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ABSTRACT

We present newly observed BVRI CCD light curves for low mass ratio contact bina-
ries, HN UMa and II UMa. The absolute dimensions of these objects were obtained by
applying the Wilson-Devinney program to previously published spectroscopic analy-
sis and to our observed photometric data. The evolutionary status of all 21 low mass
ratio contact binary system including HN UMa and II UMa was then considered.
The secondaries of all low mass ratio contact binaries are located below the zero age
main sequence in HR diagram. This phenomenon could be explained by mass loss
from the secondary component in the low mass contact binary system because even

small mass loss affects luminosity decrease in the low mass stars.
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A7t IdAc R 22 HEPAN L ZFFHLE FFUNE e HE3RAAY 2A4H Y
A Aol7t v Arthe A3 A Ao Afe] AMAYL FALEAE A AZe 77k i
0.1mp ol A 0.4mg ol Viebdthe FofA w2 &0 gl diAdolth ofof wet ol2i gt Au 7} 22
HE%39 Eeld B 2 A3t AHE olaidr] Slat 2+F §(2004, 2005)2-3 2 Rucinski
IE(Lu & Rucinski 1999, Rucinski & Lu 1999, Rucinski et al. 2000, 2001, 2002, 2003, Lu et al.
2001, Pych et al. 2004)) o] 3}o} LR H 3 IS5 23}k ) Agn7t 22 AERAEES 5339
o] o]52] Bl E4S A4F g 2RI Yk oW FTE o A5 A A7 Fi2A
o} A7} FrF4 o] AE LEF oA & Il UMal HN UMaE CCD &3 #5383, Rucinski
et al.(2003, 2002)2] £33 Z7E Wilson-Devinney Z 2 23(1971, 1992, ©]& WD) o] &3}
o] T HAAL Ar) 2 I A3} A S £ A8k grh. HN UMa¥} II UMa¥= Rucinski et
al.(2003, 2002)8] £33% Ao mad B33 22 FSV Filllol v o] &2 A 3| 0.1403%
01722 A o] T 42 BE W UMad o A3 HZ4A otk 28, UY UMa(Yang et al. 2001)&
A S A2/ LRD A G ASHAYEL 5 W UMag 2] A% JEAA S 3o}

HN UMa(BD + 38°2220, HIP055030)+= Hipparcos satellite(ESA 1997, o} & HIP)¢j 2] 8lo] 2%
W3 Am=0.12)7} S ZHARA L 71542 2L BEW 34 0 7 wAF o]F Pribulla et al.(2003),
Selam(2004) ¥ Bilir et al.(2005) Soll ojsted W UMa¥ & HEHAH o2 &2y 2 & Rucinski
et al.(2003)t £3#57 &4 Tycho-2 data®] B-V=0.46F T3} o] M2 £3H< F8VE A A
o1, YA IE AASEE Kl-\—} K& 7+7} 29.65 + 0. 6km /sec} 212.22 +£0.96km/secE A A ZF
H] q=0.1402 FAh 3 0|5 FE WH Y ANHEE I FEo] FA et ROF Ko} o
ol 24 AS A0 tha 4—;— o2 7|3t} 3%, Zola et al.(2005)% 44 (UBVR)
Z=F 45 Rucinski et al.(2003)8] E£FIHE WD 2 I1H & oj£31 o] Ho AELAY 3¢
A %S 420, Rucinski ef al.(2003) A AFH vk} Zo] o] F o] +& A= AANZ()2 46.°7=
A ol 3t gh2 YAl HEAAE Y A=A vlgte] FjH ez v 2L ghg vEhdth 2
A, o] Eo] LRT FEF4-2 20039 28 2799 372 BF2 2 FE o] Ho #AHT FFA
< A

11 UMa(HD109247, HIP061237)= &8 zko] 0.787°] 0], ¥t7] }o] 7} 1.764 Q1 2 kA4 ADS
8594 E-& CCDM J12329+54482] 3t A B o 2 A HIP| 2} 3fo vt7|7F Wik Ao 8 AT O

Z Rucinski et al.(2002)= EFBAEL F3to] o] He) £33 S FRIIR HAA S E AUEE
K\ 3} K& 717} 43.16 +0.86km /sec T 250.96 +2.74km /sec2 A A ZF] q=0.1702 L E &ty =3
o] 52 A3 AHAQ W7, Ls/(Ly+ L) = 0.17 £0.018 &t} 53 3] Rucinski et ol.(2002) ]l
st} ANE FZFH-2 FOUIZA YA <QA W UMaB o] HEH S nlato 40 Ad £

= WolA )% o) H A A} A Holn, FAF7] P=0.825YEAM drH oz W UMaF A
EgA 0 wjgte] £7]171 1 Hell £}

2. CCD 5325

H244 HN UMat 2005 39 8QHE] 1197h7) 4U3E, 281 I UMat 2005 59 164 %
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E 1. HN UMa$} vl A, dEAY S4.

Parameter HN UMa Comparison Check
Identifier BD 438°2220  GSC 03010-02333  GSC 03010-02496
RA(2000)  +11"12™56.238 011"16™24.%41 11"16™13.°8
Del(2000) +37°38'35.”'3 +37°44'00." 6 +37°42'06"

v 9.m82 10.™9 10.™8

Sp F8

2. 11 UMad} w24, ARAY =4.

Parameter IT UMa Comparison Check
Identifier HD 109247 HD 238132 GSC 03841-00696
RA(2000)  12"32™54.°84 12M32™16.°62 12"33™40.°4
Del(2000)  +54°47'42.79  +54°47'57.""4 +54°42'27"

v 8.m27 10.7m01 11.m0

Sp F2 G5

E] 24 Abole} 5¥7F 247} £/7.5¢ B EA Im YA L2 2K CCD(Kim et al. 2005) &3 &
&g o5 th 2K CCD(2084 x 2084) 3149 27|+ 24pmoln] A ok 222 x 22./2(0.”64
pixel })o|th. & 13} & 2+ Z4Z F o] #AZo] ALRE R AEAHLZA o5 B4
SIMBAD Astronomical Data BaseZ 5 & Attt #= 259 A XHE3AR-E IRAF #7|AE o]
£392e9, 1 43 FEH 2 HN UMadlA 247 5427 (B), 5413 (V), 53978 (R)°]1 ¥, II UMacj A
+ 3953 (B), 4072 (V), 3902 (R), 402A (D) AUk 3E, F= X424 AEA s vjz4
2] E2HUx= HN UMaol A Z+2zF £0.™030(B), £0.™020(V), £0.™028(R)°] ™, IT UMa Casol| A&
+£0.M018(B), £0.™019(V), £0.™0193(R), £0.™018(I) 2 }e}%kr}.

3. A=242} dl

ABoME grdl vtet Zo]l AF7HA I UMa2] F=F4-2 4& 9 87t glew oo whet of 3
A AELA D F o Ao Z2z =3 FEF vt ok w2k HN UMa%t 11 UMad] Al 2249
At B2%e ¥7) $138ke] Z+2} Rucinski et al.(2003) 9} Rucinski et al.(2002)9] A AE =247} £
2o #5H F=ZAH) RE A2H L WDu2IHo] A28t RSP 8¥, T HE REW
UMaBe] AERAH o2 oju] 2 &&{A g17] W&ol WDZ 2132 mode 32 F§3tgon] EApit
AHAlT (AL = Ag)E 25 058 IR, FALRAT(z: = 22) B BAEFA S 21(bolo) 2}
z2(bolo)+= van Hamme(1993) 0 2 H €] 731 1A At

2%

=5

3.1 HN UMa

34(B,V,R)2] CCD &%l 2] 3 A 22 335245} Rucinski et al.(2003)2] A/ A4 £ 24& WD
Z2 W] ARt o] B A =84 Do o AoitS AUtk HNUMad] 49 25 &
et al.(2003)2] £% #AZ ol A BHel vj-9} o] F8ol] ol F 3l Fh-2 de Jager & Nieuwenhuijzen(1987)ll

=

ucinski
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323 2. HN UMa8] NA&E 345 WDRH) 9] o] 2 ¢l AHLEZAH(AA).

Al AEete] 6252KE nstich 19 13 19 2= 22 HN UMad] FEZ4 ANELEZTHO
24 WD 29 3t 73 o] 23 d F=JA(AN) T AdS= (Ao BFFES Z o
#3132 glch & 39 HN UMao] 53 ¥ 232 =849 & A A

3.2 11 UMa
4%(B,VR )9 CCD Z3°f 23t M=2 F=Z A7} Rucinski et al.(2002)2] AHEHE=ZAES
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Normalized Luminosity
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E 3. HN UMa%} II UMa9] #5849} 3.

Element HN UMa I UMa
a(R,) 2.52610.021 5.13740.011
Vo(km/sec) -35.6740.29 -10.80+0.30
i(degree) 47.661+0.50 76.7361+0.304
q © 0.1446+40.0018 0.172440.0014
T1(K) 6252 6412
T2(K) 594670 633416
Q=05 2.061721:0.0058 2.0805+0.0031
L1(B) 0.8784 0.8001
Li(V) 0.8729 0.8018
Li(R) 0.8698 0.8001
L.(1) 0.8002
L3(B) 0.0283
L3(V) 0.0245
L3(R) 0.0254
Ls(I) 0.0234
ri{pole) 0.517240.0015 0.5188+0.0007
r1(side) 0.571740.0024 0.5758+0.0011
ri(back) 0.594140.0030 0.604340.0014
ra{pole) 0.2199+0.0040 0.247710.0033
ro(side) 0.229840.0049 0.26161+0.0041
ra(back) 0.2705+0.0111 0.3321:£0.0154
g1=8g2 0.5394104 0.5
x1=x2(B) 0.508+48 0.661
x1=x2(V) 0.522+62 0.534
x1=x2(R) 0.502+70 0.434
x1=x2(I) 0.351
xl(bol):xz(bol) 0.64 0.639
y1(bol)=yz(bol) 0.232 0.238
=Sy — Q/Q5, - Qoue)l= 0.285 0.741

The subscripts 1 and 2 refer to the primary and secondary stars, respectively.

e uEe} Zo] 11 UMa®] Al3A| ol 1% 3%, La/(L1 + L2 + L)+ 44(B,V,R,I)oll A 7+2}+0.0283,
0.0245, 0.0254, 0.0234 2 t}e}st o™ Rucinski et al.(2002)°) 2l M= L3 /(L1 + L2) = 0.17+0.012
A A& wkzE ok 22y 9-2e] gk} Rucinski et al.(2002) 71 M AL S g} 2po]l = 7)o 4P o
2] AA}F gk Apo] Mo VeEldax Q7] df 2ol o oje tig v} glojor & AR ejrh
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Contact and Low Mass Ratio Contact
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°
@ P(low massratio contact) RZ Com BWDra 441800 A
O S(low mass ratio ) V752 Cen vy
11 o Plontact) v ; Oph Py i
A S{contact) " Ps: a
© PHNUMa, lUMa
£3  S:HN UMa, Il UMa
-2 1 1 1 1
4.0 3.9 3.8 37 36

LogTe

295 AT Aus e FERAe HRE. P9 St 22 247 B4,

th o9} A T AF-E 0.1me A 0.4me Atelell ol 5383 W AFo] 7 22
ML TZ BooZA 0.1meE Zerh 39, AF7HA ¢4 8 7k A7 713 &L d244
£ V857 Her(Qian et al. 2005), SZ Crv(Rucinski et al. 2001) S°] lout Arojzge] & geid
Agknl 7l 42 HEAH L AW UMa(Rasio 1995) 019, II UMa2] ¢ 349 333 0] FAIIEA
Aol Ak FeA mlE Solgt JEZ G 3ot 19 59149 Zo] HN UMa$} II UMag
ZA3 21709 A7} 22 HAERAYEL olv] 1 F 5(2004, 2005)00 4 AFH wps 2ol =4
2 ZAFAE(TAMS) B} o4 A3E YR Fole vhd, v JdFAL(ZAMS) R} 3=
7h ok F2 A Folil USE A  Flsgrt o4, olH e At AL FE2AAH A
3} el E =AE7] Y3k 29 59 Demircan & Selam(1990)2) “HE& W ZHEHAY BEE7 o ¢
E50] Yt drFA FEFA 2 AU A2 AE3AAEAT FAS 2= € BE HHE R
49702] FERAET R 40 AAIS 21709 AFu7 2 FERAHNES HRE 84 vjusie &
th 2 A3 29 50 vhehd vkel Zo] AP AN FERA JMuAME g8 HE(BU Bel, DK
Cyg, RZ Tau, TY Men, AH UMa, RZ Com, V752 Cen, V566 Oph, BV Dra, U Peg, DW Dra, AK
Her, 44i Boo)2 WA o] ZAMS o} Foln, o] E 5 EAL ZA3le] B A7) o] EX BB
T ool Aol dvtAQd HAESHA vt tha Fon, v &of whge Aol wj-¢ 2 e
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£ 4. AL AL FEHA.

V410 Aur
AH Aur
II UMa
OU Ser A/W?F9/G0V0.2967 0.173 1.018 0.176 1.088 0.505 1.33 0.38 3.775 3.805 8
RR Cen A F5F2 0.6057 0.18 1.80 0.32 2.15 0.96 11.44 2.19 3.860 3.856 1
XY Boo A F8 0.3705 0.18 1.49 0.27 1.47 0.63 5.17 1.01 3.857 3.851 1
1
9

Go0/2V 0.3663 0.16 1.14 0.18 1.33 0.62 1.95 0.42 3.774 3.775 12
F7V  0.4942 0.169 1.683 0.284 1.853 0.891 3.33 1.01 3.793 3.788 7
F5III 0.8252 0.172 2.14 0.37 2.91 1.42 12.72 2.87 3.807 3.802 13

Star pe Sp. P q Mi/Mg My/Mg Ri/Rg Ra/Re L1/Lg La/Lg log Ty log To Ref.
AW UMa A FO 0.4387 0.07 152 011 1.60 053 6.06 056 3.856 3.837 1
¢ CrA A FO 05914 011 176 020 220 079 11.07 1.08 3.851 3.822 1
GRVir A F7/8V 0.3468 0122 1.37 017 141 059 268 041 3.796 3.781 11
TZBoo A  G9 02971 013 079 010 1.05 0.32 057 007 3.690 3.722 2
UYUMa W GO 03760 013 119 016 1.40 0.63 1.58 042 3.740 3.771 3
V677 Cen A/ G2 03251 014 1.06 015 119 051 1.39 027 3.759 3.766 1
FGHya A GO 03278 014 1.08 015 127 053 1.76 020 3771 3.764 4,5
HNUMa A F8V 0.3826 014 1.91 019 1.42 061 272 041 3.796 3.774 13
V776 Cas A F2V 04404 0.145 1.71 025 177 0.8l 6.83 1.39 3.848 3.845 12
HV Aqr A FsV 03744 0.145 1.43 022 145 066 3.63 0.80 3.822 3.830 11
TVMus A GOF2 04457 0.15 1.32 020 166 075 3.14 0.69 3.777 3.784 1
EF Dra A F9 04240 016 1.81 029 170 077 331 071 3.778 3.782 6

A

A

A

MW Pav A A5 07950 0.18 2.13 0.39 2.70 1.31 22.10 5.05 3.882 3.879

TY Pup A A9 0.8192 0.18 2.30 0.42 2.84 1.39 26.91 5.75 3.892 3.879

Y Sex A F8 0.4198 0.20 0.76 0.15 1.20 0.54 2.23 0.40 3.810 3.800 10
1. Maceroni & van’t Veer(1996): 2. Rovithis-Livaniou et al.(1992): 3. Yang et al.(2001):

4. Lu & Rucinski(1999): 5. Yang & Liu(2000): 6. Pribulla et al.(2001): 7. Pribulla & Vanko(2002):

8. Vanko et al.(2001): 9. Gu et 2l.(1993): 10. Hilditch et al.(1988): 11. 2% F(2004):

12. 25F% 5(2005): 13. this paper
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o¥

ok N ox P ox
= it

Solets AL FAstAch A2 B, ZAMS of) Aol ol Ao P2
z & HEPAHL AT, Au 7 e AEPYel ABHA E4T v

47} Qglch &9, FA% W49 Aol Zo B ol Hvu 2

4ol A9, Ae] 9P AL WA AF o] Jojdrty
o WS AR FEo) AAS) Ao1D £l ke Aol B Aol B e 2
o) ¥k o] H-RE Aol A ZAMS o}l o7 8 A2z 7)efsE Aolth 44|, 247 wyel A%
o] 2Mo % 0.3Mo A WA NN 247 0.1Moe] AFEA 0] AAS 39, FALH ) B85 E 713 O
BAA AFFE FAYA Loaom®S S Tejshe] Bopa, 24zt 243 Bdol A oleld AgE Ao
ua A2 A& Fx 9 Z:]'iB](AL/Ll)“ 0.00005¢1tl] v}t wkAS] At A Q Fx o] A
H)(AL/Lz)E 0.002662 24 Aol Fe wAolMe) IF Fart 4oz Fxg Fawst 2
A e S Rolth Bgo] Myl Y02 Aol F S AR AT o T 4ol E 7
S4¢ Ao, AP AL BE AEPAET] oY AL 2+ AL ok W] 1
Aejol cha oleig ol vk Boz Aapnrt He AP FUFT] Wkl AF 5 Fotol of
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