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Abstract
We present our optical photometric observations of the 2022 eruption of the recurrent nova

U Scorpii (U Sco) using 49,152 data points over 70 d following the optical peak. We have

also analyzed its soft X-ray (0.3–1 keV) light curve by the Neil Gehrels Swift Observatory.

During the 2022 eruption, the optical plateau stage started 13.8–15.0 d and ended 23.8–25.0

d after the optical peak. The soft X-ray stage started 14.6–15.3 d and ended 38.7–39.5 d

after the optical peak. Both stages started later and had shorter durations, and the soft X-ray

light curve peaked earlier and was less luminous compared to those during the U Sco 2010

eruption. These points suggest that there were differences in the envelope mass between

the different cycles of the nova eruption. Furthermore, we have analyzed the optical eclipses

during the 2022 eruption. The primary eclipse was first observed 10.4–11.6 d after the optical

peak, earlier than the beginning of the optical plateau stage. This sequence of events can

be explained by the receding ejecta photosphere associated with the expanding nova ejecta.

We have determined the ingress and egress phases of the primary eclipses and estimated the

outer radius of the optical light source centered at the white dwarf (WD). During the optical

plateau stage, the source radius remained ∼1.2 times larger than the Roche volume radius

of the primary WD, being close to the L1 point. When the optical plateau stage ended, the

source radius drastically shrank to the tidal truncation radius within a few orbital periods. This

previously unresolved phenomenon can be interpreted as a structural change in U Sco where

the temporarily expanded accretion disk due to the nova wind returned to a steady state.

Key words: novae, cataclysmic variables — stars: individual (U Scorpii) — accretion, accretion disks —

techniques: photometric

1 Introduction

Novae are luminous eruptions in binaries where a white

dwarf (WD) accretes hydrogen-rich material from the sec-

ondary star (Gallagher and Starrfield 1978). When the ac-

creted layer reaches a critical mass, it undergoes a ther-

monuclear runaway (TNR), and a nova eruption takes

place (e.g., Starrfield et al. 1972; Chomiuk et al. 2021 for a

recent review). Thereafter, accretion onto the WD resumes

in time, and another nova eruption occurs. Generally

speaking, the recurrence time between nova eruptions de-

pends on the WD mass and the accretion rate (Wolf et al.

2013; see also figure 2 of Chomiuk et al. 2021). Recurrent

Novae (RNe) are novae whose recurrence times are short
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enough, less than roughly 100 yr (Schaefer 2010), to have

more than one observed nova eruption.

When a nova eruption takes place, the optical light

curve shows a sudden brightening and reaches its peak

within one day, with an amplitude of ≥ 10 mag (e.g., sec-

tion 5 of Warner 1995). After the optical peak, it enters

the early decline stage, followed by the transition stage

(such as the optical plateau stage as below) starting at

3–4 mag and ending at ∼6 mag below the optical peak

(Warner 1995). On the other hand, the soft X-ray light

curve reaches its peak later than the optical one.

Hachisu and Kato (2006b) describe the evolution of the

nova eruption in detail as follows. After a TNR sets in,

a large part of the envelope is ejected as wind, and the

ejecta photosphere centered at the WD expands beyond

the binary system. Therefore, the whole binary system is

obscured in the photosphere just after the optical peak.

Then, the photosphere lags behind the head of the ejecta

and eventually begins to shrink and recede toward the

WD as the ejecta density decreases. Finally, the optically

thick WD wind gradually weakens and stops, causing the

photosphere to move back to near the WD surface. On

the surface, the remaining envelope still causes steady H-

burning and emits an atmospheric spectrum of several

105 K. This steady supersoft X-ray source (SSS) leads to

the detection of luminous soft X-ray photons. This sce-

nario results in the soft X-ray light curve peaking later

than the optical one.

U Scorpii (U Sco) is one of the most well-observed

RNe, and 11 nova eruptions were reported: in 1863, 1906,

1917, 1936, 1945, 1969, 1979, 1987, 1999, 2010, and recently

in 2022. The primary WD is considered to be close to

the Chandrasekhar limit (Hachisu et al. 2000). They have

modeled the light curve of the 1999 eruption of U Sco and

estimated the WD mass to be 1.37 ± 0.01 M⊙. The sec-

ondary star is considered to be a slightly evolved main

sequence star filling its Roche lobe after a large part of

the central hydrogen has been consumed (Hachisu et al.

2000). Thoroughgood et al. (2001) have derived the sec-

ondary mass as 0.88 ± 0.17 M⊙. Maxwell et al. (2014)

have observationally estimated that the secondary is a

sub-giant of spectral type F2-G3 at the 95% confidence

level. In addition, its orbital inclination is calculated to

be 82.7◦ ± 2.9◦ and high enough to show optical eclipses

in quiescence (Thoroughgood et al. 2001).

Among the previous eruptions of U Sco, the 2010 erup-

tion has been studied in great detail. During the U Sco

2010 eruption, its optical brightness rapidly increased

from the pre-eruption magnitude V ∼ 18.0 and reached

its peak at V ∼ 7.5 mag within one day (Schaefer et al.

2010a). After the optical peak, it faded rapidly by three

magnitudes in 2.6 d (Schaefer et al. 2010a). When the

early decline stage ended at V ∼ 14.0 mag, it entered the

optical plateau stage (Schaefer et al. 2010b), which is de-

fined as the stage when the optical magnitude temporar-

ily remains nearly constant. Furthermore, U Sco gradu-

ally began to show optical eclipses almost simultaneously

(Schaefer et al. 2011). They have precisely calculated its

orbital period Porb = 1.23054695(24) d and derived epochs

of the middle of the primary eclipse

BJD (TT) : 2451234.5395(±0.0005) + N × Porb. (1)

Moreover, the Neil Gehrels Swift Observatory (Gehrels

et al. 2004) detected U Sco in the X-ray band during the

2010 eruption (Schlegel et al. 2010a), and its soft X-ray

count rate increased rapidly ∼12 d after the optical peak

(Schlegel et al. 2010b). In the case of U Sco, these soft

X-ray photons were observed, not directly from the WD

surface, but from the hot plasma around the WD via

Thomson scattering (Ness et al. 2012; Orio et al. 2013;

Kato and Hachisu 2020). It should be noted that epochs

during the 2010 eruption are all described in Heliocentric

Julian Date (HJD) in Schaefer et al. (2011). However, in

this paper, we describe all observation times including the

2010 eruption in the Barycentric Julian Date based on the

Terrestrial Time (BJD (TT)). BJD (TT) is a uniform time sys-

tem in an inertial reference frame and not affected by leap

seconds within the time span from 2010 to 2022, allowing

us to consistently treat the epochs for the long time span.

Schaefer et al. (2011) describe these phenomena in de-

tail, particularly focusing on the optical plateau stage and

the optical eclipses with numerous data points. However,

only a few novae have been studied for differences in their

optical and soft X-ray light curves between different erup-

tions occurring in the same object. Moreover, Hachisu

et al. (2000) have suggested that the optical plateau stage

is mainly attributed to the accretion disk irradiated by the

WD, based on the theoretical light-curve model for the U

Sco 1999 eruption. They have also suggested the possibil-

ity of the accretion disk expanding to become larger dur-

ing the optical plateau stage than in quiescence. However,

there have been few observational studies tracking the

process of structural changes in the accretion disk that

would support this idea.

The 2022 eruption of U Sco was firstly reported by

Masayuki Moriyama on 2022 June 6.72 UTC (BJD (TT)

2459737.23; vsnet-alert 267981). We successfully obtained

rich and detailed optical photometric data points during

the U Sco 2022 eruption compared to those during the pre-

vious ones. As for soft X-ray observations, Swift detected

the beginning of the SSS stage, as reported by Page et al.

1 http://ooruri.kusastro.kyoto-u.ac.jp/mailarchive/vsnet-alert/26798
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Table 1. List of observers and instruments for optical

photometry.∗

Code Observer (Observatory) / Telescope & CCD

HaC Franz-Josef Hambsch / 40 cm telescope and FLI ML16803

KU1 Kyoto Univ. Campus Obs. / 40 cm SCT and Apogee U6

MLF Berto Monard (CBA Kleinkaroo) / 30 cm RCX400 and SBIG ST8

∗ This is just a sample of e-table 1.

(2022b). Subsequently, Page and Osborne (2022) have re-

ported an increase in X-ray count rate and its peak after

the eruption. The X-ray light curve and its maximum

count rate are described in Evans et al. (2023).

Our purpose in this paper is to present our optical pho-

tometry of the U Sco 2022 eruption, and to conduct a com-

parative study between the 2010 and 2022 eruptions. We

aim to examine whether the following three phenomena

vary between the different eruptions of U Sco: the opti-

cal plateau stage, soft X-ray stage, and optical eclipses. To

assess the different behavior of the soft X-ray light curve

accurately, we adopt a unified photometry method using

Swift archival data for both eruptions. Additionally, by

estimating the outer radius of the optical light source cen-

tered at the primary WD, based on the eclipse width, we

aim to confirm that the optical light source during the op-

tical plateau stage is mainly the accretion disk, and to ex-

amine its structural changes. In section 2, we describe op-

tical and soft X-ray photometry. Our results on the opti-

cal plateau stage, soft X-ray stage, and optical eclipses are

presented in section 3. Discussion and summary follow

in sections 4 and 5, respectively.

2 Observations

In this section, we describe our optical photometry of the

U Sco 2022 eruption, as well as soft X-ray photometry of

both the 2022 and 2010 eruptions. In this paper, we also

use optical photometry of the 2010 eruption as a compar-

ison, which is described in detail in Schaefer et al. (2011).

2.1 Optical photometry

After the first report on the U Sco 2022 eruption as men-

tioned above, time-resolved CCD photometric observa-

tions in optical had been performed by the Variable Star

Network collaboration (VSNET; Kato et al. 2004)2 and the

Variable Star Observers League in Japan (VSOLJ).3 Data

reduction and calibration with the comparison stars were

performed by each observer. In addition to our data

from VSNET and VSOLJ, we also retrieved archival data

2 http://www.kusastro.kyoto-u.ac.jp/vsnet/
3 http://vsolj.cetus-net.org/index.html

Table 2. Log of optical photometry of the U Sco 2022

eruption.∗

Start† End† Mag‡ σmag
§ N‖ Code#

59738.043 59738.202 8.209 0.097 1247 KU1

59743.557 59743.847 11.470 0.076 1271 HaC

59744.554 59744.844 12.201 0.065 969 HaC

59745.476 59745.841 12.573 0.107 1693 HaC

59746.225 59746.576 12.587 0.078 994 MLF

∗ This is just a sample of e-table 2.
† BJD (TT) − 2400000.
‡ Mean magnitude.
§ Standard deviation of the magnitudes.
‖ Number of observations.
# Observer’s code (see table 1).

Table 3. List of magnitudes in quiescence.

Band Mag∗ σ† N‡ Observatory

g 18.3 0.228 25 ZTF

r 18.2 0.200 32 ZTF

o (orange) 18.6 0.662 49 ATLAS

c (cyan) 18.8 0.417 14 ATLAS

∗ Mean magnitude.
† Standard deviation of the magnitudes.
‡ Number of observations.

from the American Association of Variable Star Observers

(AAVSO)4 and the ASAS-SN Sky Patrol (Shappee et al.

2014; Kochanek et al. 2017). One can also see an example

of the optical light curve from the AAVSO archive in fig-

ure 1 of Evans et al. (2023). Observatories (observers) and

instruments are summarized in table 1.5 The log of this

optical photometry is summarized in table 2.6 As a result,

we obtained 49,152 optical photometric data points dur-

ing the U Sco 2022 eruption. It should be noted that the

optical photometric data had been taken by various fil-

ters and observers, so we applied zero-point corrections

as follows. Each magnitude scale observed by each filter

and observer was adjusted to the data observed by Franz-

Josef Hambsch’s V filter as he had contributed a substan-

tial number of data points.

To cover quiescence, we also retrieved archival data

during the last two years before the U Sco 2022 eruption

from the Zwicky Transient Facility (ZTF; Bellm et al. 2019)

and the Asteroid Terrestrial-impact Last Alert System

(ATLAS; Tonry et al. 2018). The magnitude scale was also

adjusted to the data observed by Franz-Josef Hambsch’s

V filter. It should be noted that we excluded data during

the eclipses for calculating the mean and deviation of the

observed magnitudes. As a result, we obtained 120 pre-

4 https://www.aavso.org
5 A complete listing of table 1 is available as e-table 1 in the supplementary

data section.
6 A complete listing of table 2 is available as e-table 2 in the supplementary

data section.
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Table 4. Log of soft X-ray photometry of the U Sco 2022

eruption.∗

ObsID Start (UTC) Exposure time (s)

00031417043 2022-06-07 04:33:34 972.82900

00031417044 2022-06-07 07:49:36 850.08100

00031417045 2022-06-07 10:54:34 995.39700

00031417046 2022-06-07 14:17:35 965.30800

00031417047 2022-06-07 23:38:36 273.28800

∗ This is just a sample of e-table 3.

Table 5. Log of soft X-ray photometry of the U Sco 2010

eruption.∗

ObsID Start (UTC) Exposure time (s)

00031417003 2010-01-29 01:03:00 1762.79000

00031417004 2010-01-29 01:06:00 14296.41100

00031417005 2010-01-31 01:07:00 1573.06400

00031417006 2010-01-31 01:10:00 16897.09400

00031417007 2010-02-02 01:29:00 1956.20300

∗ This is just a sample of e-table 4.

eruption data points, which are summarized in table 3.

2.2 Soft X-ray photometry

We obtained numerous archival data from the Neil

Gehrels Swift satellite X-ray telescope (Swift-XRT;

Burrows et al. 2005) in Photon Counting mode. Event

files were calibrated and cleaned with the Swift-XRT

software task xrtpipeline distributed with the HEASoft

package.7 In this paper, we defined the energy band

for soft X-ray as 0.3–1 keV. The source region were

designed to be a circle of radius 0.01 degrees centered at

(α,δ)J2000.0 = (16h22m30.s5, −17◦52′43.′′2), and we obtained

105 and 196 soft X-ray photometric data points for the U

Sco 2022 and 2010 eruptions, respectively. The soft X-ray

data are in units of counts per second and binned to 0.1

d. The logs of soft X-ray photometry of the 2022 and 2010

eruptions are summarized in table 4,8 and in table 5,9

respectively.

3 Results

3.1 Optical light curve

Figure 1(a) shows the optical light curve of the U Sco 2022

eruption (black filled circles). The optical peak magnitude

during the 2022 eruption was approximately 7.5 mag on

7 http://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/lheasoft/
8 A complete listing of table 4 is available as e-table 3 in the supplementary

data section.
9 A complete listing of table 5 is available as e-table 4 in the supplementary

data section.

BJD (TT) 2459737.68(3), based on the global trend calcu-

lated by LOWESS (see Appendix 1). The last detection

before the 2022 eruption was approximately 18.1 mag in

the ZTF g band on BJD (TT) 2459736.80, which indicates

that the optical light curve reached its peak within one

day following the nova eruption.

Figure 2 shows the optical light curves of both the U

Sco 2022 (red) and 2010 (black) eruptions. While fading,

both eruptions exhibited the optical plateau stage, when

the optical magnitude remained nearly constant except

for variations caused by the eclipses. We calculated its

beginning and ending dates as follows. We first roughly

estimated the optical plateau interval. Then, we created a

histogram of the out-of-eclipse data points with a binsize

of 0.1 mag during this assumed interval for each eruption.

Subsequently, we measured a range of the out-of-eclipse

magnitude during the optical plateau stage, based on

the partitions showing high frequency in the histogram.

The results were 13.8–14.0 mag and 14.1–14.3 mag for

the 2022 and 2010 eruptions, respectively. Finally, we

estimated when the out-of-eclipse magnitude fell within

these ranges with an uncertainty of around one orbital pe-

riod.

In the 2022 eruption, the optical plateau stage started

13.8–15.0 d and ended 23.8–25.0 d after the optical peak,

which resulted in a duration of 8.8–11.2 d. In the 2010

eruption, the optical plateau stage started 12.8–14.0 d and

ended 25.5–26.7 d after the optical peak, which resulted

in a duration of 11.5–13.9 d. As a result, it turns out that

the optical plateau stage started later and had a shorter

duration in the 2022 eruption than that in the 2010 erup-

tion, while the optical plateau magnitude was ∼0.3 mag

brighter in the 2022 eruption.

3.2 Soft X-ray light curve

Figure 3 shows the soft X-ray (0.3–1 keV) light curves of

both the U Sco 2022 (red) and 2010 (cyan) eruptions. It is

clear that both soft X-ray light curves reached their peaks

at the value ∼1 count per second, and ∼30 d later than the

optical ones in both eruptions. Again, we defined the soft

X-ray stage, when the soft X-ray photons were evident,

and calculated its beginning and ending dates for each

eruption. Kato and Hachisu (2020) defined the X-ray turn-

on time (turn-off time) as the time when the X-ray flux

rises (decreases) to a tenth of its peak value. Therefore,

we established a threshold for the beginning and ending

of the soft X-ray stage at the value 0.1 counts per second

(magenta line in figure 3).

In the 2022 eruption, the soft X-ray stage started 14.6–

15.3 d and ended 38.7–39.5 d after the optical peak, which
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Fig. 1. (a) Overall optical light curve of the U Sco 2022 eruption (black filled circles). Data are binned to 0.001 d. Magnitudes in quiescence are also plotted

partially (green filled squares for the ZTF g band, red filled triangles for the ZTF r band, orange filled diamonds for the ATLAS o band, and cyan filled inverted

triangles for the ATLAS c band). (b) Enlarged optical light curve of the 2022 eruption between day 6 and day 12 after the optical peak (black filled circles). It

is the enlarged view of the black shaded box in panel (a). Magenta filled circles represent the global trend of the 2022 eruption calculated by LOWESS (see

Appendix 1). Blue lines represent epochs of the middle of the primary eclipse, namely, the orbital phase 0, calculated by equation (1). (c) Enlarged optical light

curve of the 2022 eruption between day 17 and day 23 after the optical peak. It is the enlarged view of the red shaded box in panel (a).

resulted in a duration of 23.4–24.9 d. The soft X-ray light

curve peaked 27.4–29.8 d after the optical peak at the

value 0.96–1.06 counts per second. In the 2010 eruption,

the soft X-ray stage started 8.6–12.4 d and ended 39.6–40.0

d after the optical peak, which resulted in a duration of

27.2–31.4 d. The soft X-ray light curve peaked 29.1–32.7 d

after the optical peak at the value 1.20–1.30 counts per sec-

ond. It should be noted that there were no soft X-ray ob-

servations by Swift during days 8.6–12.4 in the 2010 erup-

tion (gray region in figure 3), so we conservatively deter-

mined the beginning date of the soft X-ray stage in 2010.

As a result, it turns out that the soft X-ray stage started

later, peaked earlier, had a shorter duration, and was less

luminous in the 2022 eruption than that in the 2010 erup-

tion.

3.3 Optical eclipse

Figure 1(b) shows the optical light curve between day 6

and day 12 after the optical peak during the U Sco 2022

eruption in detail (black filled circles). Between day 7 and

day 10, short-term variations were clearly present at any

orbital phases. On day around 11, however, these opti-

cal flickerings were much less presented, and instead, we

distinctly detected a local minimum at the orbital phase 0

on BJD (TT) 2459748.69 (blue line in figure 1(b)).

Figure 4 shows some excerpts of the phase-averaged

profiles during the U Sco 2022 eruption (see Appendix 1).

Relative magnitudes, which were obtained by subtract-

ing the global trend from the observed data points, are

folded at the orbital period. Epochs of the expected pri-

mary eclipse correspond to the orbital phase 0.

Based on these profiles, any variations due to the

eclipses were not detected immediately after the optical

peak. However, a shallow dip was observed on day 10.4

after the optical peak (3rd panel from the top in figure

4), and on day 11.6 (4th panel in figure 4), a minimum of

the relative magnitude was clearly detected at the orbital

phase 0, indicating the emergence of the primary eclipse.

Therefore, it is estimated that the primary eclipse became

detectable 10.4-11.6 d after the optical peak during the

2022 eruption. The time sequence of the optical plateau
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Fig. 2. Optical light curves of the U Sco 2022 (red filled circles) and 2010

(black open circles) eruptions. The red and black regions represent the op-

tical plateau stages for the 2022 (red) and 2010 (black) eruptions, respec-

tively. The optical peak magnitude during the 2010 eruption was on BJD (TT)

2455224.69(7) (Schaefer et al. 2010a). The 2010 eruption data are derived

from Schaefer et al. (2011) and VSOLJ.

Table 6. Time sequence of the optical plateau stage, soft

X-ray stage, and optical eclipses in the U Sco 2022 and

2010 eruptions.

Event 2022 eruption 2010 eruption

Optical plateau stage

beginning date∗ 13.8–15.0 12.8–14.0

ending date∗ 23.8–25.0 25.5–26.7

duration (d) 8.8–11.2 11.5–13.9

Soft X-ray stage

beginning date∗ 14.6–15.3 8.6–12.4

ending date∗ 38.7–39.5 39.6–40.0

duration (d) 23.4–24.9 27.2–31.4

The primary eclipse

first observed date∗ 10.4–11.6 +10.2†

∗ Days after the optical peak.
† Reanalysis of the data in Schaefer et al. (2011) by Mason et al.

(2012).

stage, soft X-ray stage, and optical eclipses in this section

are listed in table 6.

3.4 Eclipse width

One can notice a decreasing trend of the eclipse width

over the eruption in figure 4. To quantitatively mea-

sure the eclipse width and its evolution, we determined

the ingress and egress phases of the observed eclipses as

follows. Each eclipse profile was fit using a V-shaped

Days after optical peak
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Fig. 3. Soft X-ray (0.3-1 keV) light curves of the U Sco 2022 (red filled dia-

monds) and 2010 (cyan filled circles) eruptions. The red and cyan regions

represent the soft X-ray stages for the 2022 (red) and 2010 (cyan) eruptions,

respectively. The gray region represents the interval of no observations dur-

ing the 2010 eruption. The magenta line represents a threshold for the be-

ginning and ending of the soft X-ray stage.

straight line in magnitude scale, bending at the ingress

phase, the orbital phase 0, and the egress phase along

the orbital-phase axis, and these fitting parameters were

calculated using the MCMC method (see Appendix 2).

Magenta lines in figure 4 show the results of parameter

estimation for several phase-averaged profiles during the

U Sco 2022 eruption. It should be noted that MCMC anal-

ysis was applied to the phase-averaged profile covering

a sufficient range of the orbital phase around 0. On day

14.1 after the optical peak (5th panel in figure 4), we only

fit the observed data for orbital phases greater than 0 and

determined only the egress phase. On days 27.6 and 54.7

(16th and 20th panels in figure 4, respectively), we only fit

the observed data for orbital phases less than 0 and deter-

mined only the ingress phase.

For a further interpretation of these ingress and egress

phases, we calculated the corresponding light-source ra-

dius α, centered at the primary WD and normalized by

the primary’s Roche volume radius R∗
1 (see Appendix 3).

Table 7 shows these values. Figure 5 shows the transition

of α during the 2022 eruption (lower panel), with optical

(black) and soft X-ray (green) light curves (upper panel).

Here, the terminology "Roche volume radius" refers to

an average radius yielding the same volume as the non-

spherical Roche lobes (e.g., section 4.4 of Frank et al. 2002;

Leahy and Leahy 2015). By definition, a sphere of radius
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Fig. 4. Phase-averaged profiles during the U Sco 2022 eruption. Red la-

bels represent the central times of the sampling intervals in days after the

optical peak. Magenta lines represent the regression models with the deter-

mined parameters (see also figure 6). Note that each sampling interval is

two epochs, centered at the orbital phase 0.5 (see Appendix 1).

R∗
1 has the same volume as the region surrounded by the

primary’s Roche lobe, which is a teardrop-shaped region

and has its apex at the L1 point (see also the orange line

and the black dashed line in figure 7). Therefore, the ax-

isymmetric light source centered at the primary WD first

Table 7. List of values for ingress and egress phases of the

primary eclipse during the U Sco 2022 eruption.

Date∗ Ingress phase αing
† Egress phase αeg

‡

11.6 −0.1539(34) 1.077(23) 0.1199(28) 0.796(28)

14.1 - - 0.1837(14) 1.228(5)

15.3 −0.1683(27) 1.162(14) 0.1780(20) 1.206(8)

16.6 −0.1488(20) 1.042(14) 0.1878(22) 1.241(6)

17.8 −0.1488(18) 1.042(13) 0.1693(18) 1.167(9)

19.0 −0.1065(15) 0.657(16) 0.2027(15) 1.270(2)

20.2 −0.1746(11) 1.192(5) 0.1740(11) 1.189(5)

21.5 −0.1678(14) 1.159(7) 0.1419(10) 0.990(8)

22.7 −0.1697(18) 1.169(9) 0.1487(14) 1.041(10)

23.9 −0.2158(22) 1.276(3) 0.2255(14) 1.291(2)

25.2 −0.1531(17) 1.071(13) 0.1540(15) 1.077(10)

26.4 −0.1200(12) 0.797(12) 0.1280(9) 0.873(8)

27.6 −0.1187(11) 0.785(11) - -

30.1 −0.1011(9) 0.597(10) 0.1182(7) 0.780(7)

31.3 −0.1176(7) 0.774(8) 0.1186(6) 0.784(6)

42.4 −0.0967(6) 0.546(7) 0.1207(7) 0.804(7)

54.7 −0.0766(5) 0.301(3) - -

∗ Central time of each sampling interval for each phase-averaged profile in

days after the optical peak.
† Parameter α, light-source radius normalized by the primary’s Roche

volume radius, calculated by ingress phase at the 99% confidence interval.
‡ Parameter α calculated by egress phase at the 99% confidence interval.

touches the L1 point when its outer radius expands to be-

come ∼1.3 times larger than the primary’s Roche volume

radius (cyan line in figure 5; see also the cyan line in fig-

ure 7). During the optical plateau stage, the source radius

remained α ∼ 1.2. When the optical plateau stage ended,

the source radius drastically shrank to α ∼ 0.85 within a

few orbital periods.

4 Discussion

4.1 Optical plateau and soft X-ray stages

Both the optical plateau and soft X-ray stages started later

and had shorter durations in the U Sco 2022 eruption than

those in the U Sco 2010 eruption. Moreover, the soft X-ray

light curve in the 2022 eruption peaked earlier and was

less luminous compared to that in the 2010 eruption. One

interpretation is the different envelope mass between the

different nova eruptions, especially the hydrogen content

in the envelope, where convection and element mixing oc-

cur just after a TNR sets in. This envelope corresponds to

the whole accreted hydrogen-rich layer and a portion of

the processed helium-rich layer below (see figure 1(ii) of

Fujimoto and Iben 1992).

Hachisu and Kato (2006a) have conducted model cal-

culations of the soft X-ray light curve of the nova erup-

tion and stated that the evolution of the nova eruption

depends both on the WD mass and on the chemical com-
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Fig. 5. Upper panel: Optical (black filled circles) and soft X-ray (green filled circles) light curves of the U Sco 2022 eruption. Lower panel: Transition of α,

the optical light-source radius normalized by the primary’s Roche volume radius (see Appendix 3), based on the ingress (blue filled circles) and egress (red

filled diamonds) phases of the eclipses determined by the MCMC method. The cyan line represents the light-source radius when expanding to the distance

between the L1 point and the primary WD RL1. The magenta line represents the light-source radius when expanding to the tidal truncation radius Rtid. The

orange region represents the optical plateau stage.

position of the envelope. They have calculated turn-on

and turn-off times of the soft X-ray stage theoretically, cor-

relating with the hydrogen mass fraction X of the enve-

lope. Their results show that the turn-on time becomes

later for larger hydrogen content X. Taking into account

the effect of heat exchange between the H-burning zone

and helium-rich layer below during the nova eruption,

Hachisu et al. (2007) have demonstrated that the optical

plateau and soft X-ray stages start later and have shorter

durations when X increases. They have also indicated

that the peak soft X-ray flux decreases as X becomes

larger.

For U Sco, the last three observed eruptions are in 1999

February, 2010 January, and 2022 June at optical peaks, in-

dicating that the quiescent interval before the 2022 erup-

tion is longer than that before the 2010 eruption by around

one year. Therefore, a larger amount of hydrogen-rich

material was supposed to be accreted onto the WD, re-

sulting in more massive envelope, and hence more mas-

sive ejecta during the 2022 eruption. This corresponds to

a larger value of X when a TNR sets in and convection

extensively mixes the hydrogen-rich accretion gas with

the helium-rich layer below. It should be noted that there

might be a missed eruption of 2016.78 ± 0.10 between the

2010 and 2022 eruptions as suggested by Schaefer (2022).

If this eruption had really happened, the argument in this

subsection would not hold.

The beginning of the soft X-ray stage can be interpreted

as the time when the ejecta photosphere recedes and the

WD surface becomes optically thin after the nova erup-

tion. Due to a larger amount of ejecta during the 2022

eruption compared to that during the 2010 eruption, the

recession of the photosphere might take a longer time,

which resulted in the later beginning date of the soft X-
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ray stage. The ending of the soft X-ray stage can be in-

terpreted as the time when the remaining envelope stops

steady H-burning on the WD surface. Judging from the

result of Hachisu et al. (2007), due to the larger hydrogen

content of the envelope during the 2022 eruption com-

pared to that during the 2010 eruption, heat flux from the

helium-rich layer to the remaining H-burning envelope

was reduced, making it difficult to maintain a tempera-

ture high enough to emit soft X-ray photons sufficiently.

This scenario can result in the smaller peak value, earlier

peak time, and shorter duration of the soft X-ray stage

during the 2022 eruption.

There are other comparative studies of nova eruptions

occurring in the same object. M31N 2008-12a showed the

same behavior as U Sco, while RS Oph showed the op-

posite behavior. Henze et al. (2018) have conducted one

on the X-ray light curves of the 2013, 2014, 2015, and 2016

nova eruptions in M31N 2008-12a, which has a mean re-

currence time of around one year. The quiescent inter-

val before the 2016 eruption is around 35% longer com-

pared to those before the other three eruptions. They

have demonstrated that the 2016 eruption had a shorter

and less luminous SSS emission, which is consistent with

our observations of U Sco. Meanwhile, Page et al. (2022a)

have examined the differences in the optical and soft X-

ray light curves between the 2006 and 2021 nova erup-

tions in RS Oph. They have demonstrated that the op-

tical light curves of both eruptions in RS Oph were al-

most identical, although the quiescent intervals were dif-

ferent. The 2021 eruption occurred 15.5 yr after the 2006

eruption, and the 2006 eruption occurred 21 yr after the

1985 eruption. They have pointed out that the SSS emis-

sion rose later, peaking at a lower level, and then started

fading earlier in the 2021 eruption than that in the 2006

eruption, which is the opposite behaviour from U Sco and

M31N 2008-12a. Page et al. (2022a) have also suggested

that there was a slight brightening in the optical during

the last 5 yr before the 2006 eruption, possibly indicative

of a change in the accretion disk.

What we need to care about is that the orbital period

of RS Oph is 453.6(4) d (Brandi et al. 2009), longer than

the timescale of the evolution of its nova eruption ∼80

d. Thus, we observed the SSS emission of the RS Oph

2021 eruption at the orbital phase nearly 180 degrees dif-

ferent from that of the RS Oph 2006 eruption (Ness et al.

2023). Soft X-ray photons, originating from the WD sur-

face (SSS) and being scattered in the electron-rich envi-

ronment around the WD via Thomson scattering, are also

absorbed by the cool plasma of the intervening gas (Ness

et al. 2012). The optical depth of low-ionization plasma or

neutral hydrogen can be much higher in soft X-ray than

in optical light. Consequently, Ness et al. (2023) have con-

cluded that the intrinsic SSS emission was the same dur-

ing both RS Oph eruptions, and that the different behav-

ior of the observed SSS emission was due to viewing it at

different angles, namely orbital phases, through an inho-

mogeneous density distribution of the lower-temperature

ejecta and the pre-existing stellar wind. They have sug-

gested that the observed lower SSS emission in the 2021

eruption was attributed to the higher line-of-sight absorp-

tion by the lower-temperature plasma being more opaque

to soft X-ray.

On the contrary, the orbital period of U Sco is ∼1.2

d, much shorter than the timescale of the evolution of its

nova eruption ∼70 d. Thus, the observations of U Sco in

soft X-ray covered various orbital phases, unlike those of

RS Oph at the more or less fixed orbital phase. Although

the inhomogeneous ejecta could be present in U Sco as

well, the trend of the soft X-ray light curve should be

more affected by the overall structure of the ejecta rather

than the phase-dependent density profile. Moreover, the

line-of-sight absorption was nearly comparable during

both U Sco eruptions, with a hydrogen column density

of N(H) ∼ 3 × 1021 cm−2 during the U Sco 2022 eruption

(Evans et al. 2023), and N(H) = 2–2.7 × 1021 cm−2 dur-

ing the U Sco 2010 eruption (Orio et al. 2013). Therefore,

the inhomogeneous absorption is considered to have little

influence on our results regarding the soft X-ray stage.

4.2 Optical plateau stage and accretion disk

The maximum size of the steady accretion disk can be

approximately estimated as a function of mass ratio of

a binary system by calculating non-intersecting periodic

orbits of a test particle in the restricted three-body prob-

lem (Paczynski 1977). This is referred to as a tidal trun-

cation radius, denoted as Rtid (see also the magenta line

in figure 7). In the case of U Sco, having a mass ra-

tio of q = 0.64 (see Appendix 3), the tidal truncation ra-

dius corresponds to αtid ∼ 0.85 (magenta line in figure 5),

where Rtid = αtidR∗
1 . Figure 5 illustrates that when the op-

tical plateau stage ended, the optical light-source radius

shrank to the tidal truncation radius. Therefore, it is rea-

sonable to infer that the optical light source immediately

after the optical plateau stage is the accretion disk.

As for the light source expanded close to the L1 point

during the optical plateau stage, one could consider the

possibility of the ejecta photosphere centered at the WD.

However, figure 5 illustrates that the soft X-ray photons

were evident during the optical plateau stage. Judging

from the evolution of the nova eruption, it indicates that

the photosphere should have shrunk to the size of WD,



12 Publications of the Astronomical Society of Japan, (2018), Vol. 00, No. 0

smaller than the primary’s Roche volume radius. This

fact has already been shown both observationally (Ness

et al. 2012) and theoretically (Hachisu et al. 2000; see also

Appendix 3). Ness et al. (2012) have argued that the con-

tinuum component of the SSS emission during the U Sco

2010 eruption was reproduced via achromatic Thomson

scattering, which can increase the geometric size of the

emission region without changing the shape of the con-

tinuum. They have also suggested that the photosphere

around the WD, from which the intrinsic continuum orig-

inated, must have been significantly smaller than the pri-

mary’s Roche lobe to avoid super Eddington luminosity.

Therefore, it is unlikely that the optical light source ex-

panded close to the L1 point is the photosphere.

The alternative interpretation is the expanded accre-

tion disk. Hachisu et al. (2000) have indeed theoretically

demonstrated that the optical plateau stage during the U

Sco 1999 eruption can be reproduced by the combination

of a slightly irradiated secondary star and a fully irradi-

ated flaring-up accretion disk with α ∼ 1.4. Our observa-

tional results align quite well with this statement that the

accretion disk expanded and emitted strong radiation in

the optical wavelengths irradiated by the hotter WD (SSS)

during the optical plateau stage.

As discussed in subsection 4.1, the optical plateau

stage started later and had shorter durations in the 2022

eruption than that in the 2010 eruption. This follows since

the optical light source during the optical plateau stage is

the accretion disk, and the disk can emit strong emission

owing to the irradiation by the hotter WD. Based on the

discussion in subsection 4.1, the recession of the photo-

sphere might take a longer time, and the irradiation of

the expanded accretion disk by the hotter WD might be

initiated later in the 2022 eruption compared to that in the

2010 eruption. Also, the duration of this irradiation might

be shorter because of the difficulty in maintaining a high

temperature of the hotter WD in the 2022 eruption.

In the U Sco 2022 eruption, the primary eclipse was

first observed on day around 11 after the optical peak, fol-

lowed by the beginning of the optical plateau stage on day

around 14. This sequence of events can be explained by

the photosphere receding toward the WD. Obviously, the

secondary star emerges from the photosphere at first, fol-

lowed by the emergence of the accretion disk. Therefore,

it is consistent that the primary eclipse caused by the

secondary precedes the beginning of the optical plateau

stage caused by the irradiated accretion disk. In the U

Sco 2010 eruption, Schaefer et al. (2011) reported that both

events occurred at the same time. However, Mason et al.

(2012) have reanalyzed the light curve in Schaefer et al.

(2011) and reported that the primary eclipse was partially

detected from day +10.2 after the optical peak, earlier

than the beginning of the optical plateau stage. Our ob-

servational results in the 2022 eruption are in agreement

with Mason et al. (2012), supporting the idea that the irra-

diated accretion disk is mainly responsible for the optical

plateau stage.

Before the optical plateau stage, on day 11.6 after the

optical peak, the ingress and egress phases appear to be

smaller than those observed during the optical plateau

stage. This might be attributed to the phase-averaged pro-

file on day 11.6 being affected by the data points show-

ing no variations due to the eclipses. Therefore, both the

ingress and egress phases were hard to measure properly,

so that both moved toward the middle of the primary

eclipse, namely, the orbital phase 0. Another explanation

is that the expansion of the accretion disk might have oc-

curred already at that time, but it was not sufficiently ir-

radiated by the hotter WD to emit intense radiation in the

optical region. Consequently, we observed only the pho-

tosphere receding toward the WD, with a radius smaller

than the size of the expanded accretion disk.

The phase averaged profiles on days 19, 20.2, and 21.5

(9th, 10th, and 11th panels in figure 4, respectively) show

unexpected eclipse profiles. On days 19 and 20.2, hump-

shaped variations above the magenta lines are presented

at the orbital phase less than 0. On day 21.5, a minimum

of the relative magnitude can be detected at the orbital

phase somewhat less than 0. The original light curve

during this span is shown in figure 1(c) (black filled cir-

cles). The optical light curve reached its local minima,

slightly deviating from the orbital phase 0 (blue lines in

figure 1(c)) between day 19 and day 21 after the optical

peak. These peculiarities can be interpreted as the non-

axisymmetric distribution of brightness in the expanded

accretion disk. During the optical plateau stage, the opti-

cal light source is mainly dominated by the irradiated ac-

cretion disk compared to in quiescence. If the brightness

distribution in the accretion disk is inhomogeneous and

non-axisymmetric, the eclipse profile may exhibit some

disturbances, or the center of light may vary, resulting in

a minimum relative magnitude deviating from the orbital

phase 0. It should be noted that the MCMC method was

used only to measure the ingress and egress phases of the

eclipses, and such inhomogeneous distribution of bright-

ness has little influence on our results regarding the evo-

lution of the disk radius.

4.3 Structural changes in the accretion disk

In summary, our observational results indicate that the

accretion disk expanded beyond the tidal truncation ra-
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dius and close to the L1 point during the optical plateau

stage, and then rapidly shrank to the tidal truncation ra-

dius within a few orbital periods. This phenomenon, ob-

served for the first time, can be interpreted as a structural

change where the temporarily expanded accretion disk af-

ter the nova eruption returned to a steady state.

Meanwhile, it is debatable whether the accretion disk

survives or is entirely disrupted after the nova eruption.

In the case of U Sco, based on three-dimensional hydro-

dynamic simulations, Drake and Orlando (2010) demon-

strated that the accretion disk was entirely destroyed by

the early blast wave originating from the thermonuclear

explosion on the WD just after the eruption. However,

observationally, Mason et al. (2012) have reported that

the mass accretion from the secondary was already taking

place at least 8 d after the optical peak in the 2010 erup-

tion. They have stated that from day +8, the line spectrum

displayed a narrow component, which varied in position

and profile with time and orbital phase. This variation is

considered to be attributed to the optically thick gas of the

accretion stream, moving around the primary WD but not

yet in stable circular motion around it. Additionally, Kato

and Hachisu (2012) have argued that the disk was not

gone but survived during the 2010 eruption, and that the

numerical calculation of Drake and Orlando (2010) cannot

resolve an accretion disk which has a high density region

near the equator.

König et al. (2022) have detected an X-ray flash in a

very early stage of the nova eruption of YZ Ret. Kato et al.

(2022) have analyzed this X-ray flash and concluded that

the nova envelope was in hydrostatic balance at the X-ray

flash just before the WD wind blew, indicating no blast

wave in the early stage of the nova eruption. Moreover,

Hachisu and Kato (2022) have stated that a shock is gen-

erated outside the photosphere far beyond the binary sys-

tem after the optical peak, denying the possibility of the

disk being disrupted by the early blast wave.

If the accretion disk is indeed not entirely disrupted,

our observational results can simply be explained quali-

tatively as follows. Hachisu and Kato (2003) have stated

that a large velocity difference between the WD wind and

the accretion disk surface drives a Kelvin-Helmholtz in-

stability after the nova eruption. They have suggested

that the internal density of the disk is much denser than

that of the WD wind, so only the very surface layer of the

disk is dragged away like a free stream moving outward,

resulting in the expansion of the accretion disk. After the

wind stops, the disk edge shrinks toward the tidal trunca-

tion radius in several dynamical timescales, namely, sev-

eral orbital periods, and finally the accretion disk settles

into a steady state. The optical plateau stage is when

the WD wind gradually weakens and stops at the end as

the soft X-ray photons become noticeable, so our observa-

tions align quite well with this model of Hachisu and Kato

(2003), supporting the idea the accretion disk survives the

eruption and expands until the WD wind stops and the

optical plateau stage ends.

Another possibility would be a change in the mass-

transfer rate. In the case of VY Scl stars, Murray et al.

(2000) have suggested that the suddenly reduced mass

flux from the secondary star might lead to an expansion

of the accretion disk, after which the disk returns to its ini-

tial size on its viscous time-scale. They have argued that

mixing with the mass-transfer stream reduces specific an-

gular momentum in the outer disk and restricts the accre-

tion disk radially, so the lower mass-transfer rate relaxes

the radial restriction on the accretion disc. As for U Sco,

the mass-transfer rate might be reduced suddenly after

the nova eruption, and the accretion disk, which is fully

ionized and has high viscosity, might expand close to the

L1 point. However, irradiation of the secondary just af-

ter the nova eruption may lead to a temporarily increased

mass-transfer rate (Mróz et al. 2016; Hillman et al. 2020).

If the mass-transfer rate is enhanced rather than reduced,

the above argument will not hold.

Although further observations and numerical simula-

tions are indeed necessary to fully understand the behav-

ior of the accretion disk after the nova eruption, our ob-

servational results may support the idea that the accretion

disk is not entirely blown off.

5 Summary

We obtained rich optical and soft X-ray photometric data

in the 2022 eruption of U Sco. We demonstrate that the

optical plateau and soft X-ray stages started later and had

shorter durations in the 2022 eruption than those in the

2010 eruption. Moreover, the soft X-ray light curve in the

2022 eruption peaked earlier and was less luminous com-

pared to that in the 2010 eruption. These observational

results might be attributed to the differences in the enve-

lope mass, especially in the hydrogen content of the en-

velope. The appearance of the primary eclipse preceded

the beginning of the optical plateau stage during the 2022

eruption, which we interpret as the shrinking ejecta pho-

tosphere toward the WD surface. Additionally, by deter-

mining the ingress and egress timings of the eclipses, we

show that the optical plateau stage is well explained by

the accretion disk. Although the accretion disk expanded

close to the L1 point during the optical plateau stage, it

then rapidly shrank to the tidal truncation radius within

just a few orbital periods after the optical plateau stage
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ended. The expanded accretion disk can be explained by

the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability caused by a large veloc-

ity difference between the WD wind and the accretion

disk surface, suggesting that the accretion disk may not

be entirely blown off even right after the nova eruption.

Supplementary data

The following supplementary data is available in the on-

line version of this article.

E-tables 1–4.
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Fig. 6. An example of parameter estimation using the MCMC method (for a

phase-averaged profile centered on day 26.4 after the optical peak during

the U Sco 2022 eruption). The magenta line represent the regression model

with the determined parameters, bending at the points A(a, ma), B(b, mb),

and C(0, m0).

Institute of Astrophysics (MAS), Chile.

Appendix 1. Phase-averaged profile

To demonstrate when the optical eclipses emerged, we

created phase-averaged optical light curves of the U Sco

2022 eruption as below.

First of all, we extracted the localized luminosity varia-

tions due to the eclipses from the overall light curve. The

global trend was calculated by locally weighted polyno-

mial regression (LOWESS; Cleveland 1979) for the out-of-

eclipse data points during the eruption. We subtracted

this trend from the observed light curve to obtain relative

magnitudes.

Next, we sampled the data every two epochs, centered

at the orbital phase 0.5 after the optical peak, and plotted

the orbital phase on the x-axis and the relative magnitude

on the y-axis as follows, representing the luminosity vari-

ations caused by the eclipses. The orbital period of U Sco

is derived in Schaefer et al. (2011), as described in section

1, and we assumed that it remained constant during the

U Sco 2010 and 2022 eruptions. Schaefer (2022) reported a

slight increase in the orbital period during the 2022 erup-

tion compared to that during the 2010 eruption. However,

this increase in the orbital period did not result in any sig-

nificant differences in our results. Epochs of the middle

of the primary eclipse are also derived in Schaefer et al.

(2011), as described in equation (1), and we adopted these

epochs during the U Sco 2022 eruption to obtain orbital

phases. The sampling data were binned to 1/60 phases,

and we calculated the average of relative magnitudes for

each phase, creating a phase-averaged profile.
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Fig. 7. Schematic illustration of the U Sco binary system in its orbital plane

normalized by the binary separation. The blue filled circle centered at (0, 0)

represents the primary WD and the ejecta photosphere. The black region

represents the secondary star filling its Roche lobe (black dashed line). The

axisymmetric accretion disk centered at the WD expands to have an outer

radius equal to the primary’s Roche volume radius R∗
1 (orange line), the dis-

tance between the L1 point and the primary WD RL1 (cyan line), and the tidal

truncation radius Rtid (magenta line). Black dotted lines represent the Roche

equipotentials.

Appendix 2. MCMC analysis

For each phase-averaged profile, we determined the

ingress and egress phases of the primary eclipse using

the Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method. The

parameter space is θ = {a, ma, b, mb, m0}. The parameters

(a, ma) represent the eclipse ingress phase and its relative

magnitude. The parameters (b, mb) represent the eclipse

egress phase and its relative magnitude. The parameter

m0 represents the relative magnitude at the middle of the

eclipse, namely, the orbital phase 0. For a orbital phase xi

which satisfies −0.25 ≤ xi ≤ 0.25, the actual observed rel-

ative magnitude is denoted as yobs(xi), and the regression

model is computed as follows:

ymodel(xi)=



















ma if −0.25 ≤ xi < a,

ma − (m0−ma)
a (xi − a) if a ≤ xi < 0,

mb − (m0−mb)
b (xi − b) if 0 ≤ xi < b,

mb if b ≤ xi ≤ 0.25.

(2)

The likelihood function can be written as

L(θ) = ∏
i

1√
2πσ2

exp

{

− [yobs(xi)− ymodel(xi)]2

2σ2

}

, (3)

where the parameter σ is assumed to be σ = 0.01. We es-

pecially determined the parameters (a,b), the ingress and

egress phases of the eclipses. Figure 6 shows an example.

Appendix 3. Light-source radius

At the ingress and egress phases of the primary eclipse,

the secondary star just touches the eclipsed optical light

source geometrically, projected onto the plane of the sky.

Assuming a geometric configuration of the binary system

for a given light-source radius, there exist some line-of-

sight directions, namely, orbital phases in which the sec-

ondary and the light source just intersect on the projected

plane. Therefore, we estimated the outer radius of the op-

tical light source centered at the primary WD in reverse,

based on the ingress and egress phases determined by the

MCMC method.

We assumed a binary parameter of U Sco as below (see

also figure 7 for a schematic illustration of the U Sco bi-

nary system in its orbital plane). The primary WD mass

is M1 = 1.37 M⊙, the secondary mass is M2 = 0.88 M⊙,

the orbital inclination is 82.7◦ , and the orbital period is

1.23 d, as described in section 1. The secondary star is as-

sumed to fill its Roche lobe (black region in figure 7). The

WD and secondary are synchronously rotating around

the common center of mass on a circular orbit with a

binary separation a = 6.33 R⊙, as determined from the

orbital period. Hachisu et al. (2000) have theoretically

demonstrated that the ejecta photosphere centered at the

WD shrank to Rph ∼ 0.1 R⊙ on day 14 after the optical

peak, and drastically shrank to Rph ∼ 0.003 R⊙ on day 18,

when the WD wind stopped during the U Sco 1999 erup-

tion. Here, the photosphere is assumed to be a spherical

body centered at the WD and have a radius 0.1 R⊙ (blue

filled circle in figure 7), much smaller than the binary size

(Rph ∼ 0.04R∗
1 , based on the definition below).

As for the accretion disk, we also adopted the model

results of Hachisu et al. (2000) as follows. The accretion

disk is axisymmetric, centered at the primary WD, and

has an outer radius given by

Rdisk = αR∗
1 . (4)

The R∗
1 is the primary’s Roche volume radius (orange line

in figure 7), and a sphere with this radius has the same

volume as the primary’s Roche lobe. It can be approxi-

mately estimated that

R∗
1(q) =

0.49q−2/3

0.6q−2/3 + ln(1 + q−1/3)
a, (5)

where q is the mass ratio of a binary system, defined by

q ≡ M1/M2, and a is the binary separation (e.g., Eggleton

1983). In the case of U Sco, it is calculated to be R∗
1 =

2.64R⊙ with a mass ratio of q = 0.64. In addition, the disk

has a thickness given by

h = βRdisk

(

̟

Rdisk

)2

, (6)
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where h is the height of the surface from the equatorial

plane, and ̟ is the distance on the equatorial plane from

the center of the WD. Hachisu et al. (2000) have theoreti-

cally demonstrated that β=0.30 when the WD wind blew,

and β = 0.35 after it stopped.

For the ingress and egress phases determined for each

phased-averaged profile, we estimated α as a light-source

radius, fixing β = 0.30. We tested a model of thinner ac-

cretion disk, β ∼ 0.10 (i.e., standard disk model), but this

change did not affect our results. This is because, the in-

clination of U Sco is so high that the eclipse ingress and

egress times are considered to be primarily determined

by the size of the accretion disk in its orbital plane, but not

the vertical extension. We also investigated other configu-

rations, such as the disk being an infinitely long cylinder,

or the spherical photosphere expanding beyond the disk

(i.e., Rdisk = 0.1 R⊙ and Rph = αR∗
1). However, these con-

figurations did not result in any significant differences in

our results. Schaefer et al. (2011) also estimated the opti-

cal emitting region of the U Sco 2010 eruption in a similar

way. However, it should be noted that they considered a

spherical secondary star with a radius of the secondary’s

Roche volume radius and might overestimate the light-

source radius compared to our own model.
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