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Abstract. We have computed the fate of exoplanet companions around segjuence stars to
explore the frequency of planet ingestion by their hostsstluring the red giant branch evolution.
Using published properties of exoplanetary systems coatbwith stellar evolution models and
Zahn's theory of tidal friction, we modeled the tidal decdythee planets’ orbits as their host stars
evolve. Most planets currently orbiting within 2 AU of theitar are expected to be ingested by
the end of their stars’ red giant branch ascent. Our modeironthat many transiting planets are
sufficiently close to their parent star that they will be &ted during the main sequence lifetime of
the star. We also find that planet accretion may play an inaporble in explaining the mysterious
red giant rapid rotators, although appropriate planetgstiesns do not seem to be plentiful enough to
account for all such rapid rotators. We compare our modelpiirotators and surviving planetary
systems to their real-life counterparts and discuss thdigatns of this work to the broader field
of exoplanets.
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INTRODUCTION

As the number of known exoplanetary systems grows, we gagvanmore complete
picture of the angular momentum reservoir stored in the kexmgtary orbits. This reser-
voir can become important as the star evolves and beginspanelx At some point,
many of the known exoplanets will be near enough to their btast for their gravity
to raise tides on the star, which will distort the stellargdand introduce a torque into
the star-planet system. As long as the planets’ orbitabplerare shorter than the stellar
rotation periods, the torque will act in the sense that vapih-up” the star. Tidal dissi-
pation of energy in the convective envelopes of these nalgiant stars allows angular
momentum to be transfered from the planetary orbit to the sée the angular momen-
tum is drained from the planetary orbit, the planet movesado the star, increasing
the tidal distortion and accelerating the rate of the trang{s a result, the planet rapidly
spirals into the star, dumping its angular momentum in tioegss.

The result of this planetary demise may help us understanaitsual class of rapidly
rotating red giants. Because stars should spin down as tlodyeeand expand, red giant
stars are expected to have slow rotation speeds. This exjpechas been verified em-
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pirically by studies that find that most red giants are charamed byvsini ~ 2 km s™1
(Gray 1981, 1982; de Medeiros et al. 1996). A small fractibmed giants, around a
few percent (see, e.g., de Medeiros and Mayor 1999; Magisaral. 2008; Carlberg et
al. 2010), deviate from this general rule. They hag@i in excess of 10 kms' and
sometimes significantly higher. Many of these stars havenmvk stellar companions
with which to interact, and planet accretion is a simple arption that may account for
these rapid rotators. However, this explanation raisesnabeun of questions for which
answers are needed to verify planet accretion as the umuigidpuse. Does the num-
ber of rapid rotators predicted from modeling the futureletion of exoplanet systems
match the number actually observed? If not, what does thayiabout the occurrence
of planets around the progenitors of the red giant rapicdtect@ Can chemical abun-
dances distinguish rapid rotators created by planet acorsbm those created in some
other way?

EVOLVING MAIN SEQUENCE STARSWITH PLANETS

Tidal evolution model

The present-day main sequence (MS) stars with known exepl@mpanions can
be used as a test progenitor population of red giant rapatar. As an evolving star
expands in radius, the separation between that star aniditstp shrinks. As described
in the introduction, once the planet is near enough to intides on the star then angular
momentum can be exchanged between the stars and theirgldinet rate at which
angular momentum is transfered depends on the rate at wheh\eis dissipated in the
stellar envelope. These planet hosting stars are cool értouave convective envelopes
on the main sequence and will have convective outer atmospladl throughout their
red giant evolution. Therefore, we use the model of turbiudiessipation described by
Zahn (1977), where the friction timescale is estimated tthbeeddy turnover timescale,
(MR?/L)Y/3, whereM, R, andL are the stellar mass, radius, and luminosity, respectively
Using this model, the rate at which the planetary orbitabsafion decays is described
by

dina 0 T *MaeM ~1q(1+q)(R/a)®, (1)
whereTes is the stellar effective temperatutdeny is the mass of the stellar convective
envelope,q is the ratio of the planet mass to the stellar mass, ansl the orbital
separation between the planet and star. Notice that thersti®ng dependence on the
relative size of the star compared to the star-planet separance the swelling star
reaches some critical fraction of the orbital separatiba glanet will rapidly spiral into
the star.

The predicted evolution of the presently-known exoplaryesystems was accom-
plished by first matching each of the stars to a stellar eiiurack using measured
stellar mass and [Fe/H] to match to the nearest mod&l @indZ in the Girardi et al.
(2000) grid of tracks. The evolution afis then calculated from Equation 1 at each time-
step of the evolution models; the planet is assumed to hawedfect on the evolution
of the star. Any angular momentum lost from a planet’s obadded to the convective



envelope of the star. In this way, the rotational evolutibthe star can be modeled from
present time through to the red giant branch (RGB) tip. Beeaaf accelerated mass
loss near the end of the RGB phase and the complexities olhehflash, we do not
model the evolution beyond the RGB tip.

To be selected for modeling, the planet-hosting (PH) staustrhave a measured
stellar mass and metallicity as well as measured planetasses and semimajor axes.
In addition, for the stars to be representative of presagtigéd giant stars, we only
include those PH stars whose MS lifetimes are shorter thaadke of the universe. This
requirement essentially introduces a lower limit to thdlatemass, around 0.Ki.,
and has the largest effect in reducing the number of plapetgstems eligible for
consideration. After applying these restrictions, 99 & turrently known exoplanet
systems are available for our study—72 systems discoverttdtiae radial velocity
method and 27 discovered with the transit method.

Results

Figure 1 shows two snapshots in the evolution of the PH s&ested for this study.
The Tes and logg of the stellar evolution tracks for each PH star are showth small
random offsets added to each parameter for clarity. (Withbese offsets, all stars
matched to the same evolutionary track would overlap.) Tifierdnt symbols indicate
whether the star has accreted any planets. The color of thedy for stars thabave
accreted planets indicates whether that star is/was/m@agebeen a RGB rapid rotator.
The red strips on the evolution tracks indicate that a staravapid rotator at that point
in the evolution. The purple triangles on the plot are obseyiant stars, which will be
discussed in more detail later.

The numbers in the second panel of Figure 1 give the finalssitaifrom our sim-
ulation, which show that of the 99 systems modeled, 89 stdfragcrete one or more
planets. However, only 36 stars will both accrete a plandtgain enough angular mo-
mentum on the red giant branch to become a rapid rotator. e that do become
rapid rotators for at least part of the RGB evolution spencwrage of 31% of their
RGB lifetimes as rapid rotators. These numbers can be ctea/&r a prediction of how
many rapid rotators are expected to be found in the RGB ptipald they are created
from planetary systems like the ones modeled here. Thisceegeapid rotator fraction
is the product of the fraction of stars with planets, theticacof PH stars that become
rapid rotators, and the fraction of the RGB lifetime sperd eapid rotator. If the fraction
of PH stars is~ 5% (Grether and Lineweaver 2006), then the expected fracficapid
rotators is (5%)(36%)(31%) = 0.56%. (A more detailed exataon of these models and
results can be found in Carlberg et al. 2009).

This estimate of the expected fraction of rapid rotatorsommewhat lower than the
few-percent occurrence rate that is actually observedandd giant population. There
are a number of reasons why this might be. The first solutismgly the possibility that
some of these rapid rotators, which were initially sele¢telde non-binary systems, do
in fact have an undetected binary companions with which Hae interacted. Second,
the known MS planet-hosting stars are not a perfect repratsen of the progenitors
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FIGURE 1. A comparison of the temperature and surface gravity of treenked sample of red giants
(purple triangles) compared to the simulated evolutiomef¥Ss planet hosting stars for two “snapshots”
in the evolution. The slow rotators are shown in open symhals the filled symbols show the rapid
rotators. The black tracks are the Girardi et al. (2000)astelolution tracks for the exoplanet host stars.
Because many of the PH stars have similar masses and nigésl@nd use the same evolution track,
random offsets ifMe; and logy were applied to the tracks when plotting for visibility. Thguares and
asterisks indicate whether the star has accreted a plash#i@nolor of the asterisks further shows whether
the star is/was/never was rapidly rotating. The red stripthe evolution tracks show where the simulated
PH stars were rapid rotators.

of present-day red giants. The purple triangles in Figurerieefrom our study to look
for chemical evidence of planet accretion in known rapidiating giant stars (Carlberg
et al. in prep.). One of the first things noticeable about saisple of observed giant
stars is that their temperatures and gravities do not éntireerlap with the evolution
tracks of the exoplanet host stars. This difference reftbetfact that the observed giants
tend to be more massive and less metal-rich than the modélestd?s. Planet have
been discovered around more massive stars, though the nknten is still relatively
small. Nevertheless, there is growing evidence that these massive PH stars have
larger likelihoods of hosting planets than less massives gtlbohnson et al. 2007b) and
that that probability is less dependent on metallicity (Rasi et al. 2007; Hatzes 2008).
If verified, these differences would translate to an incegasthe expected fraction of
rapid rotators in a PH star sample that is more represeatatithe observed red giant
rapid rotators.



Even more interesting in Figure 1 are the relative locatafribe rapid rotators (filled
symbols) and slow rotators (open symbols) compared to wkigtege 1 indicates that the
PH stars are expected to be rapid rotators (i.e., the rg@ktiihe observed rapid rotators
tend to be less evolved and lie in thgi—logg plane where the density of the red strips
(i.e., rapid rotator phase) on the evolutionary tracks setedbe highest. However, the
most that can be said is that this behaviozasisistentvith the idea of planet accretion
being responsible for the rapid rotators.

Of course, proving that the correlation between predictgudr rotators and RGB
stars is a causal connection requires more substantiatmeseg which may be found
in an another unusual property of red giant stars—Ilithiuammess. A well known
consequence of stellar evolution is that lithium gets deplén the stellar atmosphere.
The rate of this depletion depends on the depth of the cowvectayer (which dictates
how deep the lithium is mixed, and thus the maximum tempegatyperienced by the
lithium). On the red giant branch, the phase of first dredgeayses significant lithium
depletion. Standard models (Iben 1967) predict depletaotofs of around 50, but most
observed red giants show depletion factors far exceedieggttheoretical predictions.
For example, Lambert et al. (1980) showed how the lithiunnalamce A(Li) %, of a star
with slightly super-solar mass and solar metallicity wilbbse over the stellar lifetime.
A(Li) is initially near 3.3 dex. By the end of the MS lifetimA(Li) is reduced to around
1.1 dex, and at the tip of the red giant branch it is furtherleted to approximately
—0.8 dex—a depletion of over four orders of magnitude! Consetigean accreted
planet can significantly increase the lithium abundancéénstellar atmosphere if its
lithium is evenly distributed in the stellar envelope. Fdr.25M., RGB star withA(Li)
= —0.8, an accreted Jupiter-mass planet can raise the stetlamhtabundance back up
to 0.3 dex.

The idea that both unusual lithium abundances and unusteastyrotation is at-
tributable to an accreted planet was first put forth by Aleean(1967) and has been
brought up many times to account for these atypical propeudf giants (e.g., Waller-
stein and Sneden 1982; Siess and Livio 1999; Reddy et al.; 2D@ke et al. 2002;
Carney et al. 2003; Denissenkov and Herwig 2004; Massabtl. 2008). However,
this explanation is still not universally accepted becastaes often show one of these
usual properties in the absence of the other. Consider &@uwhich shows the lithium
distribution of both rapid and slow rotators, taken from litexature. The rapid rotators
clearly tend to have higher lithium abundances than the si&tors, but some slow ro-
tators have high lithium, while some rapid rotators havelitwium. A more compelling
plot would be one that shows the difference betwegrectedindobserved ALi), but it
is still not well understood what the expected values shbaldt should be remembered
that the standard models actually predict less lithiumtdituthan what is typically ob-
served. Furthermore, as Drake et al. (2002) rightly poiotggithere can more than one
mechanism at work to create lithium.

L A(Li)=log(NLi /Ny) + 12
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FIGURE 2. Distribution of lithium abundances for the slow (solid ljrend rapid (dashed line) rotators
taken from the literature. The 269 slow rotators come fronMaeleiros et al. (2000), while the fifteen
rapid rotators were tabulated in Drake et al. (2002).

FUTURE WORK

There is much work to be done to understand not only the fatx@planetary systems
but also the atypically rotating red giant stars. For théefatiooking for additional
clues that rotation comes from accreted planets may be fouadietailed comparison
between these stars’ abundance patterns and the norntakrsbtbundances. However,
a better understanding of normal stellar evolution may beded to ensure that any
observed abundance anomalies are truly anomalous for a gfiae

To be sure, the success of looking for abundance changespiamet accretion is
predicated on the assumption that once the planet entensycoranvelope phase, it is
eventually evaporated and its material mixed throughaaistkllar envelope. How well
is this common envelope phase understood? Some detaileelsrafdplanet accretion
have been done (Sandquist et al. 1998; Livio and Soker 198KerS1998) for a
handful of specific cases, and an important conclusion dfesvn these studies is that
the outcomes vary significantly depending on the densitgigrd of the planet and on
the stellar mass. Planets below a critical mass will evapasdile planets above some
critical value actually accrete and grow.

Finally, a better understanding of the fate of exoplanetg also be obtained by a
more thorough understanding of the distribution of plaretaind more massive stars.
Radial velocity surveys of evolved PH stars have found a ipawé close orbiting
planets (e.g., Johnson et al. 2007a, 2008; Sato et al. 2008hi¢t al. 2009). Villaver
and Livio (2009) found that this paucity may be explainedidgltaccretion; however,



Carlberg et al. (2009) do not find this to be the case, espedidahose PH giant stars
are first ascent giants. If the giants are not clearing outgitato the extent needed to
explain the paucity seen in the observed radial velocity)(RWMveys, then it is likely
that the lack of close-orbiting planets is related to thecpss of planet formation. The
evolved stars probe much higher masses than the currentesafdS planet-hosting
stars. (Massive MS stars are poor RV targets because theatimospheres have few
metal lines, and these stars tend to rotate rapidly; botherpagécise RV measurements
difficult.) Complementary planet searches for planets radoonore massive MS stars
would determine whether close-orbiting planets do not faround massive stars, or if
close-orbiting planets are all accreted early in theirssgaost-MS evolution.
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