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ABSTRACT

Context. The quest to detect dormant stellar-mass black holes (BHs) in massive binaries (i.e. OB+BH systems) is
challenging; only a few candidates have been claimed to date, all of which must still be confirmed.
Aims. To search for these rare objects, we study 32 Galactic O-type stars that were reported as single-lined spectroscopic
binaries (SB1s) in the literature. In our sample we include Cyg X-1, which is known to host an accreting stellar-mass BH,
and HD 74194, a supergiant fast X-ray transient, in order to validate our methodology. The final goal is to characterise
the nature of the unseen companions to determine if they are main-sequence (MS) stars, stripped helium stars, triples,
or compact objects such as neutron stars (NSs) or stellar-mass BHs.
Methods. After measuring radial velocities and deriving orbital solutions for all the systems in our sample, we performed
spectral disentangling to extract putative signatures of faint secondary companions from the composite spectra. We
derived stellar parameters for the visible stars and estimated the mass ranges of the secondary stars using the binary
mass function. Variability observed in the photometric TESS light curves was also searched for indications of the
presence of putative companions, degenerate or not.
Results. In 17 of the 32 systems reported as SB1s, we extract secondary signatures, down to mass ratios of ∼ 0.15.
For the 17 newly detected double-lined spectroscopic binaries (SB2s), we derive physical properties of the individual
components and discuss why they have not been detected as such before. Among the remaining systems, we identify
nine systems with possible NS or low-mass MS companions. For Cyg X-1 and HD 130298, we are not able to extract
any signatures for the companions, and the minimum masses of their companions are estimated to be about 7M�. Our
simulations show that secondaries with such a mass should be detectable from our dataset, no matter their nature:
MS stars, stripped helium stars or even triples. While this is expected for Cyg X-1, confirming our methodology, our
simulations also strongly suggest that HD 130298 could be another candidate to host a stellar-mass BH.
Conclusions. The quest to detect dormant stellar-mass BHs in massive binaries is far from over, and many more systems
need to be scrutinised. Our analysis allows us to detect good candidates, but confirming the BH nature of their compan-
ions will require further dedicated monitorings, sophisticated analysis techniques, and multi-wavelength observations.
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1. Introduction

Massive stars tend to end their short but energetic lives
as core-collapse supernovae (Heger et al. 2003), producing
compact remnants such as neutron stars (NSs) or stellar-
mass black holes (BHs). With their final supernova outflows
and their powerful stellar winds, they are one of the most
important cosmic engines that drive the evolution of galax-
ies, by providing chemical enrichment, ionising radiation,

and mechanical feedback (e.g. Mac Low & Klessen 2004;
Hopkins et al. 2014; Crowther et al. 2016).

One of the most striking properties of massive stars is
their high degree of multiplicity (Sana et al. 2012, 2014;
Moe & Di Stefano 2017; Offner et al. 2022). As a conse-
quence, the presence of a companion severely impacts the
evolution of these stars (Podsiadlowski et al. 1992). The
strong binary interactions make the understanding of their
evolution more complex such that many aspects are not yet
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completely understood. This has been confirmed with the
detections of gravitational waves (GWs) by LIGO (Laser
Interferometer Gravitational-Wave Observatory) and Virgo
(Abbott et al. 2016, and subsequent papers). These GW
events have shown that tight pairs of compact objects exist
and occasionally merge. To explain how massive stars in bi-
nary systems evolve to produce these GW events, different
scenarios have been proposed. They include (i) chemically
homogeneous evolution (CHE, Maeder 1987; Langer 1992;
Martins et al. 2013) in very massive short-period stellar bi-
naries, which prevents mass transfer and allows compact
MS binaries to directly evolve into compact BH binaries
(Mandel & de Mink 2016; Marchant et al. 2016; de Mink
& Mandel 2016; Abdul-Masih et al. 2019; du Buisson et al.
2020; Riley et al. 2021; Abdul-Masih et al. 2021; Menon
et al. 2021), (ii) evolution through a common-envelope
phase (e.g. Paczynski 1976; van den Heuvel 1976; Tutukov
& Yungelson 1993; Belczynski et al. 2002, 2016; Giacobbo
& Mapelli 2018), even though current theoretical predic-
tions are highly uncertain and observational constraints of
these specific stages are missing, (iii) stable mass transfer
(van den Heuvel et al. 2017; Neijssel et al. 2019; Bavera
et al. 2020; Marchant et al. 2021; Menon et al. 2021; Sen
et al. 2022), and (iv) Population III stars (Belczynski et al.
2004; Kinugawa et al. 2014; Inayoshi et al. 2017).

It is commonly accepted that NSs are the remnants
of stars with initial masses between 8 and 20M�. Stars
with initial masses between ∼ 20 and 40M� have stellar-
mass BHs as their end-of-life remnants, which are formed
by fallback of mass after an initial supernova shock has
been launched. Stars with initial masses between ∼ 40 and
150M� are thought to experience direct collapse, forming
stellar-mass BHs without spectacular explosions. Stars ini-
tially more massive than ∼ 150 M� are expected to explode
in pair-instability supernovae (PISNe; Fryer et al. 2001;
Woosley et al. 2007; Sukhbold et al. 2016) without leav-
ing a remnant behind. The above mass ranges are model-
dependent and also depend on the metallicity and initial
rotation rate (e.g. Sukhbold et al. 2016).

Given the star formation history, over 100 million
stellar-mass BHs are predicted to lurk in the Milky Way
(Brown & Bethe 1994; Mashian & Loeb 2017; Breivik et al.
2017; Lamberts et al. 2018; Yalinewich et al. 2018; Ya-
maguchi et al. 2018; Janssens et al. 2022). So far, about
100 compact objects have been detected in X-ray binaries
(Walter et al. 2015; Corral-Santana et al. 2016), accreting
material from their stellar companions through Roche-lobe
overflow or wind accretion (Postnov & Yungelson 2014).
However, most of the known X-ray binaries involve a NS,
and only a few are believed to harbour a stellar-mass BH.
In addition, and in the vast majority of these cases, the
BH accretes material from a low-mass companion, leaving
only Cyg X-1 (Orosz et al. 2011; Miller-Jones et al. 2021,
and, possibly, Cyg X-3 ,Zdziarski et al. 2013; Koljonen &
Maccarone 2017) in our Galaxy as the prototypical and
widely accepted example of a BH accreting from a mas-
sive companion, that is massive enough to end its life as
yet another compact object. However, such X-ray emission
only arises in tight binary systems or when the secondary
star starts filling its Roche lobe, hence where substantial
accretion can occur (e.g. Shapiro et al. 1976; Sen et al.
2021; Hirai & Mandel 2021). In wider binaries or binaries
with largely unevolved stellar companions, it is natural to
expect a stellar-mass BH in a quiescent stage, that is with-

out X-ray emission. The fact that the majority of OB+
BH binaries are expected to be in wide orbits was notably
highlighted by Langer et al. (2020).

Over 90% of GW detections come from BH+BH binary
systems, leading to the discovery of almost 100 additional
stellar-mass BHs. Finding and characterising binary sys-
tems that host a dormant BH in the Milky Way would not
only help test the validity of the binary evolution chan-
nel to produce GW events, but would also provide a criti-
cal anchor point to test and validate the physical assump-
tions made regarding BH formation (e.g. the presence of a
kick) as well as the prediction of binary interaction theories
(Langer 2012).

From the above discussion, OB+BH systems have so far
predominantly been found when the BH is accreting mate-
rial from its companion, producing X-ray emission. Several
exceptions exist, such as MWC 656 (Casares et al. 2014)
or HD 96670 (Gomez & Grindlay 2021), where the stellar-
mass BH was not found to be X-ray bright. The BHs in
these systems are therefore referred to as quiescent. Other
reports of quiescent OB+BH systems (e.g. LB-1, Liu et al.
2019; HR6819, Rivinius et al. 2020; NGC 1850 BH1, Sara-
cino et al. 2022; NGC 2004 #115, Lennon et al. 2021) and
quiescent stripped giants+BH exist in the literature (e.g.
V723 Mon, Jayasinghe et al. 2021), but all of these reports
were challenged in subsequent studies (e.g. Abdul-Masih
et al. 2020; Shenar et al. 2020a; Bodensteiner et al. 2020;
Gies & Wang 2020; El-Badry & Quataert 2021; El-Badry
& Burdge 2022; El-Badry et al. 2022a; Frost et al. 2022;
El-Badry et al. 2022b).

Recent theoretical computations, however, predict that
about 3% of massive O or early-B stars in binary systems
should have a dormant BH as companion (Shao & Li 2019;
Langer et al. 2020). If the theoretical predictions are cor-
rect, these systems should hide in plain sight. A number
of Galactic and extra-galactic young open clusters and OB
associations have been probed to derive the binary status
of massive stars and to investigate their orbital properties
through dedicated long-term spectroscopic and interfero-
metric campaigns (e.g. Sana et al. 2008; Mahy et al. 2009;
Sana et al. 2009, 2011, 2012; Kobulnicky et al. 2012; Mahy
et al. 2013; Sana et al. 2014; Barbá et al. 2017; Trigueros
Páez et al. 2021; Banyard et al. 2022). One way to look
for these OB+BH systems is to probe the population of
single-lined spectroscopic binaries (SB1s), which are sys-
tems where only one component is visible, either because
the companion is a low-mass star or because it is a compact
companion. One must, however, be careful because some of
these systems might be hidden double-lined spectroscopic
binaries (SB2s), where the secondary is very diluted, or
rotates very rapidly. Some could also simply be pulsating
single stars, in which the line profile variability due to pulsa-
tions mimics a binary signature (see e.g. Aerts & Waelkens
1993).

Many attempts have been made to find compact ob-
jects in binary systems (e.g. Guseinov & Zel’dovich 1966;
Gu et al. 2019). The masses of the unseen components are
deduced from the binary mass function and the spectro-
scopic mass of its counterpart (obtained from the stellar
radius and surface gravity). When this mass exceeds the
critical mass of 3 − 5M�, the unseen object can be con-
sidered as a candidate stellar-mass BH (see reviews, e.g.
Cowley 1992; Remillard & McClintock 2006; Casares &
Jonker 2014, and references therein). With the develop-
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ments of new instruments, photometric (Zucker et al. 2007;
Masuda & Hotokezaka 2019; Gomel et al. 2021), asteroseis-
mic (Shibahashi & Murphy 2020), and astrometric (Breivik
et al. 2017; Yamaguchi et al. 2018; Andrews et al. 2019;
Janssens et al. 2022) methods have also been developed
to find hidden BHs, but no conclusive discovery has been
achieved so far.

In the present paper we combine high-resolution spec-
troscopy, high-precision space-based photometry, and state-
of-the-art spectral disentangling to constrain the nature of
unseen companions in systems classified as SB1s in the lit-
erature that host an O- or an early-B-type star. In addition
to searching for stellar-mass BHs, we use the detected low-
mass MS companions to characterise the low-mass end of
the companion mass function. The paper is organised as
follows. Section 2 describes the sample, the observations,
and the data reduction procedures. Section 3 details the
methodology we used to constrain the nature of the un-
seen objects and provides the results. Section 4 discusses
the results, and Sect. 5 summarises our conclusions.

2. Sample, observations, and data reduction

2.1. Sample selection

Our initial sample is based on the list of systems reported
as SB1s by the Galactic O-Stars Spectroscopic Survey cat-
alogues (GOSSS, Sota et al. 2011, 2014; Maíz Apellániz
et al. 2016, and references therein), dedicated monitorings
of young open clusters (Sana et al. 2008; Mahy et al. 2009;
Sana et al. 2009, 2011; Mahy et al. 2013, among others) and
by the Southern Galactic O- and WN-type Stars (OWN)
Survey (Barbá et al. 2017). We selected objects for which
archival and/or new observed spectra exist to uniformly
cover their orbital cycles, and to compute the orbital pa-
rameters with uncertainties close to 10% without further
selection criteria. Our final sample contains 32 stars split
over the northern and southern hemispheres and includes
Cyg X-1, known to host a stellar-mass BH (Orosz et al.
2011; Miller-Jones et al. 2021), and HD 74194, a supergiant
fast X-ray transient (i.e. a sub-class of high-mass X-ray bi-
naries showing sporadic and bright X-ray flares) that hosts
a NS (Gamen et al. 2015).

An overview of the sample stars as well as the details of
the observations (number of spectra, instruments, etc) can
be found in TableB.1.

2.2. Observations and data reduction

Objects with declinations higher than−25◦ were mainly ob-
served with the High-Efficiency and high-Resolution Mer-
cator Echelle Spectrograph (HERMES) mounted on the
1.2m Flemish Mercator telescope (Raskin et al. 2011) at
the Spanish Observatorio del Roque de los Muchachos in La
Palma (Spain). The data were taken in the high-resolution
fibre mode, which has a spectral resolving power of R =
85 000. The spectra cover the 4000–9000Å wavelength do-
main. All the stars were randomly observed over one or sev-
eral semesters. The raw exposures were reduced using the
dedicated HERMES pipeline and we worked with the ex-
tracted cosmic-removed, merged and wavelength-calibrated
spectra afterwards.

We also retrieved spectra taken with the spectrographs
ELODIE and SOPHIE, both mounted on the 1.93-m tele-

scope at the Observatoire de Haute-Provence (France).
ELODIE (Baranne et al. 1996) was operational from 1993
to 2006. This instrument covered the spectral range from
3850 to 6800 Å and has R ∼ 42 000. SOPHIE (Bouchy &
Sophie Team 2006; Perruchot et al. 2008) covers the wave-
length range 3870–6940 Å with R ∼ 40 000. The data were
processed by the SOPHIE fully automatic data reduction
pipeline.

We also retrieved data collected with the Echelle Spec-
troPolarimetric Device for the Observation of Stars (ES-
PaDOnS Donati et al. 2006) mounted on the Canada-
France-Hawaii Telescope on Mauna Kea (Hawaii, USA).
Spectra were retrieved from the Polarbase website1 and
cover the 3700–10500 Å wavelength range with R ∼ 80 000.

For the stars with declinations lower than −25◦,
we retrieved optical spectra from the ESO archives ob-
served with the Fibre-fed Extended Range Optical Spec-
trograph (FEROS), the UV and Visible Echelle Spectro-
graph (UVES) and XShooter. FEROS is mounted on the
MPG/ESO 2.2-m telescope at La Silla (Chile). FEROS
(Kaufer et al. 1997, 1999) provides a resolving power of
R = 48 000 and covers the entire optical range from 3700
to 9200Å. The data were reduced following the procedure
described in Mahy et al. (2010, 2017).

UVES (Dekker et al. 2000) is mounted on the VLT/UT2
at Paranal (Chile), has a resolving power of R = 80 000
and covers different wavelength ranges in the near-UV and
optical domains depending on the setup. The data were
reduced with the UVES pipeline.

X-Shooter (Vernet et al. 2011) is an intermediate-
resolution (R ∼ 4 000−17 000) slit spectrograph covering a
wavelength range from 3000 to 25 000Å, divided over three
arms: UV-Blue, visible, and near-infrared. The data were
reduced with the XShooter pipeline.

We also collected one spectrum of HD 130298 with
the High Resolution Spectrograph on the Southern African
Large Telescope (Bramall et al. 2010, 2012; Crause et al.
2014) under programme 2021-1-SCI-014 (PI: Manick). The
data were taken in medium-resolution mode and reduced
with the midas pipeline (Kniazev et al. 2016) based on
the échelle (Ballester 1992) and FEROS (Stahl et al. 1999)
packages. We applied heliocentric corrections to the data
and confirmed the wavelength calibrations by using the dif-
fuse interstellar bands that are present within the wave-
length coverage.

3. Methodology and results

3.1. Orbital solution

SB1s are characterised as binary systems with a visible star
that shows periodic radial velocity (RV) variations that im-
plies the presence of a binary companion. This compan-
ion can be either a low-mass main-sequence (MS) object, a
stripped helium star, or a degenerate object (white dwarf,
NS, or stellar-mass BH). Other factors, for example the ro-
tation of the companion or the brightness ratio between the
two stars, can also lead to the non-detection of a compan-
ion (see e.g. Shenar et al. 2020a), and therefore to their
classification as SB1. The term SB1 does not, however, au-
tomatically involve binary systems. Some objects, classi-
fied as SB1s in the literature, are in fact single stars where

1 http://polarbase.irap.omp.eu
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their RVs show a periodic motion, reminiscent of the orbital
motion, but with lower RV semi-amplitudes (i.e. these are
false positive). These variations might be intrinsic to a sin-
gle star, and produced by pulsations (see e.g. De Cat et al.
2000) or inhomogeneities in their stellar winds (see e.g. Ev-
ersberg et al. 1998; Bouret et al. 2003). It is therefore useful
to complement the spectroscopy with photometry to detect
intrinsic variability or specific signals related to their orbital
motions/pulsation patterns (Sect. 3.6).

As we deal with objects where only one star is visible
in the spectra, we measured the RVs of the visible stars by
performing a 1D cross-correlation technique (Zucker 2003)
to different wavelength domains. This technique, described
by Shenar et al. (2017), uses a master-spectrum built from
the observations themselves. This method adopts, as a ref-
erence frame, the RVs computed at the first epoch, so that
all the RVs are shifted accordingly. The absolute RVs were
then obtained by cross-correlating the high S/N template
with a suitable atmosphere model (Sect. 3.4). The RVs for
all stars at all epochs are given electronically at the CDS
(Centre de Données astronomiques de Strasbourg).

After measuring the RVs, we first used the Heck-
Manfroid-Mersch (HMM) method (Heck et al. 1985, revised
by Gosset et al. 2001) to derive an initial guess for the or-
bital periods of the systems. The HMM method has the
advantage of giving a better expression for the power spec-
trum than, for example, the one of Scargle (1982). These pe-
riods were then used as input for the SPectroscopic and IN-
terferometric Orbital Solution finder code (spinOS2, Fabry
et al. 2021). This code allows us to compute the orbital pa-
rameters of the different systems in our sample from a set
of RV measurements. The orbital parameters are derived
by minimising a χ2 metric using a Levenberg-Marquardt
optimisation algorithm, and the uncertainties are subse-
quently estimated using Markov Chain Monte Carlo sam-
pling. spinOS was built to model astrometric and spectro-
scopic orbits simultaneously, so that the longitude of the pe-
riastron passage is shifted by 180◦ with respect to the spec-
troscopic value of the primary star (ωspinOS = ωspec+180◦).
We adopt the spectroscopic definition of ω in the rest of
the paper. The orbital parameters of the SB1 and newly
detected SB2 systems (Sect.3.2) are listed in Tables 1, and
2, respectively. The SB1 and SB2 RV curves are displayed
in Figs. 1 and 2, respectively.

3.2. Spectral disentangling and detection limit

To search for non-degenerate companions and characterise
their spectral features, we performed spectral disentangling.
This technique aims at providing individual spectra of each
component in a binary or multiple system, and it allows the
orbital solution of the system to be directly refined by find-
ing a self-consistent solution from a time series of composite
spectra. To extract the spectral signatures of putative faint
companions from the spectra, we applied Fourier spectral
disentangling (Hadrava 1995). This technique takes as in-
puts the orbital parameters derived in Sect. 3.1 and opti-
mises them, using the Nelder & Mead simplex (Nelder &
Mead 1965), to find the best solution in a multi-dimensional
(6D) space (i.e. Porb, e, ω, K1, K2, and T0).

The efficiency of extracting faint companions depends
on the number of spectra, their resolution, their signal-to-

2 https://github.com/matthiasfabry/spinOS

noise ratios (S/Ns), their distribution over the orbital cycle,
and on the brightness ratios between the two components
forming the binary systems. The simplex optimisation re-
quires initial parameters that are close to the real solutions
to avoid possible local minima. When the secondaries are
bright enough but diluted due to their high rotation and
when the number of observed spectra meets all the condi-
tions mentioned above, the Nelder & Mead simplex is very
efficient to extract the spectral signatures of the compan-
ions. However, when the companion is very diluted in the
composite spectra, its extraction is more complicated. We
therefore decided to also apply a grid approach to limit
the number of free parameters fitted simultaneously. In our
analysis, the light ratios need to be derived from models
(unless there are eclipses). This approach was successfully
used by Bodensteiner et al. (2020) and Shenar et al. (2020a)
to discard the presence of stellar-mass BHs orbiting around
stripped B-type stars. Using this technique, the authors
disclaimed the presence of stellar-mass BHs as secondaries
and were able to extract two non-degenerate components
(a stripped primary and a rapidly rotating secondary) from
their spectra.

In our 2D grid approach, we fixed the orbital period, ec-
centricity, longitude of the periastron passage and the time
of reference, and only let the RV semi-amplitudes of the pri-
mary and secondary (K1 and K2) vary. We recorded the re-
duced χ2 for each point in our grid. We extracted the spec-
tra of the faint secondary companions down to a mass ratio
of about 0.15. By construction, the two-component spectral
disentangling produces a spectrum for the primary and the
secondary components. If the secondary is ’dark’, one would
ideally expect a flat spectrum. In practice, the disentangled
secondary spectrum of a dark companion will contain noise
and possible artefacts due to, for example, the normalisa-
tion uncertainties or non-Keplerian variations, etc. For each
result, one must therefore decide whether the resulting sec-
ondary spectrum is compatible with that of a stellar object
or not. For that purpose, we visually inspect the disen-
tangled spectrum of each component and compare it with
typical stellar spectra of Gray & Corbally (2009)3. These
steps allow us to detect and extract the individual spectra
of 17 non-degenerate stellar companions, turning these SB1
systems into newly classified SB2 systems. For all these sys-
tems, there is no doubt about the non-degenerate nature of
the stellar companions. However, for the secondary compo-
nent in Schulte 11, while its Balmer lines are clearly de-
tected, other spectral features such as the He i lines are too
noisy to allow a spectral classification. An example of grid
disentangling, for HD 163892, is shown in Fig. 3. The disen-
tangled spectra for the other systems are given in Fig. C.1.

Without the presence of eclipses in the light curves, the
disentangled spectra can be extracted but the strengths of
the spectral lines strongly depend on the brightness (or scal-
ing factor) that we adopt. The brightness factor for each
component is a fraction of the total flux of the system and
is given by l1 = f1/(f1 + f2) and l2 = 1− l1 = f2/(f1 + f2).
They were estimated through an iterative process, that en-
sured that the strengths of the hydrogen and helium lines of
the disentangled spectra can be fitted with synthetic mod-
els, as was done in Mahy et al. (2020b). We give the flux
contributions for each object in Table A.1 with the indi-

3 see also https://ned.ipac.caltech.edu/level5/Gray/
frames.html

Article number, page 4 of 51

https://github.com/matthiasfabry/spinOS
https://ned.ipac.caltech.edu/level5/Gray/frames.html
https://ned.ipac.caltech.edu/level5/Gray/frames.html


L. Mahy et al.: Identifying quiescent compact objects in massive Galactic single-lined spectroscopic binaries

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
orbital phase

−75

−50

−25

0

25

50

75

R
V

(k
m

s−
1 )

((1)) Cyg X-1

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
orbital phase

−70

−60

−50

−40

−30

−20

−10

0

R
V

(k
m

s−
1 )

((2)) HD 12323

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
orbital phase

−70

−60

−50

−40

−30

−20

−10

0

R
V

(k
m

s−
1 )

((3)) HD 14633

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
orbital phase

−70

−60

−50

−40

−30

R
V

(k
m

s−
1 )

((4)) HD 15137

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
orbital phase

−100

−80

−60

−40

−20

0

20

40

R
V

(k
m

s−
1 )

((5)) HD 37737

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
orbital phase

40

45

50

55

60

65

R
V

(k
m

s−
1 )

((6)) HD 46573

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
orbital phase

−10

0

10

20

30

R
V

(k
m

s−
1 )

((7)) HD 74194

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
orbital phase

−10

0

10

20

30

R
V

(k
m

s−
1 )

((8)) HD 75211

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
orbital phase

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

R
V

(k
m

s−
1 )

((9)) HD 94024

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
orbital phase

−10

0

10

20

30

40

R
V

(k
m

s−
1 )

((10)) HD 105627

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
orbital phase

−80

−60

−40

−20

0

20

40

60

R
V

(k
m

s−
1 )

((11)) HD 130298

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
orbital phase

−10

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

R
V

(k
m

s−
1 )

((12)) HD 165174

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
orbital phase

−80

−60

−40

−20

0

20

40

R
V

(k
m

s−
1 )

((13)) HD 229234

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
orbital phase

−40

−20

0

20

R
V

(k
m

s−
1 )

((14)) HD 308813

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
orbital phase

−10

0

10

20

30

R
V

(k
m

s−
1 )

((15)) LS 5039

Fig. 1: Orbital solutions of all the SB1s in our sample, for which the spectral disentangling did not provide us with any
spectral signatures for the secondary companions.
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Fig. 2: Orbital solutions of all the newly classified SB2s in our sample. The dashed red line represents the RV curve of
the secondary star. We stress that the RVs of the secondaries are not fitted individually from the spectra, but are forced
to vary in anti-phase with the primary and with the semi-amplitude derived through spectral disentangling (Sect. 3.2).
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Fig. 3: Left: Reduced χ2 map given by the grid disentangling for HD 163892 by combining the He i 4471, Mg ii 4481 and
Hγ lines. The minimal reduced χ2, at K1 = 41.05± 2.50 km s−1, K2 = 232.5± 14.9 km s−1 is shown with a red dot. The
solid white lines represent the 1σ contours. The 1D cuts in both directions are given as indications. Right: Disentangled
spectra of the primary (black) and secondary (green) of HD 163892. The latter has been shifted vertically by −0.25 for
clarity.

vidual parameters of each component derived in Sects. 3.4
and 3.5. The spectral disentangling process gives us the RV
semi-amplitudes for both components, allowing us to com-
pute the mass ratios. Knowing the mass of the primaries,
we can compute the masses of the secondaries and have ad-
ditional constraints on how the spectrum of the secondary
must look like. In case no contribution of the secondary star
is obtained through the disentangling process, the output
spectra appear featureless, as shown in Figs. 4.

For systems still classified as SB1s, we must understand
the mass limit up to which the spectral disentangling allows
us to extract and characterise the nature of non-degenerate
stellar companions. Indeed, since we cannot directly confirm
the presence of a compact object, one must rule out all other
possibilities before accepting the presence of such an object.

For this purpose, we ran simulations to determine the
detection limits for the systems in our sample. We consid-
ered three different cases: 1) a binary system with a MS
secondary, 2) a binary system with a stripped helium star
as secondary, and 3) a triple system where the visible OB
star is the outer object and where the inner close system is
composed of two lower-mass stars.

3.2.1. Detection limit for MS companions

To quantify the lower limit of detectability that spectral
disentangling can reach for each of our datasets, we con-
structed mock composite spectra using the disentangled
spectrum of the primary star, and we included a secondary
companion, using synthetic spectra that mimic the stellar
properties of the companion (effective temperatures, sur-
face gravities, fluxes, and mass ratios). We used TLUSTY
(Lanz & Hubeny 2007, for stars with effective tempera-
tures higher than 15 kK) or MARCS models (de Laverny
et al. 2012, for stars with effective temperatures lower than
15 kK) from the Pollux database4 (Palacios et al. 2010).
We adopted for the synthetic spectra a surface gravity of
log g = 4.0 [cgs]. The properties of the mock stars (spec-

4 http://npollux.lupm.univ-montp2.fr/DBPollux/
PolluxAccesDB/

tral types, effective temperatures, masses, and absolute
visual magnitudes) were taken from the tables provided
by Schmidt-Kaler (1982)5. We tested the spectral disen-
tangling by allowing i) all the orbital parameters to vary
through the use of a multi-dimensional simplex and ii) only
the RV semi-amplitudes of both components (K1, K2) to
vary. All these simulations have been performed assuming
a projected rotational velocity of v sin i = 100 km s−1 for
the secondary (Fig. 4). A summary of the detection limit is
given in Fig. 5.

Despite the low flux contribution for the secondaries,
a MS companion is readily retrieved down to mass and
flux ratios of 0.13 and 0.02, respectively. Those ratios corre-
spond to MS companions earlier than B3-B5 in most of the
cases. Only for a few objects with later spectral types are
the data of sufficient quality to extract companions down
to early A-type stars.

3.2.2. Detection limit for stripped helium companions

In a second set of simulations we consider the secondaries
to be stripped helium stars. The likelihood of occurrence for
such systems is roughly ten times lower than for a stellar-
mass BH companion (Shao & Li 2021). For those simu-
lations, we used the models computed by Götberg et al.
(2018). Using their parameters, the detection limits for
these objects are given in Fig. 5 and the results from the
mock spectra are displayed in the bottom panels of Fig. 4.

3.2.3. Detection limit considering triple systems

Our last simulations focus on possible triple systems, com-
posed of an outer O-type star (the visible star in the ob-
served SB1s) orbiting around an inner close binary system
composed of two lower-mass stars. We considered the con-
ditions of stabilisation of hierarchical triple systems for our
simulations as provided by Toonen et al. (2020). All our
simulations were done under the assumption that the inner
close binaries are composed of two equal-mass intermediate-
5 https://xoomer.virgilio.it/hrtrace/Calibr.htm
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Fig. 4: Simulations of the Hγ, He i 4388, 4471, and Mg ii 4481 spectral lines in the disentangled spectra of a mock system
composed of an O6.5 III primary. Red and blue spectra are the synthetic models. We entangle 12 observed spectra
with synthetic models of a MS secondary (left panels), and with synthetic models of a stripped helium star (right panels
Götberg et al. 2018). The secondary spectra were convolved by a rotational profile of 100 km s−1. Black and green spectra
are the disentangled spectra. Companions with flux ratios lower than 0.02 would not have been detected from our data.
The spectra are shifted vertically for clarity. We correct for the dilution by taking adopted values of 95% for the primary
and 5% for the secondary for all the simulations.

mass MS stars, which is the worst case scenario. We per-
formed these simulations for all our systems, but given their
periods (less than 55 days), only the longest-period sys-
tems are suitable for this scenario. To remain stable, the
two low-mass inner stars are expected to orbit around each
other with periods shorter than 1-2 days. We assume that
the stars are on a 1.5-day circular orbit, moving anti-phase,
and we assume a projected rotation of 50 km s−1 for each.
Under these conditions, a double-lined system may appear
single if the RV separation between the two profiles is not

sufficient for them to be clearly de-blended (Bodensteiner
et al. 2021; Banyard et al. 2022). Our simulations only pro-
vides us with a mean spectrum of each inner close system,
and not of individual intermediate-mass stars in the inner
systems. We show in Fig. 5 a summary of our results.

3.3. Minimum masses of the unseen companions

To constrain the nature of the unseen companions in the
15 SB1 systems where no spectral signatures were detected
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Fig. 5: Maximum mass of a secondary object that can elude detection in our disentangling approach. The simulations
have been run with v sin i = 100 km s−1. These detection limits are given when the secondary is considered as a MS star
(top), a stripped helium star (middle), or an inner close binary in a hierarchical triple system (bottom). In the middle
panel, no markers have been indicated for four systems because we were not able to detect the stripped companion. In
the bottom panel, the y axis corresponds to the total mass of the inner system.

with the spectral disentangling, we computed the minimum
masses by using the binary mass function:

f ≡ M3
u sin3 i

(Mu +MP )2
=
Porb (1− e2)3/2K3

2πG
(1)

whereMu is the mass of the unseen object,MP the mass of
the primary (visible) star, i the inclination of the system,
Porb the orbital period, e the eccentricity, K the primary
RV semi-amplitude, and G the gravitational constant.

Since 0 ≤ sin i ≤ 1, it follows that

M3
u sin3 i

(Mu +MP )2
=
Porb (1− e2)3/2K3

2πG
≤ M3

u

(Mu +MP )2
. (2)

By solving this inequality, we obtained the minimum mass
estimates for the unseen companions, but that supposes to
have a well-established mass estimate for the visible star.
There are two different mass estimates that can be cal-
culated for a single star: 1) the spectroscopic and 2) the
evolutionary masses. The former was computed from the
surface gravity and the radius of the star, obtained through
atmosphere modelling and from the star’s absolute luminos-
ity (Sect. 3.4). The latter is obtained through a comparison
of the star physical properties to evolutionary tracks. The
agreement between both mass estimates is a long-standing
problem in stellar astrophysics (e.g. Herrero et al. 1992;
Burkholder et al. 1997; Weidner & Vink 2010; Mahy et al.
2020a; Tkachenko et al. 2020, among others). We therefore
computed the minimum masses of the unseen objects by

using both mass estimates. We obtained a relation between
the inclinations of the systems and the masses of the unseen
objects. Figure 6 shows these relations using the evolution-
ary masses. The computations were also done using the
spectroscopic masses and are shown in Fig. 7.

To have an independent way of constraining the lower
limit on the inclinations of the systems, we computed the
critical rotational velocities of the visible stars:

vcrit =

√
2GMP

3Rp
, (3)

where MP is the mass of the visible star, and Rp its polar
radius. As the inclinations of the systems in our sample are
not known and atmosphere codes typically adopt spherical
symmetry, we assumed that the radii measured through our
analysis are equal to the polar radii of the visible stars (see
however Fabry et al. 2022). Assuming that the rotational
axes are perpendicular to the orbital plane, and that the
equatorial rotational velocities of the visible stars cannot be
larger than their critical rotational velocities, one obtains

v sin i

sin i
≤ vcrit, (4)

which gives a minimum value on the inclination and thus
provides a maximum mass for the unseen object. We note
that the assumption of alignment of the rotational and or-
bital axes must not hold for binaries containing compact
objects due to potential kicks. However, since Eq. 4 only
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impacts the upper limit on the mass, this has no impact on
our conclusions.

Therefore, by using Eqs. 2 and 4, which rely exclusively
on the measured orbital parameters and projected rotation
rate, and on a mass and radius estimate of the visible star
(see Sects. 3.4 and 3.5), one can derive a range of possible
masses for each unseen object.

3.4. Atmosphere modelling and spectroscopic masses

The estimations of the stellar parameters, in particular of
the spectroscopic and evolutionary masses, and of the sur-
face abundances of the visible objects are a critical step
to characterise the unseen objects and to understand their
nature.

We used the CMFGEN (CoMoving Frame GENeral,
Hillier & Miller 1998) atmosphere code. CMFGEN is a
radiative-transfer code that relaxes the assumption of local
thermodynamic equilibrium (non-LTE) and includes stellar
winds and line-blanketing. This code solves the radiative-
transfer equation for a spherically symmetric wind in the
co-moving frame under the constraints of radiative and sta-
tistical equilibrium. The hydrostatic density structure is
computed from mass conservation and the velocity struc-
ture is constructed from a pseudo-photosphere structure
connected to a β velocity law of the form v = v∞(1−R/r)β ,
where v∞ is the terminal velocity of the wind and β a unit-
less parameter describing the shape of the wind velocity
law. Our final models included the following chemical el-
ements: H i, He i-ii, C ii-iv, N ii-v, O ii-v, Al iii, Ar iii-iv,
Mg ii, Ne ii-iii, S iii-iv, Si ii-iv, Fe ii-vi, and Ni ii-v with
the solar composition (Grevesse et al. 2010) unless other-
wise stated. CMFGEN also uses the super-level approach to
reduce the memory requirements. On average, we included
about 1600 super levels for a total of 8000 levels. For the
formal solution of the radiative-transfer equation that leads
to the emergent spectrum, a microturbulent velocity vary-
ing linearly from 10 km s−1 to 0.1× v∞ was used.

To derive the stellar parameters, we built a grid of
synthetic solar-metallicity CMFGEN spectra by varying
Teff in steps of ∆Teff = 1000K and log g in steps of
∆log g = 0.1 [cgs]. Our grid covers 25000 < Teff < 47000K
and 3.0 < log g < 4.4 [cgs]. For this grid, the luminosities
were assigned according to Brott et al. (2011) evolutionary
tracks from the combination (Teff , log g) by assuming an
initial rotational velocity of 150 km s−1. For the mass-loss
rates, we used the prescriptions of Vink et al. (2000, 2001)
with solar metallicity. The terminal wind velocities were es-
timated to be equal to 2.6 times the effective escape velocity
from the photosphere (vesc, Lamers et al. 1995). The expo-
nent β of the velocity law was set to 1.0 and the clumping
filling factor, describing the density contrast between the
clumps and the equivalent smooth wind, was adopted as
fcl = 0.1.

We generated a ‘master-spectrum’ for each visible star
by shifting the observed spectra by the primary RVs, to
have them in a same reference frame, and by stacking all
of these spectra. The S/N of the master-spectrum is higher
than for the individual epochs (i.e. (S/N)master = (S/N)obs ·√
Nobs, where Nobs is the number of observed spectra in our

dataset).
The projected rotational velocity (v sin i) and the

macroturbulent velocity (vmac) were derived, as explained

by Simón-Díaz & Herrero (2014), on dedicated spectral
lines, mainly the He i 4713, O iii 5592 or He i 5876 lines. We
convolved the synthetic spectra first by a rotational profile,
mimicking v sin i, then, by a radial/transverse profile mim-
icking vmac, and by a Gaussian mimicking the instrumental
broadening.

Teff and log g were derived simultaneously from the grid
of synthetic spectra. The quality of the fit is quantified by
means of a χ2 analysis on the H and He lines (mainly the
surface gravity is computed from the wings of the Balmer
lines and the effective temperature is based on the He i-
He ii ratio). The χ2 is computed for each model of the grid
and linearly interpolated between the grid points in steps
of ∆Teff = 100K and ∆log g = 0.01 [cgs]. The error bars in
Teff and log g are correlated. The uncertainties at 1, 2, and
3σ on Teff and log g were estimated from ∆χ2 = 2.30, 6.18,
and 11.83 (two degrees of freedom), respectively (see Press
et al. 2007, for more details).

The stellar luminosity was computed from the V magni-
tude, extinction, bolometric correction (BC), and distance
(d) to the stars using:

log(L/L�) = −0.4 (V −AV −(5∗log(d)−5)+BC−4.75). (5)

The extinctions were derived by fitting the spectral energy
distributions (SEDs) of the systems, adopting the Teff and
log g obtained through the spectroscopic χ2 analysis. To
build the SEDs, we used UV spectra observed with the In-
ternational Ultraviolet Explorer satellite (when available),
the U band magnitude given by Reed (2003), the BVJHK
bands provided from the Naval Observatory Merged Astro-
metric Dataset catalogue (Zacharias et al. 2004), and finally
the GBP

, G, and GRP
magnitudes from the Gaia early Data

Release 3 (eDR3, Gaia Collaboration et al. 2016, 2021). The
SED fitting is shown in Fig. D.1 for each individual system.
We considered that the two objects in each system have the
same extinction. We applied the extinction law from Fitz-
patrick & Massa (2007). We compared our extinction values
with those derived by Maíz Apellániz & Barbá (2018, Fig. 8,
left panel) and those provided by the 3D dust map of Green
(2019, when available).

The bolometric corrections were computed using the
relations based on the effective temperatures of the stars
given by Martins & Plez (2006). We also adopted the photo-
geometric distances provided by Bailer-Jones et al. (2021)
using Gaia eDR3 parallaxes, unless it provides unphysical
fundamental properties for the individual objects.

For the SB1s, the luminosities inferred are attributed
to the visible objects that largely dominate the V band.
For the newly classified SB2s, we computed the bolometric
magnitudes (and thus the luminosities) of individual ob-
jects by computing the absolute magnitudes of the systems,
correcting them for the brightness ratio, and we applied the
bolometric correction computed from the effective temper-
atures of the individual components. Finally, we computed
the radii of the individual objects from their effective tem-
perature and their luminosity.

In order to discuss the evolutionary stages of the SB1s,
we derive the surface abundances only for these systems,
using the method described by Martins et al. (2015a). The
choice of the diagnostic lines depends on the quality of the
spectrum and on the spectral type of the star. We used a
list of spectral lines from which we made the selection of
the diagnostics used in the χ2

abund analysis:
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– carbon: C iii 4068-70, C iii 4153, C iii 4156, C iii 4163,
C iii 4187, C ii 4267, C iii 4325, C iii 4666, C iii 5246,
C iii 5353, C iii 5272, C iii 5826.

– nitrogen: N ii 3995, N ii 4004, N ii 4035, N ii 4041,
N iii 4044, N iii 4196, N iii 4511, N iii 4515, N iii 4518,
N iii 4524, N ii 4607, N iv 5200, N iv 5204,

– oxygen: O ii 4700, O ii 4707, O iii 5592.
The best-fit model was obtained by minimising the cal-

culated χ2
abund by varying different parameters in the pa-

rameter space. To this end, we generated a non-uniform
grid composed of several dozen models for each star. Once
all the fundamental parameters (i.e. Teff , log g, v sin i, and
vmac) are constrained, we ran models with different surface
abundances (for He, C, N, and O). We quantitatively com-
pared these lines to the synthetic spectra by means of a
χ2

abund analysis from which we derived the surface abun-
dance and their uncertainties (see Martins et al. 2015a and
Mahy et al. 2020b for more details).

3.5. Physical parameters and evolutionary masses

Once we obtained the physical parameters using CMFGEN,
we utilised log(L/L�), Teff , log g, and v sin i as inputs
for the BONNSAI (BONN Stellar Astrophysics Interface,
Schneider et al. 2014, 2017) code to compute the evolu-
tionary properties of the stars. BONNSAI is a Bayesian
analysis tool that allows us to compare the properties of
the stars with the BONN single-star evolutionary models
(Brott et al. 2011). In this way, BONNSAI provides us with
the predictions about the evolutionary masses and ages
that match with our derived parameters. The stellar and
predicted parameters are listed in TableA.1 and TableA.2
with their 1σ errors, for the SB2s and SB1s, respectively.
From the estimated and predicted sets of parameters, we
computed the mass ranges for the unseen companions as a
function of the inclinations of the systems (Figs. 6 and 7).
These mass ranges are displayed in Fig. 9 with predicted
mass ranges for NSs (in red) and BHs (in blue). We also in-
dicate, in Fig. 9, the mass limits of the unseen objects that
would have been extracted with spectral disentangling, ac-
cording to our simulations.

Nine stars in our sample have a secondary compan-
ion with a mass estimate between 1 and 6M�: HD 14633,
HD 15137, HD 46573, HD 74194, HD 94024, HD 105627,
HD165174, HD 308813, and LS 5039. They all have masses
and brightnesses lower than what we can detect with the
spectral disentangling, according to our simulations.

For two systems (HD 12323 and HD 2292234), the mass
ranges for their respective companions are from 3− 12 M�
and from 3 − 15 M�, respectively. Our simulations show
that secondaries with such masses could have been detected
using spectral disentangling. However, we also observe, for
both systems, a difference in the RVs of the visible stars
of about 15− 25 km s−1, respectively, between two epochs
that correspond to the same orbital phase. There is there-
fore a possibility that these differences might come from a
variation of their systemic velocities. That would suggest
that these systems might be triples, but it is too early to
confirm it.

Two objects have a companion with a mass higher than
∼ 7 M�: Cyg X-1, which is known to host a 21 M� stellar-
mass BH (Miller-Jones et al. 2021), and HD 130298. The
spectral disentangling does not allow us to reveal the sig-
natures of a secondary star for both objects. With 7 M�

or higher, the companions should be detectable in the com-
posite spectra, which suggests that HD 130298 is a promis-
ing candidate to host a stellar-mass BH. We stress that no
X-ray detection was reported in the Second ROSAT all-
sky survey (2RXS) source catalogue (Boller et al. 2016) for
HD 130298.

Finally, we stress that the mass discrepancy is clearly
present in our results (Table A.2, Fig. 10), with the spectro-
scopic masses being significantly smaller than the evolution-
ary masses in 12 out of our 15 SB1s. Interestingly, neither
Cyg X-1 and HD 74194 (which harbour a BH and a NS com-
panion, respectively) nor HD 130298 (our main OB+BH
candidate; see Sect. 4.1) are impacted by this discrepancy.
This might also imply that part of the mass discrepancy
could result from undetected low-mass companions that im-
pact spectroscopic log g determination by dilution and/or
by their contribution to the wings of Balmer lines, which
are used as log g diagnostics. Elucidating the mass discrep-
ancy is beyond the scope of the present work. We discuss
each system individually in the Appendix (Sect. E).

3.6. TESS photometry

Detecting putative companions or compact objects around
massive stars benefits to not only focus on spectroscopy but
also probe time-series photometry. Light curves can indeed
be used to corroborate the presence of a non-degenerate
companion in a binary system (e.g. in the case of eclipsing
binaries). Searching for stellar-mass BHs, for example, in
Transiting Exoplanet Survey Satellite (TESS; Ricker et al.
2009, 2015) light curves, was already envisaged by Masuda
& Hotokezaka (2019). These authors pointed out three dif-
ferent signals that can be detected if a quiet BH is present:
1) ellipsoidal variations (Gomel et al. 2021), 2) Doppler
beaming and 3) self-lensing. The two first signals produce
a variability that decreases in amplitude with increasing or-
bital periods while the self-lensing causes pulse-like bright-
ening only during the eclipse. High-cadence photometry is
also useful for detecting modulations produced by the ro-
tation of the star. In this case, it can provide useful infor-
mation for deriving the inclinations of the stars (Burssens
et al. 2020).

We retrieved TESS light curves for 13 objects among
the SB1 systems and 8 among the newly classified
SB2 systems. The other objects have not been observed
yet (HD 29763, HD 163892, HD 164438, HD 164536,
HD 165174, HD 167263, HD 167264, and LS 5039), suffer
from contamination of other stars in their neighbourhood
(HD 93028), or were within the TESS sectors but fall just
on the edge of the detector so that no light curve can be
extracted (HD 152405 and HD 152723). The 2-min cadence
light curves were retrieved from the Mikulski Archive for
Space Telescopes archive as light curves. The light curves
are those in the pre-conditioned form (PDCSAP, Pre-search
Data Conditioning Simple Aperture Photometry). The 30-
min cadence light curves were extracted from the full- frame
images (FFIs). Aperture photometry was performed on im-
age cutouts of 50× 50 pixels using the PYTHON package
LIGHTKURVE (Lightkurve Collaboration et al. 2018).
The source mask was defined from pixels above a given
threshold (generally from 3 to 10 depending on the target).
The background mask was defined by pixels with fluxes be-
low the median flux, thereby avoiding nearby field sources.

Article number, page 13 of 51



A&A proofs: manuscript no. BH

All the light curves were detrended by using low-order
polynomials and we looked for periodic signals using the
HMM technique (see Sect 3.1). While for deriving the or-
bital periods of the binary systems, we focused on the high-
est peak in the periodogram, for the analysis of the light
curves, we used the iterative criterion given by Mahy et al.
(2011) to define the significance of the different peaks in the
periodograms. The light curves of the SB1 systems, with
their respective periodograms, are shown in Fig. 11 while
those for the SB2 systems are shown in Fig. 13.

Once the list of significant frequencies has been gen-
erated for each object, we looked for signals that can be
related to the orbital motion. HD 37737, HD 52533, and
V747 Cep show light curves that display clear eclipses and
can be (re-)classified as SB1E. For HD 37737, we detected
16 harmonics generated from its orbital frequency in the
periodogram (the highest peak being at one-fourth the or-
bital period). The light curve also shows a pulse-like excess
between the two eclipses that can be due to heartbeat vari-
ability (Trigueros Páez et al. 2021). Given the presence of
eclipses, it is ruled out that the secondary in HD 37737
is a compact object. The same conclusion can be drawn
for HD 52533 and V747 Cep. We use PHOEBE (PHysics
Of Eclipsing BinariEs, v2.3, Prša & Zwitter 2005; Conroy
et al. 2020) to model the three light curves and derive the
fundamental parameters of the individual components. We
adopt bolometric albedos and gravity darkening coefficients
equal to 1.0, and the square root law for the limb darken-
ing (Mahy et al. 2017, 2020a). The parameters are given in
Table A.1 and the comparisons between the best PHOEBE
models and the TESS light curves are displayed in Fig. 12.
By comparing the masses with the detection predictions dis-
played in Fig. 9, the masses of the secondary in HD 37737
is at the limit of detection. A secondary with a mass of
3.4 M� would even not be detected with our method. These
rough estimations, however, need to be spectroscopically
confirmed with additional higher-quality spectra.

HD 94024, HD 229234, HD 12323, and Cyg X-1 show
signals in their light curves that correspond to half their
orbital period, suggesting ellipsoidal variations. Ellipsoidal
variations might occur in the closest OB+BH binaries due
to the deformation of the visible OB star (as it is stated
above and in Masuda & Hotokezaka 2019) but that does
not guarantee that the companion is a degenerate object.

No clear frequencies were found in the periodograms of
HD 14633, HD 15137 and HD 46573. For the other ob-
jects, we systematically considered the significant frequen-
cies. Other mechanisms can be responsible for the signals
in these light curves such as stochastic low-frequency vari-
ability (SLF; Bowman et al. 2019a,b, 2020) or rotational
modulations (Burssens et al. 2020). Assuming rotation as a
possible cause for the detected frequencies, we can roughly
deduce possible mass estimates for the secondaries in those
systems. For that purpose, we used the projected rotational
velocities and estimated radii (both from atmosphere mod-
elling and from evolutionary models) of the visible star, and
we used the significant frequencies detected from the light
curves. This also assumes that the rotational axes of both
stars are perpendicular to the orbital planes. These inclina-
tions are then used to speculate on the possible mass ranges
of the secondaries in those systems. A discussion object by
object is given in Sect. E.

4. Discussion

4.1. Nature of the unseen companions in SB1s

Our analysis has shown that we could retrieve the proper-
ties of stellar companions down to a mass ratio of 0.13–0.15
and a brightness ratio of ∼ 0.01 − 0.02 but we are lim-
ited with the quality and the number of composite spectra
in our dataset. The systems that we have selected for the
present study are also limited in terms of orbital period.
For longer-period systems, dedicated monitoring over sev-
eral years need to take place, and, in that sense, Gaia will
also help to unveil those systems (Janssens et al. 2022).

From a large grid of detailed binary evolution models
computed at Large Magellanic Cloud (LMC) metallicity
with initial primary masses between 10 and 40M�, Langer
et al. (2020) predicted that about 3% of the LMC late-
O and early-B stars in binaries are expected to possess
a stellar-mass BH companion. Even though these results
were produced at LMC metallicity, there is no reason to be-
lieve that the fraction is significantly different at Galactic
metallicity. According to these predictions, a high fraction
of OB+BH systems are expected with orbital periods close
to 6 days and RV semi-amplitudes around 100 km s−1 if the
BH progenitor filled its Roche lobe and interacted with its
companion during the MS (Case A evolution), or orbital pe-
riods of the order of 1 yr and RV semi-amplitudes around
35 km s−1 if they went through Case B mass transfer.

In the top panel of Fig. 14, we show the period-
eccentricity diagram for all the systems in our sample. The
SB1s have in general shorter orbital periods than the newly
classified SB2s. This is not expected from a homogeneous
sample of binaries (Shenar et al., 2022, A&A, in prep.).
Here, we selected already-reported SB1s and exclude the
already-known SB2s, biasing our sample. There are sev-
eral SB1 systems having orbital periods shorter than 10
days and eccentricities higher than 0.2. The bottom panel
of Fig. 14 shows the RV semi-amplitudes of the visible stars
as a function of the orbital periods of the system. We also
plotted the parameter space corresponding to the predic-
tions of Langer et al. (2020) for case A (blue) and case B
(red) mass transfers. Comparing our SB1 population with
these predictions gives us 2 possible OB+BH systems if the
stellar-mass BH is formed after a case B and 2 if it is formed
from a case A mass transfer, respectively. Those systems
are: Cyg X-1, and HD 130298 for case A (appearing in the
blue box of the bottom panel of Fig. 14), and HD 308813,
and HD 229234 for case B (in the red box of the bottom
panel of Fig. 14).

4.1.1. OB+BH candidates

Using the binary mass function to derive the mass esti-
mates of the companions, we found three objects (Cyg X-
1, HD 130298, and HD 37737) for which the compan-
ion should be classified as B5 or earlier (M > 5 M�),
and therefore should be detected in the composite spectra.
These systems are clearly candidates to host a (X-ray quiet)
stellar-mass BH, except HD 37737 for which the light curve
shows eclipses. As expected, no evidence of a massive non-
degenerate companion was found for CygX-1. This object
is indeed known for hosting a stellar-mass BH with a mass
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of approximately 14M� (Orosz et al. 2011) up to 21M�
(Miller-Jones et al. 2021).

Another interesting candidate is HD 130298, which, in
contrast to Cyg X-1 exhibits a high eccentricity of e = 0.47.
We find a minimum mass of 7.7± 1.5M� for the compan-
ion. However, we did not detect any signatures in the com-
posite and disentangled spectra. No X-ray detections were
reported from the Second ROSAT all-sky survey (2RXS)
source catalog (Boller et al. 2016). The fact that we do not
detect the signature of a companion in HD 130298 suggests
that it could be either an X-ray quiet stellar-mass BH or a
stripped helium star. At this stage, the possibility of having
a stripped star more massive than ∼ 7 M� cannot be fully
excluded. However, it seems very unlikely as Götberg et al.
(2018) showed that such systems (MS O-type star and mas-
sive stripped helium star) would be detectable even from
the optical bands as the stripped star would outshine the
companion especially in the He ii lines but we do not detect
such features in the composite spectra of HD 130298. Fur-
thermore, stripped stars more massive than 7.5 ± 1.5M�
are expected to appear as Wolf-Rayet stars, as estimated
in Shenar et al. (2020b). There is no doubt that we would
detect such a star in the case of HD 130298. This strongly
points to the presence of a quiet stellar-mass BH as com-
panion of HD 130298 and emphasises the importance of ac-
quiring new observations in different wavelength domains
to firmly confirm this important detection.

Finally, HD 75211 and HD 229234 are also candidates
but the likelihood is lower. For HD 75211, its companion
has an expected mass between 3 and 12M�. We can how-
ever rule out the presence of a companion more massive
than 5−6M� from our simulations, but not lower. It seems
therefore very unlikely that its companion is a stellar-mass
BH. We can also rule out that this object form a hierarchical
triple system where the O star is the outer object. Our data
are, however, not good enough to reject the possibility that
the companion is a stripped star. For HD 229234, the mass
of the secondary is higher than 2.6±0.3 M� and could reach
∼ 20 M�. The secondary, if still on the MS, is therefore at
the limit of detection (see Fig. 5). A stripped helium star
would not be detected from our data, nor would an inner
close system if its mass were not higher than 10 M�. This
latter case is, however, unlikely since ellipsoidal variations
are detected in the light curve. These ellipsoidal variations
strongly indicate that one or both objects are distorted
by the tidal influence of the orbiting companions. We also
detected systematic differences in the systemic velocity of
this system through the different epochs, suggesting that it
could be a triple system, similar to HD 96670 (Gomez &
Grindlay 2021).

4.1.2. OB+NS candidates

Nine SB1s have companions that have mass estimates be-
tween 1 M� and 5 M�. If these companions are degen-
erate, this range is similar to the expected mass estimate
of NSs, but cannot exclude low-mass stellar BHs (Belczyn-
ski et al. 2010; Fryer et al. 2014; Zevin et al. 2020). We can
also not exclude non-degenerate low-mass companions from
the data that we have acquired. In addition to HD 130298,
five SB1s are also reported as runaway stars, those are stars
that have a space velocity of 30 km s−1 or higher: HD 12323,
HD 14633, HD 15137, HD 46573, and HD 94024. Both dy-
namical interactions within a cluster and a supernova in a

close binary can produce runaway SB1 systems. Therefore,
the nature of the companions cannot be inferred from the
runaway status of these objects.

4.1.3. Physical properties

OB stars in post-interaction OB+BH binaries are expected
to be rapid rotators and enriched in helium and nitrogen.
Depending on whether the mass transfer occurred through
case A or case B, the expected enrichment will be differ-
ent (Langer et al. 2020). In the case of case B mass trans-
fer, the OB stars remain mostly unenriched because only
small amounts of mass (about 10% of their initial mass)
are accreted, while, for case A mass transfer, much more
mass, coming from deeper layers of the mass donor, directly
falls onto the surface of the mass gainer and is accreted. In
Fig. 15, we show the distribution of nitrogen surface abun-
dance as a function of the projected rotational velocity (i.e.
the Hunter diagram) for all the SB1s in our sample. Four
SB1s show a nitrogen enrichment that could be produced
by rotational mixing (Maeder 2000). Two objects have a
projected rotational velocity lower than 200 km s−1 with
no significant enrichment. The remaining ten objects have
a lower v sin i but show a high nitrogen enrichment at their
surface. The fact that we do not know the inclinations of
the systems might be a bias to explain the causes of these
enrichments but a possibility would be that these enrich-
ments are due to binary interactions (de Mink et al. 2013).
However, if these ten objects are mass gainers from conser-
vative mass transfer, it is expected that they show rapid
rotation, and one would therefore expect that they are seen
under a low inclination.

In Fig. 16 we show the distribution of nitrogen enrich-
ment as a function of the RV semi-amplitude of the visible
stars in our SB1 populations. Most of the systems that show
nitrogen enrichment at their surface have K1 < 30 km s−1

and two systems have K1 > 70 km s−1(among them Cyg X-
1). The other systems for which no significant enrichment
has been measured have 30 < K1 < 70 km s−1.

From Figs. 15 and 16, there is no significant difference
in terms of nitrogen enrichment between the SB1s that are
supposed to evolve through case A (Porb . 10 d) or case
B (Porb & 10 d) mass transfer. The similarities regarding
the nitrogen surface abundances between these stars and
Cyg X-1 or HD 74194 (which are marked by a diamond
and a square in Fig. 15, and are known to host a BH or a
NS, respectively) are striking.

4.2. X-ray emission

X-ray detections were reported for six objects: Cyg X-1,
HD 74194, LS 5039, HD 14633, HD 15137, and HD 12323.
No X-ray detections have been reported for the other stars
in the literature. Whether or not they are X-ray emitters
thus requires further dedicated monitoring.

The interaction of the primary’s wind with the unseen
companions in our SB1 systems may give rise to X-ray emis-
sion. This is most evidently so in the case where the com-
panion is a stellar-mass BH or NS, where the deep potential
heats any accreted matter to X-ray emitting temperatures.
However, X-ray emission may also arise in the presence of
a non-degenerate companion due to the thermalisation of
the fast O star wind. The physical processes involved in
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either accreted or braked stellar winds are complex, and
it is beyond our means to compute them in detail. Instead,
we derive some order-of-magnitude estimates using suitable
but simplified analytic approximations.

4.2.1. Wind accreting black holes

The case of a wind accreting BH may potentially produce
the highest X-ray luminosities and is thus given most room
in our consideration. However, even in this case, high levels
of X-ray emission are only expected if the in-falling wind
material can form an accretion disk. For the case of a BH
companion, we expect the BH to accrete matter from the
stellar wind of the O star via Bondi-Hoyle accretion (Bondi
& Hoyle 1944). When the accreted matter has sufficient an-
gular momentum, it can form an accretion disk around the
BH. Such a disk is expected to radiate energy mostly in X-
rays (Frank et al. 2002). To estimate whether an accretion
disk can form, and the corresponding X-ray luminosity, we
follow the work of Sen et al. (2021). We take the maximum
possible unseen companion mass as the mass of the BH,
which increases the likelihood of accretion disk formation.
For our general case, we assume a non-rotating BH (Qin
et al. 2018). We apply a standard β-law for the wind ve-
locity and calculate the wind mass-loss rate following the
prescription of (Vink et al. 2000), using the luminosity, ef-
fective temperature and spectroscopic mass of the O stars
derived in this work (TableA.2).

Only for HD229234 do we obtain jacc/jISCO > 1 (Ta-
bleA.3), where jacc is the specific angular momentum of the
accreted matter and jISCO is the specific angular momen-
tum of a particle in the innermost stable circular orbit of
the BH. This implies that with a 14M� BH companion, the
accretion flow is expected to form an accretion disk, giving
rise to an X-ray luminosity of about 600L�. As this X-ray
luminosity is large enough to be detectable by current non-
focussing all-sky X-ray monitoring telescopes (Priedhorsky
et al. 1996), a 14M� BH companion can be safely excluded.
However, we cannot exclude the existence of a 3M� BH
companion (corresponding to the minimum unseen com-
panion mass of this system) as our analysis predicts that
an accretion disk does not form around the BH if its mass
was 3M�.

For all other systems, an accretion disk is not expected
to form within our standard assumptions. However, in two
systems, CygX-1 and HD94024, the angular momentum
of the accreted wind matter is so high that a disk may be
expected for the case of a spinning BH (Kerr 1963; McClin-
tock et al. 2006; Visser 2007). In fact, Cyg X-1 is known to
contain a maximally spinning BH of 21.2M� (Miller-Jones
et al. 2021). Assuming that to be the case, the method of
Sen et al. (2021) does predict an accretion disk radiating
about 700L�, a factor of a few smaller than the observed
average of ∼2600L� (Orosz et al. 2011). Due to the ab-
sence of bright X-rays from HD94024, a 4M� Kerr BH
companion can be excluded.

When assuming unimpeded strictly radial in-fall onto
the BH, the level of the thermal bremsstrahlung escaping
from the accreted adiabatically heated plasma is many or-
ders of magnitude below the X-ray emission of an accre-
tion disk, considering the same accretion rate (Shapiro &
Teukolsky 1986). While turbulence, magnetic fields, and
non-radial accretion may all enhance the X-ray emission
(Sharma et al. 2007), the expected X-ray flux is still well

below that of an equivalent accretion disk. In any case, it is
difficult to constrain the three mentioned processes. There-
fore, for any of the SB1s considered here, the absence of
BHs cannot be ruled out based on the absence of detected
X-ray emission. This holds even for HD130298 assuming a
48M� BH companion.

4.2.2. Wind collision from a MS companion

If the unseen companion in our SB1 systems is a MS star, we
may expect some level of X-ray emission due to the braking
of the primary’s wind. If the companion is massive enough
to emit a significant wind by itself, it may collide with the
primary’s wind. Here we consider HD130298 assuming an
equal-mass O star companion. While we would have likely
detected such a companion through our spectral analysis, it
may serve here as an example giving an order of magnitude
estimate for the most favourable situation.

We assume that the winds of the two O stars interact
to create an optically thin, fully ionised shock front from
which X-rays are emitted via thermal bremsstrahlung. We
calculate the density and temperature of the shocked ma-
terial using the Rankine-Hugonoit jump condition for an
ideal gas with adiabatic exponent γ = 5/3, and a Mach
number of the un-shocked wind � 1 (Regev et al. 2016).
Then, the integrated X-ray emissivity (i.e. energy per unit
volume per unit time) of the shocked material is calculated
as in Courvoisier (2013). For an orbital separation a, we
assume the volume V of the shock front as V =

(
a
2

)3.
This gives an X-ray luminosity of the order of 10 L� for
our example (TableA.3). This number is similar to the ob-
served X-ray luminosity of colliding wind binaries resem-
bling our example (Gagné et al. 2012), and broadly agrees
with results from multi-dimensional hydrodynamic calcula-
tions (Pittard & Dawson 2018).

For mass ratios well below one, the wind of the unseen
companion is too weak to prevent the direct impact of the
primary’s wind on its surface (Sana et al. 2004). As an
example, we use HD74194 as its 28.2M� Ostar emits a
strong wind. We adopt a mass for the companion of 5M�,
which corresponds roughly to the maximum possible com-
panion mass. We calculate the X-ray luminosity here by
assuming that the wind kinetic energy of the O star en-
closed in the solid angle subtended the MS companion gets
completely converted to X-rays, which is surely an upper
limit. This results in an X-ray luminosity of the order of
0.05L�. This is just about twice the X-ray luminosity ex-
pected from HD74194 if it were a single star. Phase-locked
variations of the X-ray flux is, however, expected given that
X-ray is expected to be emitted only from the surface of the
secondary star facing the primary (Sana et al. 2004). This
will decrease the apparent average X-ray flux, rendering the
process even more difficult to detect.

4.3. Characterisation of the detected higher-mass companions

Spectral disentangling revealed the nature of the secondary
companions for 17 systems in our sample, allowing us to
characterise the physical properties of the companions down
to mass and brightness ratios of 0.15 and 0.02, respectively.
Among these systems, most of them have orbital periods
longer than 10 days, eccentricities up to 0.8, and mass ratios
down to ∼ 0.15. Figures 14 and 17 show the positions of
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the SB2s in our sample in the period (Porb) - mass-ratio
(q) - eccentricity (e) parameter space. We have a dearth
of systems with short periods and high mass ratios and
with long periods and low mass ratios. The short-period
high mass-ratio binaries are indeed easier to characterise as
SB2s and were therefore not selected for our analysis. For
the systems with a long orbital period (Porb > 20 days) and
a low mass ratio (q < 0.3), they are more difficult to detect
because they require long-term monitoring and high S/N
data.

In Fig. 18, we display the projected rotational velocities
measured for the primaries and the secondaries, together
with the mass ratios of the different SB2s. Most the pri-
maries are slow rotators while their secondaries rotate on
average faster. The high rotation of the secondaries is one
of the reasons to explain that some systems were classified
as SB1s, even though their secondaries are massive stars.
That shows the difficulty to extract the spectral features
of the secondary without using state-of-the-art techniques
such as spectral disentangling. The dilution of secondary
spectra due to high rotation was already pointed out to ex-
plain the non-detection of secondaries in systems like LB-1,
or HR 6819 (see e.g. Shenar et al. 2020a; Abdul-Masih et al.
2020; Bodensteiner et al. 2020, for more details). Of inter-
est are the strongly asynchronous spins, which might point
towards past mass-transfer events for these systems; they
therefore would deserve further investigation.

All the SB2 systems are discussed individually in
Sect. E. We applied the CMFGEN atmosphere code to
derive the individual parameters, such as their spectro-
scopic and evolutionary masses. By comparing the mini-
mum masses, the spectroscopic and the evolutionary masses
of the primary stars (we excluded the secondaries given no-
tably the uncertainties on the K2), we can derive a rough
estimation of the inclinations of the systems (Table A.1).
We do not derive the surface abundances of these compo-
nents because discussing the evolution of these systems is
beyond the scope of this paper. Figure 19 displays the cu-
mulative distribution of the inclination of the SB2 systems
and the projected rotational velocities of the secondaries.
Half of our SB2s have an inclination higher than 50◦. Except
for some outliers (and some secondary for which we were
not able to compute the v sin i and for which we took the
standard value of 100 km s−1), there seems, however, to be
no correlation between the inclinations of the systems and
the projected rotational velocities of the secondaries.

5. Conclusion

For this analysis, we combined time series of high-resolution
high signal-to-noise spectra and high-cadence photometry
to characterise the nature of unseen companions in mas-
sive Galactic SB1 systems. For that purpose, we performed
spectral disentangling to extract the spectral features of
faint companions. For half of our sample, we revealed, for
the first time, the stellar classification of their companions,
down to a mass ratio of about 0.15. Some systems have
high mass ratios, but their SB2 nature was hard to con-
strain because of the high projected rotational velocity of
the secondary companions.

For the other half of our sample, we could not extract
any spectral features of a putative faint companion. We
combined atmosphere modelling to derive the fundamental
parameters of the visible stars, the binary mass function,

and the critical rotation to provide mass ranges for the
secondary stars. In addition to Cyg X-1, which is known
to host a stellar-mass BH, we found two other candidates
in our sample. One is HD 229234, which shares the same
characteristics as HD 96670 (Gomez & Grindlay 2021, an
SB1 system with a possible tertiary star, and a mass range
for the visible star similar to that of a stellar-mass BH),
and HD 130298, where the expected mass of the secondary
component (higher than 7M�) and the fact that we did
not detect the spectral features of the secondary make it a
suitable candidate to host a quiet stellar-mass BH.

Finally, we found nine systems where the mass estimates
for the secondaries are in the same range as the predicted
masses for NSs. However, optical data alone are not suf-
ficient to confirm their compact nature. Additional multi-
wavelength observations are crucial for understanding all
the evolutionary phases in between binary systems with
massive stars on the MS and in binary BH systems.
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Fig. 6: Inclinations as a function of the secondary mass for all the SB1 systems, where no spectroscopic signatures of
the secondaries were found. These diagrams were computed using the evolutionary masses and the radii estimated with
BONNSAI. The vertical solid line indicates the minimum masses of the unseen companions, and the dashed lines show the
error bars on those values. The horizontal solid line indicates the minimum inclination of the systems, and the horizontal
dashed lines show the error bars on the minimum inclinations. The orange shaded regions correspond to the possible
values for the system inclinations and masses of the unseen objects. The dashed red lines indicate the error bars on the
binary mass function and are computed by propagating the 1σ errors on the other parameters.
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Fig. 7: Same as for Fig. 6 but computed with the spectroscopic masses.
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Fig. 8: Comparison between the extinctions derived through our analysis with extinctions provided by Maíz Apellániz
& Barbá (2018, left panel) and from the 3D dust map of Green (2019, right panel) assuming the Gaia eDR3 distances of
the stars.
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Fig. 11: TESS light curves (top panels of the sub-figures) and their corresponding HMM periodograms (bottom panels of
the sub-figures) for the SB1 systems. No significant variability is seen beyond 5 d−1. The heliocentric Julian date (HJD)
corresponds to HJD−2 450 000.
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Fig. 13: TESS light curves (top panels of the sub-figures) and their corresponding HMM periodograms (bottom panels
of the sub-figures) for the newly detected SB2 systems. No significant variability is seen beyond 5 d−1. HJD given in
these figures corresponds to HJD−2 450 000. There are no TESS light curves for HD 164438, HD 164536, HD 29763,
HD 93028, HD 152405, HD 152723, HD 167263, or HD 167264.
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Fig. 15: Projected rotational velocity versus nitrogen sur-
face abundances of the SB1s in our sample. The colour
bar indicates the orbital periods of the systems. The base-
line value for the nitrogen enrichment is equal to 7.78 and
is marked by a dashed line. Cyg X-1, HD 130298, and
HD 74194 are marked by a diamond, a triangle, and a
square, respectively.
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Fig. 16: Diagram showing the RV semi-amplitude of the
systems and the nitrogen enrichment of the visible star.
The colour bar indicates their orbital period. Cyg X-1,
HD 130298, and HD 74194 are marked by a diamond, a
triangle, and a square, respectively. The baseline value is
equal to 7.78.
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systems. Bottom: Same as for the top panel but comparing
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Table A.3: Expected stellar wind mass accretion rate (Ṁacc), specific angular momentum accretion (jacc) and X-ray
luminosity (Lx), for our SB1 binaries, using the specified mass of the unseen companion. The top part of the table
assumes a non-spinning BH companion, except for the two X-ray luminosities in italic (see text). The other two parts
assume a MS companion.

Name Period RO star MO star Munseen Ṁacc jacc/jISCO log Lx

(days) (R�) (M�) (M�) (M�/yr) (erg/s)
BH accretion
Cyg X-1 5.59 18.61 40.60 21.2a 9.43e-11 0.45 36.43
HD12323 1.92 6.80 17.10 7.0 6.34e-11 0.34 –
HD14633 15.41 5.80 10.60 4.0 9.29e-13 0.01 –
HD15137 55.34 10.91 14.90 2.0 6.28e-14 0.00 –
HD37737 7.85 10.00 11.30 8.0 3.55e-11 0.24 –
HD46573 10.65 8.60 18.90 5.0 1.50e-12 0.02 –
HD74194 9.54 16.51 28.20 5.0 4.19e-12 0.07 –
HD75211 20.44 13.41 25.30 10.0 2.44e-12 0.03 –
HD94024 2.46 8.70 15.60 4.0 4.78e-11 0.42 36.13
HD105627 4.34 9.00 13.80 4.0 1.73e-11 0.18 –
HD130298 14.63 10.00 24.20 48.0 2.81e-11 0.09 –
HD165174 23.87 9.70 13.70 3.0 4.82e-13 0.01 –
HD229234 3.51 12.41 16.10 14.0 4.57e-10 1.70 36.34
HD308813 6.35 10.71 10.70 3.0 1.66e-11 0.22 –
LS5039 3.91 6.29 11.10 3.0 7.34e-12 0.08 –
Wind-wind collision
HD130298 14.63 10.00 24.20 24.0b – – 33.82
Direct impact
HD74194 9.54 16.51 28.20 5.0 – – 32.31

Notes. (a) Measured BH mass is adopted (Miller-Jones et al. 2021). (b) Maximum MS companion mass.
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Appendix B: Journal of observations
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Appendix C: Spectral disentangling of the newly
detected SB2 systems
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N
or

m
al

iz
ed

flu
x

((7)) HD 152405

4020 4030
0.5

1.0
He I 4026

4100 4125

0.5

1.0
H delta

4190 4200

0.75

1.00
He II 4200

4330 4340 4350

0.5

1.0
H gamma

4380 4390

0.75

1.00
He I 4388

4470 4480
0.5

1.0
He I 4471

4540 4550

0.75

1.00
He II 4542

4625 4650

0.75

1.00

N III 4634-41

4680 4700

1

2

3
He II 4686

4850 4875
0.5

1.0
H beta

5400 5420

0.75

1.00
He II 5412

5800 5810

0.75

1.00
C IV 5801-12

Wavelength [Å]
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Fig. C.1: Disentangled spectra of the newly-detected SB2 sample. Black (green) spectra are the primaries (secondaries).
The secondary spectra were shifted for clarity.
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N
or

m
al

iz
ed

flu
x

((11)) HD 164536

4020 4030

0.75

1.00
He I 4026

4100 4125
0.5

1.0
H delta

4190 4200

0.8

1.0
He II 4200

4330 4340 4350
0.5

1.0
H gamma

4380 4390

0.75

1.00
He I 4388

4470 4480

0.75

1.00
He I 4471

4540 4550

0.8

1.0
He II 4542

4625 4650

0.75

1.00
N III 4634-41

4680 4700

0.75

1.00

He II 4686

4850 4875
0.5

1.0
H beta

5400 5420

0.8

1.0
He II 5412

5800 5810

0.8

1.0
C IV 5801-12

Wavelength [Å]
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Appendix E: Individual systems

Appendix E.1: SB1 systems

Appendix E.1.1: Cyg X-1

Cyg X-1 is already known as hosting an accreting BH, emit-
ting X-rays. The orbital period is 5.6 days and the system
has a low eccentricity of 0.02. The binary mass function is
equal to 0.237 ± 0.002M�. For the visible star (classified
as O9.7 I), we derived an effective temperature of 29.8kK
and a log g of 3.33 [cgs]. From the Gaia eDR3 distance
and an extinction of AV = 3.2 ± 0.1, we compute a lumi-
nosity of log(L/L�) = 5.48 ± 0.06, which gives a radius
of R = 20.7 ± 1.2R�, resulting in a spectroscopic mass of
33.4+8.0

−8.0,M� for the visible star. Using BONNSAI, the pre-
dicted parameters for that star give an evolutionary masses
of 30.0+4.0

−3.1M�, so that no mass discrepancy is observed
within the error bars. These masses agree well with that
measured by Miller-Jones et al. (2021). The spectral dis-
entangling gave us a flat spectrum for the stellar-mass BH
which is what is expected for that system. A 7 M� star or
higher would have been detected from our data with spec-
tral disentangling. From the TESS light curve (Fig. 11), we
extracted the frequencies of the five highest peaks in the
periodogram (ν1 = 0.358(2), ν1 = 0.150(5), ν1 = 0.242(5),
ν1 = 0.424(5), and ν1 = 0.109(6) d−1). The first fre-
quency corresponds to half the orbital period of the system.
The light curve variation is similar to ellipsoidal variations,
which is due to the deformation of the visible star (fill-
ing its Roche lobe and transferring its mass and angular
momentum to the stellar-mass BH companion). The other
signals, if one of them is due to the rotation of the visible
star, provide us with possible inclinations between 13 and
40◦. We note that an inclination of 27.5◦ was reported by
Miller-Jones et al. (2021) but, based on our parameters, no
peak related to that inclination is found in the periodogram.
This range provides us with a mass estimate between 12 and
60 M� for the compact object.

Appendix E.1.2: HD 12323

HD 12323 is a short period (Porb = 1.9 days) circular
SB1 system. This system is a runaway (Maíz Apellániz &
Barbá 2018). The spectral disentangling does not allow us
to extract the spectrum of the secondary component. From
the orbital parameters, we measured a binary mass func-
tion equal to 0.0054 ± 0.0008M�. The visible star is ni-
trogen rich and was classified as an ON9.2V. We derived
an effective temperature to be equal to 33.2kK and a sur-
face gravity of 3.99 [cgs], once corrected for the centrifugal
force. These stellar parameters agree very well with those
given by Martins et al. (2015b). Using the Gaia eDR3 and
an extinction of 0.86 ± 0.03, we computed a luminosity of
log(L/L�) = 4.70± 0.07 and a radius of R = 6.8± 0.6R�.
This gives a spectroscopic mass equal to 17.1± 3.8M� and
an evolutionary mass of 19.2+1.0

−0.9M�, showing no mass dis-
crepancy. We estimated the mass of the secondary to be
between 1.3 and 8M�. The TESS light curve shows a clear
oscillation with a frequency at ν = 1.039(1) d−1, corre-
sponding to a period of 0.962 days. This period corresponds
to half the orbital period, and therefore suggests ellipsoidal
variations, due to the deformation of the stars. If the star is
in synchronous rotation with the system, the expected in-
clination is about 42◦ which suggests a mass of about 2 M�

for the secondary. In any cases, the spectral disentangling
would have detected a MS companion down to a mass of
4 M�.

Appendix E.1.3: HD 14633

HD14633 is a system with an 15.4-day orbital period and
a high eccentricity of 0.698. The orbital parameters de-
rived in our analysis are similar to those from Trigueros
Páez et al. (2021). The system is a runaway, and the pres-
ence of a bow shock was reported by Peri et al. (2012).
HD 14633 has been cited by McSwain et al. (2007, 2010)
as a potential system hosting a NS. The binary mass func-
tion is equal to 0.0041 ± 0.0002M�. The visible compo-
nent is classified as an ON8.5V. The best-fit CMFGEN
model gives an effective temperature of 33.9kK and a sur-
face gravity of 3.93 [cgs]. From the Gaia distance and an
extinction of AV = 0.32± 0.04, we computed a luminosity
of log(L/L�) = 4.60±0.10 and a radius of R = 5.8±0.7R�
for the visible star. Its spectroscopic mass is estimated to
10.6 ± 3.6M� and the evolutionary mass to 19.0+1.2

−1.1M�.
There is a clear mass discrepancy for this object, within the
error bars. The companion is expected to have a mass be-
tween 1 and 7M�, whether one considers the spectroscopic
or the evolutionary mass estimate. The spectral disentan-
gling does not allow us to extract the spectral signature of
the secondary companion. From the simulations, we can,
however, rule out the presence of a secondary earlier than
B7 V. The TESS light curve shows stochastic variability
and no significant frequency was detected. The companion
therefore is probably an A or late-B-type star or a NS.

Appendix E.1.4: HD 15137

HD 15137 was reported as a runaway SB1 system that
might contain a NS or a low-mass BH by McSwain et al.
(2010). The system is a runaway that was suggested by
Boyajian et al. (2005) to have been ejected from NGC 654
through a supernova. We found an orbital period of 55.3
days and an eccentricity of e = 0.66, confirming the or-
bital parameters derived by McSwain et al. (2010), and in-
dependently by Trigueros Páez et al. (2021). The spectral
disentangling does not allow us to extract the secondary
spectrum. From the orbital parameters, we calculated a bi-
nary mass function equals to 0.0092± 0.0029M�. The vis-
ible star is classified as O9.5 II-IIIn (Sota et al. 2011). The
effective temperature is estimated to be 30.5kK and a sur-
face gravity of 3.53 [cgs], once corrected for the centrifugal
force. Using the Gaia eDR3 and an extinction of 1.08±0.02,
we computed a luminosity of log(L/L�) = 4.97± 0.08 and
a radius of R = 10.9 ± 1.0R�. This gives a spectroscopic
mass equal to 14.9 ± 3.3M� and an evolutionary mass of
22.2+1.1

−1.8M�, showing a clear mass discrepancy. We esti-
mated the mass of the secondary to be between 1.5 and
3.0M�, suggesting an F- or A-type star or a NS as spec-
tral classification. The TESS light curve shows stochastic
variability. However, Trigueros Páez et al. (2021) suggested
that the frequency at ν = 0.339 d−1 (i.e. giving a period of
2.95 days) might be due to rotation. Using this period with
the stellar properties that we derived for the visible star
of HD 15137, we calculated a possible inclination of 45◦.
Assuming that the rotational axis of the star is perpendic-
ular to the orbital plane, we obtained a secondary mass of
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2.5M�. From the simulations, we would have detected the
presence of a secondary more massive than 3 M�.

Appendix E.1.5: HD 46573

HD46573 is a SB1 system detected for the first time by
Mahy et al. (2009) and reported as runaway. This system
has a period of 10.6 days and an eccentricity of 0.60. The
binary mass function is computed to be 0.0008±0.0001M�.
The visible star is classified as O7V((f))z. It has an effective
temperature of 35.3kK and a surface gravity of 3.85 [cgs].
These stellar parameters agree with those given by Martins
et al. (2012) within the error bars. From the Gaia eDR3 and
an extinction of AV = 1.88±0.03, we compute a luminosity
log(L/L�) = 5.01± 0.04 and a radius of R = 8.6± 0.3R�.
The spectroscopic mass is 18.9 ± 4.0M� and the evolu-
tionary mass is 24.0+1.2

−1.1M�. We do not detect any mass
discrepancies. The spectral disentangling does not allow us
to extract the spectral signature of the secondary from the
composite spectra. We estimated the mass of the secondary
to be between 0.7 and 7M�, suggesting non-degenerate
stars up to B5 on the MS or a compact object. The TESS
light curve shows stochastic variability. No frequencies are
found to be significant. The pseudo-synchronisation at the
periastron is reached if the inclination is close to 30◦, sug-
gesting a secondary mass of about 1.7 M�. The spectral
disentangling would have detected a secondary star more
massive than 3− 5M�.

Appendix E.1.6: HD 74194

HD74194 is known as a supergiant fast X-ray transient
(SFXT, Gamen et al. 2015). This system has a 9.5-day pe-
riod and an eccentricity of 0.6. The secondary companion
is a NS (Hainich et al. 2020). From the orbital parameters
we compute a binary mass function of 0.0062± 0.0019M�.
The visible star is classified as O8.5 Ib-II(f)p. The effective
temperature that we derived is 32.1kK and a surface grav-
ity of 3.45. These parameters agree with those provided by
Hainich et al. (2020), within the error bars. From the Gaia
eDR3 distance and an AV = 1.66± 0.05, we compute a lu-
minosity log(L/L�) = 5.41±0.04 and we derive a radius of
R = 16.5±0.8R�. The resulting spectroscopic mass is esti-
mated to 28.2±3.1M� and BONNSAI returns an evolution-
ary mass of 31.2+1.4

−1.2M�, which indicates no mass discrep-
ancy. The secondary is expected to have a mass estimate
between 1.8 and 6M�. The TESS light curve of HD 74194
mainly shows SLF. Eight frequencies are, however, de-
tected as significant from our criterion (ν1 = 0.274(3),
ν2 = 0.188(3), ν3 = 0.360(3), ν4 = 0.411(2), ν5 = 0.092(3),
ν6 = 0.150(3), ν7 = 0.542(3), ν8 = 0.596(3) d−1). Assuming
than one of these frequencies is originated from the rotation
of the star, they provide a range of inclinations between 20
and 49◦. Using this range and the binary mass function,
the mass estimate for the unseen secondary star is between
2.5 and 5.7M�.

Appendix E.1.7: HD 75211

HD75211 is an SB1 system (Sota et al. 2014) with a pe-
riod of 20.4 days and an eccentricity of 0.34. The binary
mass function is 0.0162 ± 0.0007M�. The effective tem-
perature of the visible star is estimated to 34.5kK and

its surface gravity, corrected for the centrifugal force, to
3.59. These parameters agree very well with those provided
by Markova et al. (2018). From the Gaia eDR3 distance
and an extinction of AV = 2.08 ± 0.05, the luminosity
of HD75211 is log(L/L�) = 5.36 ± 0.03 and we infer a
radius of R = 13.4 ± 0.4R�. The spectroscopic mass is
estimated to 25.3 ± 2.7M� and the evolutionary mass to
31.0±1.0M�. We observe a slight mass discrepancy for that
object. The spectral disentangling does not allow us to ex-
tract the spectral lines of the secondary star. We estimated
the mass of the secondary to be between 2.5 and 12M�,
whether we considered the spectroscopic or the evolution-
ary mass estimate. The TESS light curve shows stochastic
variation. Its periodogram reveals five peaks higher than
the threshold with frequencies ν1 = 0.356(2), ν2 = 0.423(4),
ν3 = 0.512(3), ν4 = 0.061(2), ν5 = 0.239(2) d−1. These fre-
quencies correspond periods of 2.81, 2.36, 1.95, 16.39, and
4.18 days, respectively. None of these frequency is related to
the orbital frequency (ν ∼ 0.05 d−1). Speculating that this
signal might come from rotation, we computed a range of
inclinations between 23 and 58◦, suggesting a possible mass
estimate for the secondary between 3.2 and 7.3M�. This
estimate suggests an early A/mid B spectral classification
for the companion. From our simulations with the spectral
disentangling, we can rule out the presence of a secondary
star more massive than 5M�.

Appendix E.1.8: HD 94024

HD94024 is a short-period runaway system with an or-
bital period of 2.5 days and a circular orbit. The binary
mass function is equal to 0.0068±0.0007M�. We estimated
an effective temperature for the visible star to be 33.7kK
and a surface gravity log g = 3.75 [cgs]. The luminosity is
log(L/L�) = 4.95 ± 0.05, computed from an extinction of
AV = 1.22± 0.01, and the radius is R = 8.7± 0.4R�. The
spectroscopic mass is calculated to be 15.6±2.8M� and the
evolutionary one to 22.2+1.0

−1.1M�. There is a mass discrep-
ancy between these two values. The spectral disentangling
does not allow us to extract the spectral signature of the
secondary star. We estimated the mass of the secondary to
be between 1.4 and 6M� (i.e. of a spectral type between A
and mid B, for a non-degenerate object). The TESS light
curve (Fig. 11) shows two clear modulations with frequen-
cies ν1 = 0.811(1) and ν2 = 0.070(4) d−1. The period cor-
responding to the first frequency is half the orbital period,
suggesting ellipsoidal variations due to the deformation of
the visible star. If the star has a synchronous rotation with
the orbit, the star must be seen under an inclination of 58◦,
which would suggest a mass of about 2 M� for the com-
panion. The second significant frequency does not provide
a physical value for the inclination (i.e. sin i > 1). From
our simulations with the spectral disentangling, a secondary
more massive than 3−5 M� would have been detected with
our analysis.

Appendix E.1.9: HD 105627

HD105627 is a system with a 4.3-day period and an ec-
centricity of 0.08. The binary mass function is equal to
0.0103± 0.0007M�. The visible component is classified as
O9 III. We derived an effective temperature of 32.5kK and
a log g, corrected for the centrifugal force, of 3.67 [cgs]. Our
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stellar parameters agree with those derived by de Almeida
et al. (2019). From the Gaia eDR3 distance and an ex-
tinction of AV = 0.98 ± 0.03, we compute a luminosity of
log(L/L�) = 4.91±0.07, giving a radius ofR = 9.0±0.7R�.
We estimated a spectroscopic mass of 13.8±2.7M� for the
visible star. From BONNSAI, we derived an evolutionary
mass of 21.0+1.3

−1.0M�. There is a clear mass discrepancy for
that object. The companion mass is expected to be be-
tween 1.4 and 6M�, whether we consider the spectroscopic
or evolutionary mass. There are two significant frequen-
cies in the TESS light curve at ν1 = 1.625(5) d−1, and
ν2 = 0.379(4) d−1. These frequencies are not related to
the orbital motion. It is unlikely that the first frequency is
due to rotation but rather from pulsations (it would indeed
imply that the primary would rotate higher than critical).
By assuming that the second frequency is coming from a
rotational modulation, we compute a possible inclination
of about 70 ± 36◦. That would suggest a companion mass
to be between 1.3 and 2.5M�. With this mass, the com-
panion would either be an A- or F-type star or a NS. The
spectral disentangling does not allow us to extract the sec-
ondary spectrum but that is justified due to the low number
of observed spectra in our dataset. From our simulations,
we would have detected a secondary companion down to
3− 5 M�.

Appendix E.1.10: HD 130298

HD130298 is a highly eccentric runaway system (e = 0.468)
with an orbital period of 14.6 days and a bow shock was
detected by Peri et al. (2012). The calculated binary mass
function is large (0.3292± 0.0073 M�). The visible compo-
nent is classified as O6.5 III, with an effective temperature
of 37.2kK and a log g of 3.82 [cgs]. We compute a luminosity
of log(L/L�) = 5.22±0.07, giving a radius of 10.0±0.5R�.
We compute a spectroscopic mass of 24.2 ± 3.8M�. The
parameters predicted from BONNSAI give an evolution-
ary mass of 28.0+5.2

−4.1M�. There is no mass discrepancy for
this object. The spectral disentangling does not allow us
to extract the spectral signature of the secondary. With
a minimum mass estimated to 7.7 M� for the secondary,
its spectral lines should be visible in the disentangled and
composite spectra. This could suggest that the secondary is
candidate to be a quiet stellar-mass BH. The periodogram
computed from the TESS light curve shows a clear peak
at ν = 0.357(1) d−1 (i.e. a period of 2.8 days, Fig. 11).
The origin of this signal is not known but if it originates
from a rotational modulation, it would correspond to an
inclination of 54± 16◦ (based on the stellar parameters we
derived). This inclination would suggest that the mass es-
timate for the companion would be equal to 8.8+3.5

−1.5M�,
which corresponds to an early B-type star. From the simu-
lations, we showed that a secondary star would have been
detected down to a mass of ∼ 3 − 4 M�, and therefore a
8 M� secondary would have been detected with the spectral
disentangling.

Appendix E.1.11: HD 165174

HD 165174 is a SB1 system with a period of 23.9 days and
an eccentricity of 0.16. The binary mass function is equal to
0.0313± 0.0071M�. The visible star is a fast rotator, clas-
sified as O9.7 IIn. The effective temperature is estimated to

be 30.6kK and a surface gravity of 3.60 [cgs], after the cor-
rection for the centrifugal force. The spectral disentangling
fails to extract the spectrum of the secondary star. Using
the Gaia eDR3 and an extinction of 0.824± 0.046, we com-
puted a luminosity of log(L/L�) = 4.87±0.05 and a radius
of R = 9.7± 0.5R�. This gives a spectroscopic mass equal
to 13.7± 1.5M� and an evolutionary mass of 20.0+1.1

−1.0M�,
showing a clear mass discrepancy. We estimated the mass
of the secondary to be between 2.2 and 4.0M�, depending
on whether we consider the spectroscopic or the evolution-
ary mass for the primary, suggesting an A-type or late-
B-type secondary if the component is not degenerate or a
NS. The system was not observed with TESS. The analy-
sis of the light curve of HD 165174 was done by Handler
et al. (2012) from ground-based photometry. These authors
found a significant frequency at 3.289 d−1, corresponding
to a period of 0.30 days. They ruled out the possibility
that this signal might come from the rotation of the star
but rather from pulsations. A secondary component, more
massive than 3 M� would have been detected from spectral
disentangling according to our simulations.

Appendix E.1.12: HD 229234

HD 229234 was reported as an SB1 system by Mahy et al.
(2013). The system has a period of 3.5 days and a cir-
cular orbit. The spectral disentangling does not allow us
to extract the signature of the secondary spectrum. From
the orbital parameters, we calculated a binary mass func-
tion of 0.0351 ± 0.0057M�. The visible star is classified
as O9 III. The effective temperature is estimated to be
31.2kK and a surface gravity of 3.46 [cgs], after the cor-
rection for the centrifugal force. Using the Gaia eDR3 and
an extinction of 3.03 ± 0.05, we computed a luminosity of
log(L/L�) = 5.12±0.03 and a radius of R = 12.4±0.4R�.
This gives a spectroscopic mass equal to 16.1± 1.4M� and
an evolutionary mass of 23.2+1.0

−0.4M�, showing a clear mass
discrepancy. We estimated the mass of the secondary to be
between 2.6 and 20.0M�, depending whether we consider
the spectroscopic or the evolutionary mass for the primary.
The secondary can thus be classified from an A-type star to
an O-type star if it is a non-degenerate star. We stress, how-
ever, that an early-B or late-O-type star would have been
detected with the spectral disentangling since, according
to our simulations, the spectral disentangling would have
detected a secondary object down to 3 − 4 M�. Further-
more, we also stress that the systemic velocity of the 3.5-
day period system varies as a function of time, suggesting
a higher-order system. In this case, a 10 M� inner system
would have been detected from our simulations. Similarities
with HD 96670 (Gomez & Grindlay 2021) can be assumed,
but, so far, no clear evidence can be reported, and a more
intensive monitoring of this object needs to be performed.
The TESS light curve is dominated by two frequencies at
ν1 = 0.569(1) and ν2 = 0.282(2) d−1. These frequencies
provide an inclination range between 15 and 31◦, which
combines with the binary mass function indicates a mass
estimate between 6 and 14.4M� for the companion. By
assuming that the primary star is rotating synchronously
with the system, the inclination of the system would be cal-
culated to be 31◦, which would give a mass of ∼ 6 M� for
the unseen secondary component.
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Appendix E.1.13: HD 308813

HD308813 is a 6.3-day period system with a highly ec-
centric orbit of 0.38. The binary mass function is equal
to 0.0198 ± 0.0030M�. The visible star is classified as an
O9.7 IV(n) star. The effective temperature is estimated to
be 30.3kK and a surface gravity of 3.81 [cgs], in agreement
with the stellar parameters given by Williams et al. (2013).
Using a distance of 2.38 kpc and an extinction of 0.79±0.03,
we computed a luminosity of log(L/L�) = 4.77± 0.20 and
a radius of R = 10.7 ± 2.3R�. This gives a spectroscopic
mass equal to 10.7 ± 4.3M� and an evolutionary mass of
17.8+1.7

−1.5M�, showing a small mass discrepancy. We esti-
mated the mass of the secondary to be between 1.6 and
6.0M�, depending whether we consider the spectroscopic
or the evolutionary mass for the primary. This suggests a
companion with a spectral classification between an A/F-
and a late B-type star. The spectral disentangling prevents
us from extracting the spectrum of the secondary but based
on our simulations, we would have detected a secondary
more massive than 2.5 M�. In the TESS light curve, we
detected 22 significant frequencies. The signal is dominated
by a clear oscillation at a frequency ν = 0.158(1) d−1, which
corresponds to the orbital period. This signal is not due to
ellipsoidal variations but might be related to the rotation of
the star (if the star rotates synchronously with the system).
We therefore estimated the inclination of the system to be
∼ 25◦. That corresponds to a mass estimate for the sec-
ondary of ∼ 5 M� but an object with such a mass would
have been detected from our methodology. In the TESS
light curve, we also detected weak eclipses with a period
of 3.85 days (i.e. ν = 0.521(1) d−1). That period is not
detected in spectroscopy, and could be induced by contam-
ination from another object in the TESS field-of-view.

Appendix E.1.14: LS 5039

LS 5039 is a short period (Porb = 3.9 days) eccentric
(e = 0.25) system. As mentioned by Trigueros Páez et al.
(2021), LS 5039 is expected to host a compact object as
secondary that could be a micro-quasar, a stellar-mass BH,
or a NS (Dubus 2013, and references therein). The binary
mass function is equal to 0.0042 ± 0.0008M�. The visible
star is classified as an ON6V((f))z by Maíz Apellániz et al.
(2016). Its effective temperature is estimated to be 38.7kK
and a surface gravity of 3.89 [cgs]. Using the Gaia eDR3 and
an extinction of 4.06 ± 0.06, we computed a luminosity of
log(L/L�) = 4.90± 0.04 and a radius of R = 6.3± 0.3R�.
This gives a spectroscopic mass equal to 11.1± 1.5M� and
an evolutionary mass of 32.2+5.0

−3.7M�, showing a clear mass
discrepancy. We estimated the mass of the secondary to be
between 1.3 and 3.0M� if we consider the spectroscopic
mass or between 1.7 and 9 if we consider the evolutionary
mass. This object was not observed by TESS. The spectral
disentangling does not allow us to extract the spectrum of
the secondary star. From our simulations, a secondary more
massive than 6 M� would have, however, been detected.

Appendix E.2: SB2 systems

Appendix E.2.1: HD 29763

HD29763 is a 3-day period system with circular orbit. The
primary is a B3 star and the spectral disentangling allows us

to characterise the secondary star. The RV semi-amplitudes
are equal to K1 = 53.28 km s−1 and K2 = 138.53 km s−1,
giving a mass ratio equal to M2/M1 ∼ 0.38. The secondary
spectrum shows the Mg ii 4481 line to be stronger than
the He i 4471 line, and the Si ii 4128-30 doublet lines to
be stronger than the He i 4143 line. This suggests that the
secondary is a B9 star or later. HD 29763 was not observed
with TESS. From the minimum mass of the primary star
and the masses estimated from the stellar parameters, we
derived an inclination of about 40◦ for the system. That
gives a mass estimate for the secondary star between 1.8
and 2.3 M�.

Appendix E.2.2: HD 30836

HD30836 is 9.5-day system with a quasi-circular orbit
(e = 0.01). The visible star is classified as B2 III. The
spectral disentangling reveals the spectral signature of the
secondary star, and provided us with RV semi-amplitudes
of K1 = 26.33 km s−1 and K2 = 87.21 km s−1. We com-
puted a mass ratio of M2/M1 ∼ 0.30. The secondary shows
Si ii 4128-30 doublet (stronger than the He i 4143), and the
Mg ii 4481 line stronger than the He i 4471 line. This sug-
gests a B9 secondary or even with a later type. By com-
paring the minimum mass of the primary with the esti-
mated mass from its stellar parameters and its position in
the Hertzsprung-Russell diagram (HRD), we computed an
inclination of 31± 2◦. This inclination gives a mass for the
secondary of about 3.0 M�, in agreement with the derived
spectral type. The TESS light curve is dominated by a sig-
nal with a frequency at ν = 0.254± 0.003 d−1, correspond-
ing to a period of 3.93 days. This period is not related to
the orbital period, and could be produced by a rotational
modulation of one component. Assuming that this signal
is due to the rotation, we derived a possible inclination of
21± 5◦.

Appendix E.2.3: HD 37737

HD37737 is a 7.8-day period system with a highly eccentric
orbit of 0.38. Peri et al. (2012) reported that this system
is surrounded by a bow shock. The binary mass function is
equal to 0.2224 ± 0.0127M�. The visible star is classified
as an O9.5 II-III(n) star. The effective temperature is esti-
mated to be 29.2kK and a surface gravity of 3.49 [cgs]. Using
the Gaia eDR3 and an extinction of 1.93 ± 0.05, we com-
puted a luminosity of log(L/L�) = 4.81±0.12 and a radius
of R = 10.1±1.4R�. This gives a spectroscopic mass equal
to 11.3± 2.9M� and an evolutionary mass of 21.0+1.2

−1.6M�,
showing a clear mass discrepancy. We estimated the mass
of the secondary to be between 4 and 15.0M�, depend-
ing on whether we consider the spectroscopic or the evolu-
tionary mass for the primary. This suggests a B-type star
companion. However, the spectral disentangling does not
allow us to extract the spectrum of the secondary. Small
RV semi-amplitude for the secondary and high rotation of
the primary could be one reason, in addition to the S/N
of the composite spectra, to explain why the spectral dis-
entangling did not converge. The TESS light curve shows
clear eclipses, which allows us to rule out the presence of
a compact object. As mentioned by Trigueros Páez et al.
2021), the two eclipses are really close from each other (see
Fig. 11), with in between a pulse-like maximum. At the top
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of that signal, the light curve is also affected by a sinusoidal
signal with a period of one-tenth the orbital period. We note
that the periodogram shows a series of 15 harmonics of the
orbital frequency. A fit of the light curve using PHOEBE
(Fig. 12) indicates that the secondary is expected to have a
mass between 3.9 and 5.5 M�. The inclination of the sys-
tem is estimated to be equal to 76◦. The light curve fit also
provides us with a characterisation of the physical param-
eters of the secondary. In addition to its mass, we derive
a radius of 2.8 R�, and a log g ∼ 4.2. Such an object is
at the limit of our detection technique. It is therefore not
surprising that the secondary has not been detected in this
work.

Appendix E.2.4: HD 52533

HD 52533 was reported as an SB1 system with a period of
about 22 days and an eccentricity of 0.3 (McSwain et al.
2007; Trigueros Páez et al. 2021). We found similar orbital
parameters (Porb = 21.95 days and e = 0.39). The sys-
tem was also reported to show eclipses, visible in the TESS
light curve (see Fig. 13 and Trigueros Páez et al. 2021).
The spectral disentangling succeeded to extract for the first
time the spectrum of the secondary component, providing
us with RV semi-amplitudes equal to K1 = 88.42 km s−1

and K2 = 208.98 km s−1. These values give a mass ra-
tio of M2/M1 ∼ 0.40. Both components appear to be fast
rotators with projected rotational velocities of v sin i ∼
300 km s−1for each component. The secondary spectrum
does not show any He ii lines, but we detect Si iv lines.
We therefore classified the secondary as an B0-1 star. From
the minimum mass of the primary and its estimated mass
from its stellar parameters and its position in the HRD,
we computed an inclination close to 90◦. The facts that
the separation between the two components is quite large
and that the light curve shows eclipses also suggest that
the inclination of the system is close to 90◦. The fit of the
light curve with PHOEBE (Fig. 12) confirms that inclina-
tion. We find that the primary has a mass between 24 and
34 M�, a radius of R ∼ 9.3 R�, and a log g = 4.03 [cgs].
The secondary has a mass betweem 13 and 16 M�, a radius
of R ∼ 5.5 R�, and a log g = 4.08 [cgs].

Appendix E.2.5: HD 57236

HD 57236 is a long-period (Porb = 212.5 days) eccentric
(e = 0.58) systems. The spectral disentangling allows us
to characterise for the first time the spectral signature of
the secondary component and provided us with RV semi-
amplitudes of K1 = 59.81 km s−1 and K2 = 72.22 km s−1.
We computed a mass ratio of M2/M1 ∼ 0.83. The sec-
ondary is a fast rotator with a projected rotational velocity
of v sin i ∼ 200 km s−1, which might explain why the sec-
ondary has never been detected. The secondary spectrum
shows the presence of He ii and Si iv lines, suggesting that
late-O or early-B type star. From the minimum mass of
the primary and its estimated masses, we computed an in-
clination of about 60◦. This inclination gives a mass for
the secondary between 18 and 20 M�. The TESS light
curve shows clear oscillations with dominant frequencies at
ν = 0.254± 0.003, and 0.715± 0.003 d−1, corresponding to
periods of 3.94 and 1.40 days. These periods are not related

to the orbital period, but could be linked with the rotations
of both components.

Appendix E.2.6: HD 91824

HD91824 was reported as SB1 by Sota et al. (2014). This
object is a long-period system with a 112-day orbit and
an eccentricity of 0.21. The spectral disentangling reveals
for the first time the spectral signature of the secondary
star, and provides us with RV semi-amplitudes of K1 =
36.19 km s−1 and K2 = 110.59 km s−1, giving a mass ratio
equal to M2/M1 ∼ 0.33. In the disentangled spectrum of
the secondary star, there are no He ii, Si ii, Si iv lines and
the Si iii lines are stronger than the Mg ii lines, suggesting a
B2 spectral classification for the secondary (with an uncer-
tainty of one subtype). From the minimum mass of the pri-
mary and its estimated masses, we computed an inclination
close to 55◦. This inclination gives a mass for the secondary
betwee 10 and 12 M�, in agreement with the derived spec-
tral type. The TESS light curve shows stochastic variability.
We detected one main frequency at ν = 0.089± 0.003 d−1,
corresponding to a period of 11.28 days.

Appendix E.2.7: HD 93028

HD93028 has been reported to be an SB1 systems by Sota
et al. (2011). Its period is long with about 205 days and
its eccentricity is equal to 0.13. The spectral disentan-
gling succeeded to extract the signature of the secondary
star. The full orbital solution provides us with RV semi-
amplitudes of K1 = 35.58 km s−1and K2 = 73.60 km s−1,
giving a mass ratio M2/M1 ∼ 0.48. The primary rotates
slowly with v sin i ∼ 30 km s−1 while the secondary rotates
faster with with v sin i ∼ 150 km s−1. The higher projected
rotational velocity of the secondary is probably the reason
why this system was reported as SB1 in the literature. The
secondary do not have He ii lines, and is therefore classified
as an early-B star. From the minimum mass of the primary
and its estimated masses, we computed an inclination of 77◦

(but with large error bars). This inclination gives a mass for
the secondary between 8 − 11 M�, in agreement with the
derived spectral type. We note that the TESS light curve
is heavily contaminated by other bright stars in the close
neighbourhood.

Appendix E.2.8: HD 152405

HD152405 is a 25.5-day period system with an eccentric-
ity of 0.55. The system was reported as SB1 by Sota et al.
(2014). The spectral disentangling reveals for the first time
the spectral signature of the secondary star, and provides us
with RV semi-amplitudes of K1 = 30.18 km s−1 and K2 =
79.38 km s−1, giving a mass ratio equal to M2/M1 ∼ 0.38.
The brightness ratio is low (i.e. less than 5%). The sec-
ondary do not have He ii line or Si ii line, but we do detect
the presence of Si iv lines. We therefore classified the sec-
ondary to be an B1 star, but that classification is difficult
because of the faintness of the star, and an uncertainty
of two sub-groups must be mentioned. From the minimum
mass of the primary and its estimated masses, we computed
an inclination close to 25±5◦. This inclination gives a mass
for the secondary between 8 and 9 M�, in agreement with
the derived spectral type.
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Appendix E.2.9: HD 152723

HD 152723 was reported as SB1 system by Sota et al.
(2014). The system has a period of 18.9 days and an ec-
centricity of 0.51. The spectral disentangling reveals the
contribution of the secondary companion in the composite
spectra, even though this contribution is very weak with
at least 5% of the brightness. The secondary spectrum has
no He ii lines, and we note the presence of weak Si ii lines.
We therefore classified the secondary as an B5 star (with
an uncertainty of two sub-types). The RV semi-amplitudes
given by the spectral disentangling are K1 = 18.37 km s−1

and K2 = 89.37 km s−1, giving a mass ratio equal to
M2/M1 ∼ 0.21. From the minimum mass of the primary
and its estimated masses, we computed an inclination close
to 17◦. This inclination gives a mass for the secondary be-
tween 1 and 30 M�. We did not retrieve the TESS light
curve of HD 152723, because the star falls outside the field-
of-view.

Appendix E.2.10: HD 163892

HD163892 is a 7.8-day period system that is almost circular
(e = 0.04). The system was reported as SB1. The spectral
disentangling reveals for the first time the spectral signa-
ture of the secondary star, and provides us with RV semi-
amplitudes of K1 = 41.05 km s−1 and K2 = 232.46 km s−1,
giving a mass ratio equal to M2/M1 ∼ 0.18. The sec-
ondary has the Mg ii 4481 line with the same strength as
the He i 4471 line, suggesting a B5-B7 object. This classifi-
cation is, however, difficult because of the faintness of the
companion. From the minimum mass of the primary and its
estimated masses, we computed an inclination close to 70◦.
This inclination gives a mass for the secondary 3±2 M�, in
agreement with the derived spectral type. The system has
not been observed with TESS.

Appendix E.2.11: HD 164438

Reported as an SB1 by Sota et al. (2014), HD164438 is a
10.2-day period system with an eccentricity of 0.28. The
spectral disentangling reveals for the first time the spectral
signature of the secondary star. The RV semi-amplitudes
are equal to K1 = 28.68 km s−1and K2 = 106.34 km s−1,
giving a mass ratio M2/M1 ∼ 0.27. The secondary is faint
with a brightness ratio lower than 0.1. We observed, in the
disentangled spectrum of the secondary star, the Si ii 4128-
30 doublet stronger than the Si iii 4552 line or even the
He i 4121 line. The He i 4471 line is also with the same in-
tensity as the Mg ii 4481 line. We therefore classified the
secondary as a B5 or later. From the minimum mass of
the primary and its estimated masses, we computed an in-
clination close to 30◦. This inclination gives a mass for the
secondary 3±2 M�, in agreement with the derived spectral
type.

Appendix E.2.12: HD 164536

HD164536 was reported as an SB1 system with a 13.4-day
period by Williams et al. (2013). We found a slightly shorter
orbital period of 11.7 days and an eccentricity of 0.07. The
spectral disentangling succeeded to extract the signature
of the secondary star. The full orbital solution provides us
with RV semi-amplitudes of K1 = 22.95 km s−1and K2 =

161.48 km s−1, giving a mass ratio M2/M1 ∼ 0.14. The sec-
ondary spectrum shows the presence of the Si ii 4128-30
doublet slightly weaker than He i 4143, and a ratio between
He i 4471 and Mg ii 4481 close to unity. We classified the
secondary as a B7 star or later. From the minimum mass of
the primary and its estimated masses, we computed an in-
clination close to 40◦. This inclination gives a mass for the
secondary 5±2 M�, in agreement with the derived spectral
type. HD 164536 was not observed with TESS.

Appendix E.2.13: HD 167263

HD 167263 was reported in the literature as being an SB1
system (Sota et al. 2014) with an orbital period of 14.8 days
(Stickland & Lloyd 2001) or 12.7 days (Mayer et al. 2014).
We found a much longer period of 64.8 days for that sys-
tem, and a very low eccentricity of e = 0.005. The spectral
disentangling reveals for the first time the SB2 nature of
that system. It provided us with RV semi-amplitudes equal
to K1 = 32.77 km s−1 and K2 = 41.26 km s−1, giving a
mass ratio of M2/M1 ∼ 0.79. The secondary is a fast ro-
tator with v sin i ∼ 220 km s−1. The secondary spectrum
shows He ii and Si iv lines, indicating a late O-type star.
From the minimum mass of the primary and its estimated
masses, we computed an inclination close to 17 ± 7◦. This
inclination gives a mass for the secondary 22 ± 5 M�, in
agreement with the derived spectral type. HD 167263 was
not observed with TESS.

Appendix E.2.14: HD 167264

HD 167264 was reported as a long-period SB1 system by
Sota et al. (2014). We found a period of 674.4 days and
an eccentricity of 0.23. The spectral disentangling suc-
ceeded to extract the spectrum of the secondary compo-
nent. It provided us with RV semi-amplitudes equal to
K1 = 26.28 km s−1 and K2 = 34.36 km s−1, giving a mass
ratio of M2/M1 ∼ 0.76. The secondary spectrum shows
weak He ii lines and the Si iv lines are clearly visible. That
suggests an early-B or late-O as spectral classification for
the secondary. From the minimum mass of the primary and
its estimated mass from its stellar parameters and its po-
sition in the HRD, we computed an inclination close to
41 ± 4◦. This inclination gives a mass for the secondary
18 ± 8 M�, in agreement with the derived spectral type.
HD 167264 was not observed with TESS.

Appendix E.2.15: HD 192001

HD192001 is a long period system with a period of 189 days
on a very eccentric orbit (e = 0.83). The spectral disentan-
gling reveals the secondary star. The RV semi-amplitudes
are equal to K1 = 71.64 km s−1 and K2 = 124.50 km s−1,
giving a mass ratio equal to M2/M1 ∼ 0.58. The secondary
spectrum does not show any He ii lines, but Si iv lines. The
Si iv 4089 line shows similar strength than the Si iii 4552
line. We therefore classified the secondary of HD 192001 as
an B0.7 star (with an uncertainty of one subgroup). From
the minimum mass of the primary and its estimated mass
from its stellar parameters and its position in the HRD,
we computed an inclination close to 67± 14◦. This inclina-
tion gives a mass for the secondary 12 ± 7 M�, in agree-
ment with the derived spectral type. The TESS light curve
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shows stochastic variation. No clear peak are detected, but
the highest one reports a period of 3.09 days.

Appendix E.2.16: HD 199579

HD199579 was reported as SB1 by Sota et al. (2011) and
possible SB2 by Williams et al. (2001). The system has
a period of 48.5 days and an quasi-circular eccentricity
of 0.07, agreeing with the orbital parameters derived by
Williams et al. (2001). The spectral disentangling confirms
the SB2 nature of that system. It provided us with RV semi-
amplitudes of K1 = 39.37 km s−1 and K2 = 119.48 km s−1.
We computed a mass ratio of M2/M1 ∼ 0.33. The sec-
ondary does not show any He ii lines. Given its fast rotation
(∼ 200 km s−1), we do not detect any Si ii and Si iv lines.
We therefore classified the secondary as a B1-2 star. From
the minimum mass of the primary and its estimated mass
from its stellar parameters and its position in the HRD,
we computed an inclination close to 58 ± 6◦. This inclina-
tion gives a mass for the secondary 8 ± 2 M�, in agree-
ment with the derived spectral type. The TESS light curve
shows stochastic variability dominated by signals with fre-
quencies at ν = 0.217± 0.003, 0.086± 0.003, 0.343± 0.003,
and 0.640 ± 0.003 d−1, corresponding to periods of 4.61,
11.63, 2.92 and 1.56 days. These periods are not related to
the orbital period.

Appendix E.2.17: Schulte 11

Schulte 11 was identified as an SB1 by Kobulnicky et al.
(2012). They found an orbital period of 72.4 days, and
a large eccentricity (e = 0.5). We confirmed this period
(Porb = 72.6 days) and we found a higher eccentricity of
e = 0.61. The eccentricity that we derived is higher than the
eccentricity of e = 0.37 presented by Trigueros Páez et al.
(2021). The spectral disentangling allows us to extract the
spectral signature of the secondary star. Given the O5.5 Ifc
spectral classification of the primary, the spectral disentan-
gling remains challenging and only the Balmer series could
be extracted. The RV semi-amplitudes that we derived are
equal toK1 = 29.91 km s−1 andK2 = 134.92 km s−1, giving
a mass ratio of M2/M1 ∼ 0.22. From the minimum mass of
the primary and its estimated masses, we computed an in-
clination of 31±9◦. The TESS light curve shows stochastic
variability but no clear peak is detected in the periodogram.

Appendix E.2.18: V747 Cep

V747 Cep is an SB1 system with an orbital period of 5.3
days and an eccentric orbit (Majaess et al. 2008). The or-
bital parameters were confirmed by Trigueros Páez et al.
(2021) and through our analysis. We found a period of 5.3
days and an eccentricity of e = 0.37. The system was also
reported to show eclipses in its TESS light curve (Trigueros
Páez et al. 2021). The spectral disentangling succeeded to
extract for the first time the spectrum of the secondary
component. While we can distinguish the spectral lines of
the secondary, the disentangled spectrum is, however, very
noisy and that prevents us from getting the physical pa-
rameters of the secondary. We found RV semi-amplitudes
equal to K1 = 89.60 km s−1 and K2 = 374.44 km s−1, giv-
ing a mass ratio of M2/M1 ∼ 0.24. The secondary can be
classified as B-type star. From the minimum mass of the

primary and its estimated masses, we computed an inclina-
tion close to 75± 6◦. This inclination is in agreement with
the fact that the light curve shows eclipses. We model the
TESS light curve using PHOEBE (Fig. 12) to better con-
strain the fundamental properties of the secondary. From
our fit, the primary has a mass of 33.8 M�, a radius of
8.9 R�, and a log g = 4.08. We obtain for the secondary
a mass of 7.3 M�, a radius of 3.5 R�, inferring a surface
gravity of 4.2. The luminosities are computed to be equal
to log(L/L�) = 5.28 for the primary and 3.56 for the sec-
ondary.
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