS records the out-

burst rise on BJD 2459452 (see Fig. 12 as well). The rise timescale

is 0.125(3) d mag−1. We detect the superhumps on BJD 2459461

– 2459466 with a period of 0.06025(2) d. The phase-averaged light

curve shows a single-peaked profile with an amplitude of 0.10 mag

(Fig. 8). There was no secure change of superhump periods, so we

tentatively assign them as either ordinary stage-B or stage-C super-

humps. We note that, due to the large scatter of the background,

no significant period is detected during the first two quarters of the

sector. We did not detect any significant periodicity during the rapid

decline in the TESS data (BJD 2459467–2459468).

The obtained superhump period in TESS does not agree with the

MNRAS 000, 1–18 (2025)
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Figure 6. Results of PDM analysis (left) and phase-folded profiles (right) in selected time windows using the TESS observations. The superhump amplitudes

are normalised to 0.1 mag for visualisation purposes. The actual amplitude is shown to the right in a magnitude scale. The superhump phase is arbitrarily

determined. The top, middle, and bottom panels present the data of ASASSN-23ba (early, ordinary stage-A, and ordinary stage-B superhumps from top to

bottom), V748 Hya (early, ordinary stage-A, and ordinary stage-B superhumps from top to bottom), and ASASSN-25ci (early, ordinary stage-A, and ordinary

stage-B superhumps from top to bottom).

previously reported superhump period during the rapid decline phase.

Since the TESS observations present this periodic variation for 40

cycles in the superoutburst plateau, the detected period is likely true.

Although superhump period changes during an outburst, the differ-

ence of more than 15% is too large compared to any reported changes

(e.g. Kato et al. 2009). With this relatively long (0.06025(2) d) su-

perhump period rather than the previously reported one (0.05161 d;

Shugarov & Malashevich 2021), together with its short outburst du-

ration (≃15 d), we suspects that MO Psc could be an SU UMa-type

DN with no excitation of the 2:1 resonance, nevertheless the repeating

rebrightening outbursts is commonly observed only in evolved WZ

Sge-type DNe and SU UMa-type with long (≥ 0.1 d) superhump pe-

riod (Mróz et al. 2015; Kato 2020). Outbursts with a similar duration

were observed in a WZ Sge-type DN RZ Leo, although its orbital pe-

riod is even longer (0.07604 d; Ishioka et al. 2001; Kato et al. 2009)

and it showed just a single rebrightening outburst. Another possibil-

ity is that this 2021 superoutburst lacked an early superhump phase

despite MO Psc being a system with a mass ratio low enough to trig-

ger the 2:1 resonance (see Section 3.4 and e.g. Kimura et al. 2016).

However, such an outburst usually follows within a few years after a

more energetic superoutburst with early superhumps. Non-detection

of any outbursts in ASAS-SN since October 2012 up to this 2021

superoutburst disfavours this scenario. Future studies of MO Psc ei-

ther in quiescence or next outburst are required to confirm its WZ

Sge-type nature.

3.3 TCP J23580961+5502508

TCP J23580961+5502508 (hereafter TCP J2358+55)3 was discov-

ered at 12.0 mag (unfiltered) by T. Kojima in outburst in September

2022, and peaked at 6 = 11.7 mag on BJD 2459863.6 according

to ASAS-SN (right panels of Fig. 2). TCP J2358+55 was classified

as a WZ Sge-type DN based on the detection of 0.2-mag-amplitude

3 http://www.cbat.eps.harvard.edu/unconf/followups/J23580961+5502508.html
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Figure 7. Same figure as Fig. 6, for TCP J2358+55 (early (top) and ordinary stage-B (bottom) superhumps), TCP J0551+65 (ordinary stage-A (top) and ordinary

stage-B (bottom) superhumps), and V1676 Her (pre-stage-A-superhump oscillation (top) and ordinary stage-B (bottom) superhumps) from top to bottom.

early superhumps (vsnet-alert 26954). The counterpart is Gaia EDR3

1993876650919517440 � =20.61(1) mag, hence the outburst am-

plitude is ≃ 8.6 mag. The corresponding distance is 835+628
−344

pc,

resulting in the absolute magnitudes at outburst maximum and in

quiescence are "6 = 2.1(1.2) and "� = 11.0(1.2) mag, respectively.

The outburst duration was≃24.5 d from the outburst maximum to the

start of the rapid fading (BJD 2459878.2). No rebrightenings were

recorded in ATLAS and ASAS-SN.

The 2022 superoutburst in TESS

TCP J2358+55 was observed by TESS in Sector 57. These TESS

observations cover its 2022 superoutburst just after the outburst max-

imum to the end of the rapid decline phase. We detect superhumps

throughout the superoutburst. Based on the$−� diagram and phase-

averaged profile, the early and stage-B superhump phases correspond

to BJD 2459852.5 – 2459863.5 and BJD 2459867.75 – 2459877.5,

respectively. We determined their superhump periods as 0.059371(3)

and 0.060059(3) d, respectively (Fig. 7). %dot in stage-B superhumps

is 3.1(3) ×10−5 cycle −1. The mean amplitude of early superhumps

is 0.07 mag (Fig. 7). Judging from the $ − � diagram, the stage-A

superhump is mostly missed due to the observation gap between the

second and third quarters. Using the VSNET data, we obtained the

stage-A superhump period as 0.06105(2) d. Together with its early

superhump period, the mass ratio-superhump excess relation yields

its mass ratio as 0.074(1).

3.4 TCP J05515391+6504346

TCP J05515391+6504346 (hereafter TCP J0551+65 4) was discov-

ered in 2019 April and classified as a WZ Sge-type DN (vsnet-alert

23127). This 2019 superoutburst showed clear early superhumps with

an amplitude of 0.16 mag and a period of 0.057345(8) d (vsnet-

alert 23143; Fig. 9). The quiescence counterpart is Gaia EDR3

287903786839962624 � = 20.58(1) mag. Although there was no

record of rebrightening outbursts right after the 2019 superoutburst,

ZTF (ZTF19aaofigg in ALeRCE5) has detected further outbursts in

July 2021 at A ≃ 17.5 mag and in December 2022 (left panel of Fig.

3), ≃850 and 1350 days after the discovery outburst. This 2022 out-

burst peaked around A = 15.39(1) mag on BJD 2459934, and entered

the rapid decline on BJD 2459946.5, giving the outburst duration of

≃12.5 d. These numbers are considerably smaller than those in its

2019 superoutburst, which peaked at 13.2 mag (unfiltered) and lasted

for ≃25 d (see Fig. 9). The 2021 outburst appears even fainter (peak

4 http://www.cbat.eps.harvard.edu/unconf/followups/J05515391+6504346.html
5 https://alerce.online/object/ZTF19aaofigg
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Figure 9. Comparison of the $ −� diagrams (top) and light curve (bottom)

during the 2019 (red) and 2022 (blue) superoutbursts of TCP J0551+65.

The symbols in the bottom panel are the same as Fig. 1. The x and y axes

are shifted to match the $ − � diagram around the stage A–B superhump

transition.

at A ≃ 17.5) and shorter (5 detections only in one night), which can

be a normal outburst or even a non-astrophysical event.

The 2022 superoutburst in TESS

This 2022 superoutburst was covered in the TESS Sectors 59 and

60. The rise timescale is measured as 0.070(4) d mag−1. Single-

peaked variations are clearly visible at the outburst maximum on

around BJD 2459932.4. These variations show a period of 0.0598(2)

d, significantly longer than the early superhumps observed in its

2019 superoutburst. Based on the $ − � diagram, the stage A–B

superhump transition occurred around BJD 2459934.1 or � ≃ 40.

We determined the periods of stage-A and stage-B superhumps as

0.0598(2) and 0.05819(1) d, respectively (Fig. 7). Considering this

appearance of ordinary superhumps at outburst maximum, fainter

outburst maximum, and shorter outburst duration, we conclude that

this 2022 superoutburst of TCP J0551+65 lacked the early superhump

phase. The large scatter of the backgrounds caused the non-real dip

around BJD 2459938. We were not able to determine the individual

superhump maxima in Sector 60 due to the lower counts. The PDM

analysis using the data between BJD 2459940 and 2459946 yields a

superhump period of 0.05840(3) d. This is slightly longer than the

stage-B superhump period detected at the end of Sector 59, consistent

with the later phase of stage-B superhumps. By combining its early

superhump period in 2019 and stage-A superhump period in 2022,

we obtain its mass ratio as 0.12(1). This is relatively large for being

a WZ Sge-type DN.

Based on this fact, TCP J0551+65 is another example of a rela-

tively rare population in WZ Sge-type DNe, which have shown su-

peroutbursts both lacking and accompanying early superhump phase

(e.g., AL Com, V627 Peg, and V3101 Cyg; Kimura et al. 2016;

Tampo et al. 2020, 2023). Fig. 9 compares the$−� diagram and light

curves of the 2019 and 2022 superoutbursts. As mentioned above, the

2022 superoutburst significantly peaked fainter (A ≃15.39(1) mag)

and lasted shorter (≃12.5 d) than those of the 2019 superoutbursts

(13.2 mag and ≃25 d). Judging from the $−� diagram, the duration

of the stage-A superhump stage is similar to each other (� ≃40),

while that of stage-B superhumps is significantly longer in the 2019

MNRAS 000, 1–18 (2025)
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superoutburst with early superhumps. The outburst interval between

these two superoutbursts of TCP J0551+65 is 3.7 years, lying be-

tween AL Com (1.5 years) and V627 Peg (4.5–6.7 years), while

V3101 Cyg showed three superoutbursts lacking early superhumps

during its rebrightening series (Tampo et al. 2020).

3.5 ASASSN-23ba

ASAS-SN discovered ASASSN-23ba in February 2023, peaking at

14.6 mag on BJD 2459994.5 (right panels of Fig. 3). The quiescence

counterpart is GSC S681028508 � ≃21.61 mag (Lasker et al. 2008),

hence the outburst amplitude is 7.0 mag. There are no associated Gaia

EDR3 objects. Soon after the outburst detection, early superhumps

with a period of 0.05662(1) d were detected (vsnet-alert 27444,

27458), confirming its WZ Sge-type nature. The superoutburst lasted

until BJD 2460019.6; thus, the superoutburst duration is ≃25 d.

ASASSN-23ba did not show any rebrightening outbursts.

The 2023 superoutburst in TESS

TESS Sector 62 observed ASASSN-23ba from the outburst rise to

the middle of the superoutburst. The rise timescale is measured as

0.208(3) d mag−1 . The early superhumps with a mean amplitude of

0.27 mag were clearly detected (Fig. 6). Based on the $ −� diagram

and superhump profiles, we determined the superhump stages as

follows; early superhumps: BJD 2459994.3 – 2460005.2, stage-A

superhumps: BJD 2460006.1 – 2460007.7, and stage-B superhumps:

BJD 2460008.3 – 2460014.1. The early, ordinary stage-A and stage-

B superhump periods are determined as 0.056605(4), 0.05809(9),

and 0.05705(3) d, respectively. %dot in stage-B superhump is poorly

constrained as 1(12) ×10−5 due to the low SNR during the ordinary

superhumps. Based on these periods, its mass ratio is obtained as

0.068(5).

3.6 PNV J19030433−3102187

PNV J19030433−3102187 (hereafter PNV J1903−316) was discov-

ered at 11.4 mag (unfiltered) by the New Milky Way team in July 2023

(left panels of Fig. 4). The subsequent time-resolved observations de-

tected ordinary superhumps, with a period of 0.05777(2) d, 15 d after

the discovery, suggesting the WZ Sge-type DN classification (vsnet-

alert 27932). The counterpart is Gaia EDR3 6760477849042929664

� = 20.71(1) mag, and thus the outburst amplitude is ≈ 9.3 mag.

There is no parallax available in Gaia EDR3. The outburst contin-

ued from BJD 2460144 to at least BJD 2460170.76, for ≥26 d. No

rebrightenings were recorded, although there are some observation

gaps around the rapid decline, and it cannot be concluded. We note

that the pre-outburst detections in ASASSN are contaminated by

the nearby star, and the varying backgrounds in TESS, given the

continuous non-detections in ATLAS at ≃ 19 mag.

The 2023 superoutburst in TESS

TESS Sector 67 covered PNV J1903−31 from the pre-outburst qui-

escence to the first ≃10 days of the outburst. The rise timescale is

0.169(1) d mag−1 . The PDM analysis in outburst using the TESS data

yields variations with a period of 0.05694(1) d (Fig. 8). Considering

its flat-top profile, small amplitude (≃0.02 mag), no clear evolution

6 http://www.cbat.eps.harvard.edu/unconf/followups/J19030433-3102187.html

of superhump period, and shorter period than that of ordinary super-

humps detected through the VSNET observations, this is most likely

early superhumps.

We have also analysed the VSNET observations during the or-

dinary superhump phase. These establish its stage-A and stage-B

superhump periods as 0.05863(5) and 0.057701(4) d, respectively.

This implies its mass ratio of 0.078(3).

3.7 V1676 Her

V1676 Her (= MASTER OT J165236.22+460513.2; Denisenko et al.

2013) was discovered in March 2013 at 14.8 mag. The quies-

cence counterpart is PS1 163302531511155564 6 = 21.50(8) mag

(Magnier et al. 2020). There are no associated Gaia EDR3 ob-

jects. Kato et al. (2014) suggested that V1676 Her might be a pe-

riod bouncer system in WZ Sge-type DNe, based on its large out-

burst amplitude (≥7 mag) and long superhump period (%stage-B SH =

0.08473(9) d) despite its red colour of the PS1 counterpart. We find

that V1676 Her went into another superoutburst in May 2024, which

is also observed by TESS (right panels of Fig. 4). This superout-

burst reached the outburst maximum at 6 = 14.718(4) mag on BJD

2460449.9. Provided the start of the rapid decline on BJD 2460461.6,

the superoutburst duration is ≃12.5 d. A single and short rebright-

ening outburst was observed on BJD 2460466.5. These numbers are

comparable to those of its 2013 superoutburst. In addition, there was

no precursor outburst.

The 2024 superoutburst in TESS

The 2024 superoutburst of V1676 Her was observed in the TESS

Sectors 78 and 79. We detected the ordinary superhumps with a pe-

riod of 0.08381(1) d and an amplitude of 0.24 mag in Sector 79 (i.e.,

after BJD 2460452.5; Fig. 7). This period roughly agrees with the

superhump period reported in Kato et al. (2014). Given the varying

superhump period, this is likely the stage-B superhumps. The %dot

during this stage is −16(1)×10−5. Such a negative and large absolute

value of %dot is typical for long-superhump-period and large-mass-

ratio systems in Kato et al. (2009). The large superhump amplitude

also implies a large mass ratio. Moreover, the PDM analysis at out-

burst maximum (BJD 2460448.9 – 2460449.6) yields a marginal

period detection at 0.08102(6) d, with a double-peaked profile and

an amplitude of 0.07 mag. Due to the observation gap between the

TESS sectors, we only observed this modulation for 8 cycles. Al-

though we cannot fully exclude the possibility that this was genuine

early superhumps due to the short coverage, this modulation resem-

bles the pre-stage-A-superhump oscillations with a period close to

the orbital period, observed in V844 Her and K2BS5 with a mass

ratio larger than 0.1 (Kato 2022a; Boyle et al. 2024). These authors

discussed that these pre-stage-A oscillations are not likely early su-

perhumps because of the small number of observed cycles and the

average epoch of humps being located on the smooth extension of

stage-A superhumps. Combining all these features, V1676 Her is

more likely to be a normal long-%SH system without the excitement

of 2:1 resonance rather than a period bouncer.

3.8 V748 Hya

V748 Hya (=ASAS J102522−1542.4) is one of the well-studied WZ

Sge-type DN with the early and stage-B ordinary superhump peri-

ods of 0.06136(6) and 0.06337(2) d (Kato et al. 2009), suggested to

be a borderline long-%orb WZ Sge-type DN. Its previous outbursts
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were observed in January 2006 (Vanmunster et al. 2006; Kato et al.

2009) and in February 2011 (Kato et al. 2012). Its quiescence coun-

terpart is Gaia EDR3 3749056714792756352 � = 19.27(1) mag at

281+19
−20

pc, according to Gaia EDR3 (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2021;

Bailer-Jones et al. 2021), corresponding to the absolute magnitude

"� = 12.0(2) mag. This system underwent an outburst in Febru-

ary 2025 (vsnet-alert 28048). The left panels of Fig. 5 present the

observations of V748 Hya. The outburst rise was well captured by

ATLAS and ZTF on BJD 2460729. The outburst peaked around BJD

2460730.9 at 6 ≃11.3 mag, corresponding to the absolute magni-

tude "6 = 4.1(2) mag, and entered the rapid decline before BJD

2460749.6. Thus, the amplitude and duration of this 2025 superout-

burst are ≃8.0 mag and 20 d, respectively. After the rapid decline,

a short and single rebrightening was observed on BJD 2460757 in

ZTF, which was also observed in its 2006 superoutburst. Moreover,

because there is no record of other outbursts in ASAS-SN and ATLAS

since 2015, the quiescence duration before this 2025 superoutburst

is likely 14 years, triple that of the one between its 2006 and 2011

superoutbursts. This peak brightness is almost 1.0-mag brighter than

that of the 2006 superoutburst (12.2 mag), although it could be just

because of the lack of early coverage in 2006.

The 2025 superoutburst in TESS

The 2025 superoutburst of V748 Hya was observed in the TESS sec-

tor 89. The rise timescale was 0.066(1) d mag−1. Based on the $−�

diagram, we determined the early, stage-A, and stage-B superhump

phases as BJD 2460730.4 – 2460735.3, 2460736.7 – 2460737.45,

and 2460737.55 – 2460744.7, respectively. Through PDM analysis,

the superhump periods are determined as 0.061861(9), 0.06423(5),

and 0.063341(5) d for early, stage-A, and stage-B superhumps, re-

spectively. Early superhumps show a clear double-peaked profile

with an amplitude of 0.04 mag. These superhump periods yield

the mass ratio of V748 Hya as 0.103(3). %dot during stage-B su-

perhumps is determined as 12.5(2) ×10−5 cycle−1 . The $ − � di-

agram suggests the existence of stage-C superhumps at � ≥ 235,

although the short duration prevents us from measuring their pe-

riod. These values of ordinary superhumps all agree with those ob-

tained in its previous outburst from the ground telescopes within 3

sigma (%stage-A SH, %stage-B SH, and %dot are 0.0641(1) d, 0.06337(2)

d, and 10.9(6) ×10−5 cycle−1; Kato et al. 2009). The durations of

the stage-B superhump stage are similar to each other (≃215 cycles

in both superoutbursts). The early superhump period is slightly dif-

ferent (0.06136(6) d in 2006 and 0.061861(9) d in 2025), although

Kato et al. (2009) claimed that the baseline during the 2006 super-

outburst may not be long enough. Thus, the true early superhump

period is likely 0.061861(9) d.

3.9 ASASSN-25ci

ASASSN-25ci was discovered by ASAS-SN in June 2025. The prob-

able quiescence counterpart is GSC 2210321224608 (� =21.04;

Lasker et al. 2008). The outburst peaked around BJD 2460832.0 at

6 = 13.51 mag and entered the rapid decline on BJD 2460852.1,

giving the outburst duration as 20 d and the outburst amplitude as

7.5 mag (right panels of Fig. 5). There are no associated Gaia EDR3

objects. ASASSN-25ci is classified as a WZ Sge-type DN candidate

based on the late appearance of ordinary superhumps (vsnet-alert

28081). The reported superhump period is 0.0535(1) d.
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Figure 10. Orbital periods vs mass ratios of CVs around the period minimum.

The black dots represent the samples in Kato (2022b). The filled circle,

square, star, diamond, upward triangle, and downward triangle show those

of TCP J2358+55, TCP J0551+65, V1676 Her, PNV J1903−31, V748 Hya,

and ASASSN-25ci, respectively. The solid and dashed lines represent the

standard and optimal evolutionary path of CVs in Knigge et al. (2011).

The 2025 superoutburst in TESS

TESS Sector 93 covered this entire superoutburst from before the

outburst rise to after the end of the rapid decline, which is the best

coverage among our samples. The rise timescale is 0.317(3) d mag−1.

We detect superhumps throughout the superoutburst. Judging from

the $ − � diagram and superhump profile, we determined the early,

ordinary stage-A, and stage-B superhump phases as BJD 2460831.5

– 2460839.0, 2460840.9 – 2460841.8, and 2460842.1 – 2460849.9,

respectively. The obtained periods are 0.052948(8), 0.05431(9), and

0.053656(9) d for the early, ordinary stage-A, and stage-B super-

humps. The mean early superhump amplitude is 0.06 mag. The %dot

in stage-B superhumps is 4.8(9) ×10−5 cycle−1. Its mass ratio is es-

timated as 0.067(5) using the early and stage-A superhump periods.

4 DISCUSSION

4.1 WZ Sge-type nature of our samples

We have analysed the TESS and ground-based time-resolved pho-

tometric observations of nine WZ Sge-type dwarf novae and

candidates. Early superhumps are detected in five systems (TCP

J2358+55; 0.059371(3) d, ASASSN-23ba; 0.056605(4) d, PNV

J1903−31; 0.05694(1) d, V748 Hya; 0.061861(9) d, and ASASSN-

25ci; 0.052948(8) d) using the TESS observations, confirming them

as a WZ Sge-type DN. TESS observations newly recognised early

superhumps in PNV J1903−31 and ASASSN-25ci. The reason for

missing their early superhumps in ground-based observations is a

lack of enough coverage during the early phase of their superout-

bursts. PNV J1903−31 showed relatively low-amplitude (0.02 mag)

early superhumps, which are around the typical detection limit with

ground observations. These points strengthen the importance of con-
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tinuous observations such as TESS, even if the target is bright enough

for small telescopes to detect early superhumps.

We detect the superhumps during the rebrightening phase of

ASASSN-20mq. Given the long waiting time before the appearance

of ordinary superhumps, its overall characteristics in outburst agree

with its classification as a WZ Sge-type DN. The 2022 superoutburst

of TCP J0551+65, which was unambiguously classified as a WZ Sge-

type DN in its 2019 superoutburst, was observed by TESS. These

observations detected ordinary superhumps immediately at the out-

burst maximum, confirming that this 2022 superoutburst lacked an

early superhump phase. The outburst interval after the superoutburst

with early superhumps was ≃3.7 years, lying between AL Com and

V627 Peg.

On the other hand, the WZ Sge-type nature in MO Psc and V1676

Her is questionable. The superhump period of MO Psc has been

newly established as 0.06025(2) d with TESS, rather than 0.05161

d in Shugarov & Malashevich (2021). Together with its short (≃15

d) outburst duration, we suspect that MO Psc might be an SU UMa-

type DN without the excitation of 2:1 resonance, although multiple

rebrightening outbursts are more commonly observed in WZ Sge-

type DNe. Future observations are vital to establish its classifica-

tion. We confirmed the stage-B superhump period of V1676 Her in

Kato et al. (2014), and newly established its %dot as −16(1)×10−5

cycle−1 . On the earliest days of the outburst, V1676 Her showed

double-peaked oscillations with a period of 0.08102(6) d, shorter

than that of stage-B superhumps. These overall features are similar

to the superoutbursts in V844 Her and K2BS5 with large mass ratios,

both studied with TESS and Kepler (Kato 2022a; Boyle et al. 2024).

Thus, V1676 Her is not likely a period bouncer, in contrast to the

speculations in Kato et al. (2014).

We have determined the mass ratio of six samples using the early

and ordinary stage-A superhump periods; five samples with early

superhump detection by TESS and TCP J0551+65. Fig. 10 presents

the relation between the orbital periods and mass ratios of short-%orb

CVs from Kato (2022b) and our six samples. Among our samples,

ASASSN-23ba, ASASSN-25ci, TCP J2358+55, and PNV J1903−31

have the mass ratios near or even below the period minimum within

the error range (@ ≃ 0.08; Knigge et al. 2011). On the other hand,

TCP J0551+65 and V748 Hya have @ ≥ 0.1, relatively large for a

WZ Sge-type DNe. The mass ratio can also be estimated from the

%dot during the stage-B superhump phase (Kato et al. 2009; Kato

2022b). The obtained values of TCP J2358+55, V748 Hya, and

ASASSN-25ci are 0.07(1), 0.11(2), and 0.08(2), all consistent with

those estimated based on the superhump period excess of the stage-A

superhumps. The large error in ASASSN-23ba does not give a mean-

ingful constraint. Although the orbital (or early superhump) period of

ASASSN-20mq is not available, given its stage-A superhump period

(0.0559(1) d) and mass ratio (0.09(3)) estimated from %dot, the sys-

tem is presumably located slightly above the period minimum, which

agrees with other WZ Sge-type DNe with the type-A rebrightening

episode (Kato 2022b). The negative %dot, large superhump ampli-

tude, and long %SH of V1676 Her agree with a larger mass ratio than

those of WZ Sge-type DNe.

4.2 Superhump characteristics

As mentioned above, the wide range of mass ratios in our sam-

ples, together with the continuous coverage by TESS, is suitable

for testing the existing relations in superhumps and the TTI model

itself. For example, Kato (2022b) gives an updated relation be-

tween the orbital period %orb and the fractional superhump excess n

(= %SH/%orb−1) of the mean stage B superhump periods. By adopting

%early SH = %orb, n of TCP J2358+55, TCP J0551+65, ASASSN-

23ba, PNV J1903−31, V748 Hya, ASASSN-25ci are 0.0116(1),

0.015(1), 0.0079(5), 0.0134(2), 0.0239(2), and 0.0134(2), all agree

with other known systems. The waiting times before the appearance

of ordinary superhumps in our samples are ≃5.5, 9.0, and 12.0 d in

V748 Hya, ASASSN-25ci, and ASASSN-23ba. It took ≃ 5.5 d in

ASASSN-24hd with a mass ratio of 0.098(4) (Tampo et al. 2025).

The durations of stage-A superhumps of V748 Hya, ASASSN-25ci,

and ASASSN-23ba are ≃20, 20, and 30 cycles. In the TTI model,

these durations are expected to be longer in more evolved systems,

as the tidal resonances grow faster in a system with a higher mass

ratio (Osaki 2005; Kato 2015). Kato (2022c) formulated the rela-

tion between the absolute magnitude at the appearance of ordinary

superhumps and the amplitude of early superhumps, based on the

assumption that (1) the disk size at the appearance of ordinary super-

humps is expected to be around the 3:1 resonance radius and (2) the

amplitude of early superhumps is correlated with the inclination of a

system. Among our samples, V748 Hya and TCP J2358+55 have the

Gaia EDR3 distances (281+19
−20

and 835+628
−344

pc, respectively). Thus,

their magnitudes at the appearance of ordinary superhumps (12.6(1)

and 14.0(1) mag, respectively) correspond to the absolute magnitude

of 5.4(2) and 4.4(1.2) mag. Equation 3 in Kato (2022c) yields their

mean amplitude of early superhumps (0.04 and 0.07 mag) to the

absolute magnitudes 5.7(4) and 6.0(4) mag. These numbers agree

within 3f, although TCP J2358+55 might be slightly brighter than

other systems implemented in this relation.

As presented in Tampo et al. (2025), TESS has a great capability

for superhump studies in WZ Sge-type DNe, especially at the super-

hump stage transitions. V748 Hya is the best sample in this paper,

given its bright outburst and relatively large amplitude of early super-

humps. The left panels of Fig. 11 present the normalised light curve

around the appearance of ordinary superhumps. In this zoomed light

curve, the epochs of maxima in each cycle agree with the expected

times of the early superhump maximum up to BJD 2460735.65.

After this, the maxima consistent with the expected times of the

stage-A superhump maximum appear on BJD 2460735.74 (� = 90).

Although WZ Sge showed a smooth development of ordinary su-

perhump maxima from the primary maxima of early superhumps

(Kato et al. 2009), the ordinary superhump maxima may grow from

the secondary maxima of early superhumps in V748 Hya, or possibly

they are physically unrelated. The amplitude of ordinary superhumps

steadily grows after this epoch (right bottom panel of Fig. 11). On

the other hand, the individual maxima are still a superposition of

early and ordinary superhumps, resulting in a large scatter in the

$ − � diagram during � =90–104 (right top panel of Fig. 11). The

stage A–B superhump transition occurred around BJD 2460737.47

(� = 117), within ≃2 (� =116–118) superhump cycles or ≃0.12 d.

The superhump amplitude reaches its maximum on BJD 2460737.40

(� = 116). These behaviours are consistent with those of ASASSN-

24hd (Tampo et al. 2025).

4.3 Outburst rise

By its nature, WZ Sge-type DNe are considered to always

trigger an outside-in outburst both in the thermal-tidal in-

stability and mass-transfer burst models (e.g. Hameury et al.

1997; Meyer-Hofmeister et al. 1998). The previously observed rise

timescales of WZ Sge-type DNe are indeed fast; from ≃0.1 (V455

And and GW Lib; Maehara et al. 2009; Vican et al. 2011) to ≃0.3 d

mag−1 (MASTER OT J030227.28+191754.5 in Tampo et al. (2024)

and 4 samples in Otulakowska-Hypka et al. (2016)). It must be

noted, however, that the results in Otulakowska-Hypka et al. (2016)

MNRAS 000, 1–18 (2025)



14 Y. Tampo et al.

5.2 5.4 5.6 5.8 6.0

−40

−20

0

20

40

E
=

9
0

6.2 6.4 6.6 6.8 7.0

−50

0

50

100

D
e

tr
e

n
d

e
d

 f
lu

x
 (

e
 s

−1
)

E
=

1
0

0

E
=

1
1

0

−0.11

−0.10

−0.09

−0.08

90 100 110 120 130

0.0

0.1

0.2

Figure 11. Left; zoomed light curve of V748 Hya around the early–ordinary superhump transition. The vertical lines present the epochs of stage-A superhump

maxima based on the $ −� diagram. The large and small open squares indicate the epochs of the primary and secondary maxima of early superhumps. Right;

the zoomed $ − � during the ordinary superhumps (top) of V748 Hya. The solid lines indicate the periods of stage-A and stage-B superhumps. The bottom

panel represents the evolution of superhump amplitude on a magnitude scale.

−1.5 −1.0 −0.5 0.0

−3

−2

−1

0
ASASSN−25ci

−1.5 −1.0 −0.5 0.0

−3

−2

−1

0
V748 Hya

−1.5 −1.0 −0.5 0.0

−3

−2

−1

0
V1676 Her

−1.5 −1.0 −0.5 0.0

−3

−2

−1

0
PNVJ1903

−1.5 −1.0 −0.5 0.0

−3

−2

−1

0
ASASSN−23ba

−1.5 −1.0 −0.5 0.0

−3

−2

−1

0
TCPJ0551

−1.5 −1.0 −0.5 0.0

−3

−2

−1

0
MO Psc

Figure 12. The zoomed light curves of MO Psc, TCP J0551+65, ASASSN-23ba, PNV J1903−31, V1676 Her, V748 Hya, and ASASSN-25ci around the outburst

rise from left to right. The y-axis is normalised by the flux at the outburst maximum. The horizontal dashed lines present the 3f threshold of the differential

flux before the outburst.

should be treated as an upper limit because their samples rely

on the observations from the CRTS with 1-d cadences. Moreover,

Ridden-Harper et al. (2019) reported the broken-powerlaw shape (in-

dices of 0.95(9) and 4.82(7)) of the outburst rise in a WZ Sge-type

DN KSN:BS-C11a. They reported that this trend was also observed

in two other SU UMa-type DNe. However, it is technically very

difficult for ground telescopes to capture and track the rise of an un-

predictable outburst in WZ Sge-type DNe, and hence, the available

samples are still limited.

Our TESS observations add seven samples with the coverage of

the outburst rise: ASASSN-23ba, V1676 Her, ASASSN-25ci, V748

Hya, PNV J1903−31, MO Psc, and TCP J0551+65, increasing the

number of samples by a factor of two. It must be noted that MO

Psc and V1676 Her may not be WZ Sge-type DNe, and the 2022

superoutburst of TCP J0551+65 lacked the early superhump phase,

though. Fig. 12 presents the light curves of these objects around the

outburst rise in the flux scale normalised by their outburst peak flux.

First, to provide a comparison with other WZ Sge-type DNe with
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Table 3. Outburst rise timescales of our samples.

grise U1 U2 Break∗

[d mag−1] [hour]

MO Psc 0.125(3) 3.8(1) — —

TCP J0551+65 0.070(4) 6.2(3) — —

ASASSN-23ba 0.208(3) 2.56(6) — —

PNV J1903−31 0.169(1) 2.03(8) 2.89(1) −14.0(2)

V1676 Her 0.280(4) 1.49(2) — —

V748 Hya 0.066(1) 3.6(3) 8.03(7) −13.85(8)

ASASSN-25ci 0.317(3) 1.87(1) — —

∗The break time of the broken-powerlaw fitting

respective to the epoch of the outburst maximum.

ground observations, we measured the rise timescale (d mag−1) by

linearly fitting the light curve on a magnitude scale. We also fitted the

light curve with the powerlaw function in the flux scale (e s−1) follow-

ing Ridden-Harper et al. (2019). For V748 Hya and PNV J1903−31,

we further fitted the light curve with a broken powerlaw function.

Table 3 summarises the obtained rise timescales (grise) and powerlaw

indices (U1 and U2) of our samples. V748 Hya shows a short rise

timescale comparable to V455 And and GW Lib. The light curve

shows a clear broken-powerlaw shape, characterised by the indices

of 3.6(3) and 8.03(7), broken at 13.85(8) hours before the outburst

maximum and around ≃ 1.3% of the maximum flux. These features

generally agree with KSN:BS-C11a (Ridden-Harper et al. 2019), al-

though both the indices are larger in V748 Hya. The rise timescale

of TCP J0551+65 is comparable to V748 Hya, but there is no break

recorded in TESS. PNV J1903−31, ASASSN-23ba, and ASASSN-

25ci showed rise timescales within the range of the previous samples.

Their powerlaw index is even smaller than that of V748 Hya before

the break. PNV J1903−31 shows a broken-powerlaw type of the

outburst rise; however, the change of the indices is only 40% com-

pared to a factor of ≃2.2 and 5.0 in V748 Hya and KSN:BS-C11a,

respectively. The break timing (14.0(2) hours before the outburst

maximum) is similar to V748 Hya and at ≃10% of the peak flux. The

rise timescale of MO Psc and V1676 Her lies between these fast and

slow populations.

Thus, our observations confirm V748 Hya as the second example

of a broken-powerlaw rise in WZ Sge-type DNe, and possibly PNV

J1903−31 as another example. Although the origin of such a broken-

powerlaw rise is unclear, a similar broken-shape rise is presented in a

simulated light curve of Jordan et al. (2024). In their work, the initial

slow rise corresponds to the phase between the onset of an outburst

at a specific radius and the start of the propagation of the heating

wave across the entire disk. The travelling heating wave sets a faster

rise. It must be noted that the limiting flux of ASASSN-23ba, V1676

Her, ASASSN-25ci, TCP J0551+65, and MO Psc is well above the

flux level of the break in V748 Hya and KSN:BS-C11a; 1% of the

peak flux or ≃5 mag fainter than peak. The longest rise timescale of

ASASSN-25ci among our samples is still much shorter than those

found in the inside-out outbursts of SS Cyg (Cannizzo & Mattei

1998). Moreover, since the rise timescales of outside-in outbursts

of SS Cyg show a 1f range of 0.14 d mag−1, the difference between

V748 Hya and ASASSN-25ci is still within 2f of this. Hence, all
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observed samples in this paper agree with an outside-in type of

outbursts.

Fig. 13 presents the early superhump profiles of TCP J2358+55,

ASASSN-23ba, PNV J1903−31, V748 Hya, and ASASSN-25ci from

the outburst rise, binned in each 3 early superhump cycles. This

clearly demonstrates the fast growth of the early superhump ampli-

tude within ∼10 cycles as the system reaches the outburst maximum.

In TCP J2358+55, PNV J1903−31, and V748 Hya, the secondary

maxima of early superhumps are less prominent at the outburst max-

imum, and this becomes more evident in � ≥ 15. On the other hand,

ASASSN-23ba shows clear secondary maxima already in � ≃3–5

before the outburst maximum. The typical brightness of � = 0 is

40–80% of the peak flux (i.e., ≤1.0 mag fainter than the outburst

maximum) except TCP J2358+55, which is not covered on the out-

burst rise. This is exactly the same behaviour in WZ Sge and V455

And (Kato 2015).

As mentioned in Section 1, the enhanced mass transfer model

naturally predicts an enhanced emission from the hot spot. In eclips-

ing systems, early superhump maxima are located around the orbital

phase q ≃ 0.6. If there is any orbital hump originating from the hot

spot in an extended and hot accretion disk (i.e., novalike stars), it

should peak at q ≃ 0.9 (Rutten et al. 1992). We do not see this in any

of our samples. Indeed, this is the phase where the primary minium

of early superhumps is located (Fig. 6). We here constrain the or-

bital hump amplitude before the appearance of early superhumps in

V748 Hya. The root-mean-square (RMS) of the residual flux before

the appearance of early superhumps (� = −15–0) is consistent with

a typical flux error at ≤ 3.0 e s−1. The peak brightness of V748

Hya was > =11.440(1) mag in ATLAS and ≃3800 e s−1 in TESS.

Given its distance at 281+19
−20

pc and assuming a blackbody spectral

energy distribution of 12000 K, which is the typical colour tem-

perature of WZ Sge-type DNe in outburst (e.g. Matsui et al. 2009;

Shugarov et al. 2021), ≃ 3.0 e s−1 corresponds to emission from a

12000-K blackbody with a bolometric luminosity of ≃ 1.0(2) × 1031

erg s−1, where the error originates from the uncertainty in distance.

This can be compared with the bolometric luminosity of a hotspot,

which is also known to be around 12000 K (e.g. Wood et al. 1986;

Marsh 1988). Smak (2002) formulates the bolometric luminosity of

a hotspot !sp as equation 1

!sp =
1

2
ΔE2

(

2c�

%orb

)

¤"tr (1)

where ¤"tr, �, andΔE2 are the mass transfer rate from the secondary

star, the binary separation, and a dimensionless quantity that depends

on the fraction of disk radius over the Roche-lobe radius and weakly

on the mass ratio. We here adopt the binary parameters of V748

Hya (%orb = 0.061861 d and @ = 0.103) and assume a 0.80"⊙

WD, which is typical of CVs below the period gap, including WZ

Sge-type DNe (Pala et al. 2022). With its small mass ratio, the 2:1

resonance radius is almost equal to the Roche-lobe radius; hence, we

assumed that the disk radius reaches the Roche-lobe radius beyond

the tidal truncation radius. A smaller disk on the early rise of an

outburst results in a more luminous hot spot. These points yield

� = 4.4 × 1010 cm, ΔE2
= 0.743, and equation 2;

!sp ≃ 1.0 ×

(

¤"tr

1015g s−1

)

× 1030 erg s−1 (2)

The 0.04-mag early superhump amplitude of V748 Hya implies

a relatively high inclination (8 > 60◦ according to Kato 2022c).

Neustroev & Mäntynen (2023) discussed that one peak of the double-

peaked orbital profile of BW Scl (8 = 64.3(3.6)◦) in quiescence is

due to the hot spot shining through an optically-thin disc. This means,

in turn, that the radially extended and optically-thick outer disk in the

outburst rise would occult a hot spot at some orbital phases, and hence

one expects to observe an orbital hump with an amplitude close to

the hot spot luminosity. These discussions and equation 2 yield that

the non-detection of orbital humps below the error level constrains

the mass transfer rate to be lower than ≃ 1 × 1016 g s−1 on the

outburst rise. This is larger than a mass transfer rate normally found

in quiescence of WZ Sge-type DNe (an order of ∼ 1015 g s−1; e.g.

Smak 1993; Amantayeva et al. 2021; Neustroev & Mäntynen 2023).

However, the implemented increase of the mass transfer rate in the

enhanced mass transfer model (1019 (1018) g s−1 to transfer 1024 g in 1

(10) days; Smak 1993; Hameury et al. 1997; Meyer-Hofmeister et al.

1998) is well above this constraint. Thus, our result on V748 Hya

safely rules out a huge (factor of ≥ 10) enhancement of the mass

transfer rate at the outburst rise demanded in the mass transfer burst

model.

5 CONCLUSIONS

We report the TESS and ground-based time-resolved photometric

observations of nine WZ Sge-type DNe and candidates. Our key

findings are summarised as follows;

• We detect early superhumps, which are the ambiguous fea-

ture of a WZ Sge-type DN, from TESS in five systems (TCP

J2358+55; 0.059371(3) d, ASASSN-23ba; 0.056605(4) d, PNV

J1903−31; 0.05694(1) d, V748 Hya; 0.061861(9) d, and ASASSN-

25ci; 0.052948(8) d), among which PNV J1903−31 and ASASSN-

25ci are the first reported cases. In addition, the overall superoutburst

properties and long-lived rebrightening outburst of ASASSN-20mq

agree with its WZ Sge-type classification. A confirmed WZ Sge-type

DN TCP J0551+65 showed a superoutburst lacking the early super-

hump phase, joining the minor population in WZ Sge-type DNe that

show superoutbursts both with and without early superhumps. The

mass ratios of TCP J2358+55, TCP J0551+65, ASASSN-23ba, PNV

J1903−31, V748 Hya, and ASASSN-25ci are measured as 0.074(1),

0.12(1), 0.068(5), 0.078(3), 0.103(3), and 0.067(5), respectively.

• We find the superhump period of MO Psc as 0.06025(2) d,

significantly longer than the previously reported value. Together with

its short outburst duration (15.0 d), MO Psc might not be a WZ Sge-

type DN, although it underwent multiple rebrightening outbursts.

Although V1676 Her has been suspected to be a period bouncer, the

obtained negative %dot during the stage-B superhumps suggests that

V1676 Her is rather a normal long-%orb SU UMa-type DN.

• In V748 Hya, the maxima of ordinary superhumps possibly

grow from the secondary maxima of early superhumps, or they are

physically unrelated, unlike the case in WZ Sge. The early superhump

maxima affected the determination of superhump maxima during this

co-existing phase, resulting in a large scatter in the$−� diagram. The

stage transition between stage-A and stage-B superhumps occurred

within ≃2 superhump cycles, confirming the result in ASASSN-

24hd also obtained with TESS. The superhump amplitude reaches its

maximum value almost at the same cycle as the stage A–B superhump

state transition.

• We find the broken-powerlaw rise in the TESS light curves of

V748 Hya and PNV J1903−31, joining KSN:BS-C11a observed by

Kepler. We also measured the rise timescales of seven of our samples,

which increases the number of samples by a factor of 2. All of their

rise timescales are consistent with an outside-in type outburst, as

expected in WZ Sge-type DNe.
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• The early superhumps appeared when the system is at 40–80%

of the outburst peak flux. Before and after this epoch, we do not find

any orbital humps associated with a hotspot. These non-detections

in V748 Hya yield the hotspot luminosity !sp ≤ 1× 1031 erg s−1 and

corresponding mass transfer rate ¤"tr ≤ 1 × 1016 g s−1 on the early

outburst rise. Thus, an enhancement of the mass transfer rate, even if

it occurs, must be smaller than a factor of ≃10 from the quiescence,

which disagrees with the expected enhanced mass-transfer rate in the

mass-transfer burst model.
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