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ABSTRACT
Planetary engulfment events can occur while host stars are on the main sequence. The addition of rocky plan-
etary material during engulfment will lead to refractory abundance enhancements in the host star photosphere,
but the level of enrichment and its duration will depend on mixing processes that occur within the stellar inte-
rior, such as convection, diffusion, and thermohaline mixing. We examine engulfment signatures by modeling
the evolution of photospheric lithium abundances. Because lithium can be burned before or after the engulfment
event, it produces unique signatures that vary with time and host star type. Using MESA stellar models, we
quantify the strength and duration of these signatures following the engulfment of a 1, 10, or 100 M⊕ planetary
companion with bulk Earth composition, for solar-metallicity host stars with masses ranging from 0.5−1.4 M�.
We find that lithium is quickly depleted via burning in low-mass host stars (. 0.7M�) on a time scale of a few
hundred Myrs, but significant lithium enrichment signatures can last for Gyrs in G-type stars (∼0.9M�). For
more massive stars (1.3−1.4 M�), engulfment can enhance internal mixing and diffusion processes, potentially
decreasing the surface lithium abundance. Our predicted signatures from exoplanet engulfment are consistent
with observed lithium-rich solar-type stars and abundance enhancements in chemically inhomogeneous binary
stars.
Keywords: diffusion — instabilities — planet-star interactions — stars: abundances — stars:interiors

1. INTRODUCTION
Refractory element abundances in stellar photospheres can

be used as tracers for astrophysical events. Lithium is a partic-
ularly useful tracer because it is consumed in thermonuclear
reactions at relatively low temperatures (T ≈ 3×106 K) com-
pared to other refractory species, and is thus depleted over
stellar lifetimes. This implies that lithium abundances can
shed light on recent events that altered stellar chemistry be-
yond birth compositions.

Photospheric lithium is depleted over time by convection
and other stellar interior processes that can mix it down into
the lithium burning region. Observations (see summary in
Somers & Pinsonneault 2016) show that lithium abundances
for such stars evolve and become depleted on timescales of
millions to billions of years, and are thus affected by stel-
lar interior processes acting throughout main sequence (MS)
lifetimes. Dumont et al. (2021) found that replicating such
MS lithium depletion requires consideration of non-standard
mixing processes. Thus, predictions of how long certain
lithium abundance patterns will persist are strongly depen-
dent on which mixing processes are involved, e.g., convec-
tion, thermohaline mixing, gravitational settling, element dif-
fusion, mixing via shear instabilities, etc.

Observed lithium abundance patterns may also be affected
by planet formation and evolution processes, such as plane-
tary engulfment. However, the evolution of lithium enrich-
ment signatures resulting from engulfment events is not to-
tally understood. Sandquist et al. (2002) conjectured that
lithium enrichments may indicate stellar pollution resulting
from planetary engulfment. Soares-Furtado et al. (2021)
found significant lithium enrichment after modeling planetary
engulfment events, but they did not consider effects from dif-
fusion, overshoot mixing, and thermohaline mixing. On the
other hand, Théado & Vauclair (2012) included thermohaline
mixing, and found that engulfment could actually deplete sur-

face lithium abundances below pre-engulfment levels. As we
shall see, these processes can alter surface abundances by or-
ders of magnitude and deserve careful consideration.

If planetary engulfment does affect photospheric lithium
abundances, we might expect to see a difference in lithium
observations of planet host stars compared to stars lacking
known planets. Israelian et al. (2009) observed lithium de-
pletion in solar-type stars that harbor exoplanets compared to
field stars. These lithium patterns may have resulted from
prior engulfment of inner planets, or from sequestration of
lithium within observed planets. Conversely, Baumann et al.
(2010) performed statistical tests to examine lithium abun-
dances between two stellar populations, namely metal-rich
solar analogues with and without observed exoplanets. They
found no significant difference between the two samples,
casting doubt on possible correlations between lithium abun-
dances and planetary engulfment.

One particular type of mixing, thermohaline instability,
is expected to be especially strong after engulfment events
have occurred (Vauclair 2004; Garaud 2011; Bauer & Bild-
sten 2018, 2019). This is because thermohaline mixing is
driven by an inverse mean molecular weight gradient, which
is present after engulfment when heavy planetary material is
deposited within outer layers of the engulfing star. Thermoha-
line mixing could attenuate lithium enrichment over time, or
even cause lithium depletion below the primordial level. This
mixing process was the cause of the lithium depletion signa-
tures observed by Théado & Vauclair (2012). While these re-
sults are valuable, they cannot be extrapolated to a wide range
of stellar types because Théado & Vauclair (2012) focused
primarily on solar-type stars.

To elucidate the connection between lithium enrichment
and planetary engulfment while considering relevant mixing
processes, we ran stellar models with the MESA stellar evo-
lution code (Paxton et al. 2011, 2013, 2015, 2018, 2019).
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In Section 2, we discuss our MESA stellar models and im-
plementation of non-standard mixing processes such as ther-
mohaline instabilities. In Section 3, we present analysis of
the lithium abundances following planetary engulfment when
different mixing processes are present, with varying amounts
of accreted mass, and in comparison to models without en-
gulfment. We summarize observable engulfment signature
timescales in Section 3.7, and discuss their implications for
the evolution of planet engulfment signatures in Section 4.

2. STELLAR MODELS
We computed our stellar models using the open-source 1D

stellar evolution code MESA (Paxton et al. 2011, 2013, 2015,
2018, 2019). This allows us to simulate mixing processes
in the stars after planetary engulfment and to monitor sur-
face lithium abundance over time. We ran non-rotating stellar
models with zero-age main sequence (ZAMS) masses of 0.5–
1.4 M�, with solar metallicities of Z = 0.017. Models that in-
cluded accretion were run in three stages. In the first stage, we
evolved the star up to its ZAMS phase. Planetary engulfment
was simulated via accretion of bulk Earth composition mate-
rial in the second stage (see Section 2.2). In the third stage, we
evolved the star up to the end of its MS lifetime. The surface
lithium abundance in this final stage is the data of primary
interest. We also ran models without accretion for compari-
son. In the first stage, convection is the only mixing process
active. In the second and third stages, each model utilized
a selection of mixing settings that included convective over-
shoot mixing, thermohaline mixing, atomic diffusion, and a
minimum D_mix coefficient to model additional relevant (but
poorly understood) mixing processes.

2.1. Input Physics
Convective overshoot represents mixing that occurs near

the convective boundaries of the star. We used an exponential
scheme, which MESA takes from Herwig (2000). The for-
mula for the overshoot mixing coefficient is given in Paxton
et al. (2011):

Dov = Dconv,0 exp
(

−
2z

fλP,0

)
, (1)

where Dconv,0 the diffusion coefficent taken from a point de-
termined by the user, λP,0 is the pressure scale height at this
point, z is the distance away from this point, and f determines
the characteristic size of the overshooting region in terms of
λP,0. The settings in the MESA inlist allow us to input f as
well as f0, which is how many scale heights into the convec-
tive zone the aforementioned point will be placed to calculate
Dconv,0. We chose f = 0.02 and f0 = 0.005 in all of our runs.

Thermohaline mixing is a double diffusive instability that
occurs in the presence of an inverse mean molecular weight
gradient and a stabilizing entropy gradient, i.e., material of
higher mean molecular weight and entropy lying above ma-
terial of lower mean molecular weight and entropy. The ma-
terial with high mean molecular weight sinks downwards in
long strands, and material with lower mean molecular weight
rises up. This type of mixing is especially relevant after plane-
tary engulfment, where heavy planetary material is deposited
near the stellar surface. The diffusive mixing from thermo-
haline has been calibrated from numerical simulations (e.g.,
Denissenkov 2010; Traxler et al. 2011; Harrington & Garaud
2019).

Table 1
List of representative isotopes and atomic

mass ranges for each diffusion class.

Representative Isotope Atomic Mass Range

1H 1 − 2
4He 3 − 4
7Li 5 − 7
12C 8 − 12
16O 13 − 16

24Mg 17 − 24
28Si 25 − 28
56Fe > 28

Figure 1. Comparison of the MESA lithium abundance for a 1 M� (purple
line) without engulfment and observed lithium abundances of stars in nearby
clusters from Somers & Pinsonneault (2016) (black points).

We utilize MESA’s thermohaline mixing prescription based
on Brown et al. (2013) in our MESA models. Brown et al.
(2013) provides a more accurate prescription of thermoha-
line mixing compared to previous implementation (e.g., Kip-
penhahn et al. 1980) via an improved fingering convection
model that is supported by 3D numerical simulations (Zem-
skova et al. 2014). The thermohaline instability is only ac-
tive when the composition gradient∇µ = d lnµ/d lnP is suffi-
ciently negative, and the effective thermohaline diffusivity Dth
approaches zero when ∇µ approaches the stability boundary
(see discussion in Bauer & Bildsten 2019).

The prescription for how MESA handles elemental diffusion
is provided in Paxton et al. (2018), using Burgers’ diffusion
equations. All isotopes are assigned to a diffusion class that
covers a range of atomic masses. Each isotope in a class is
treated identically to that class’s representative isotope. These
diffusion classes are summarized in Table 1.

There are other mixing effects at play that we did not con-
sider, such as rotationally induced mixing. To account for
these other mixing processes, we compared the MS evolution
of the surface lithium abundance for a 1 M� star with the
observed lithium abundances of solar-like stars provided in
Somers & Pinsonneault (2016), and added a minimum dif-
fusivity coefficient, D_mix, to reproduce the observations.
Specifically, the value of this coefficient was adjusted so that
the level of lithium depletion in a 1 M� model fits the ob-
served data from Sestito & Randich (2005), as seen in Figure
1. Our model has slightly less lithium than typical stars, and
we attribute this offset to poorly understood mixing processes
in the protostar that set the lithium abundance at ZAMS. How-
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ever, we are only interested in the level of lithium depletion
relative to an initial value. So, we adjusted min_D_mix so
our model would have the appropriate level of surface lithium
depletion relative to initial lithium abundance. This yielded
a min_D_mix value of 700, which we applied to all of our
models.

2.2. Model Setup and Accretion
The star was initialized with a metallicity of 0.02 as that is

the only possible value for a default MESA installation. Then
we gradually adjusted the metallicity to 0.017, to be closer to
solar metallicity. This set the star’s initial (pre-ZAMS) lithium
abundance to be at A(7Li)∼3.3 for all models. During pre-MS
evolution, we disabled all mixing processes other than con-
vection, as we found the use of overshoot depleted the lithium
abundance by roughly two orders of magnitude compared to
observed for solar-like stars in Figure 1. We discuss this effect
further in Section 4.2. The lithium abundance at the time of
ZAMS is displayed as the leftmost intercept of the pink lines
in Figure 5. ZAMS is defined as when the proportion of total
luminosity from nuclear burning reaches 0.99 or greater.

At ZAMS, we simulated planetary engulfment as accretion
of 1, 10, or 100 M⊕ with bulk Earth composition. In reality,
planetary engulfment is a rapid process that should be com-
pleted within timescales of years. However, rapid accretion
prevented the MESA models from successfully iterating. So,
we set accretion to occur at 10−9M� per year, or 3×10−4M⊕
per year. This should not affect our results as the accretion
period is still relatively short compared to the timescale of the
lithium depletion we observed in our models (Table 3).

To facilitate accretion, we added extra mixing to the out-
ermost 10−3 percent of the stellar mass. This extra mixing
helps spread the accreted material throughout the stellar outer
layers, preventing it from accumulating at the outermost grid
point. This allows MESA to run faster. To prevent the model
from overshooting the target accreted mass by taking too large
of a time step, we set the maximum time step to be 109 sec-
onds per total accreted Earth mass.

To accrete material of bulk Earth composition, we included
the ten most prevalent elements plus 7Li as represented by
their most common isotope. There are two stable isotopes of
lithium, 6Li and 7Li. We chose to focus on 7Li for two rea-
sons: 7Li is the more abundant isotope, and it has a relatively
higher burning temperature, so 6Li is already mostly depleted
before stars reach the MS (Sandquist et al. 2002). The ob-
served abundance is thus dominated by 7Li in most cases.

Each isotopic mass abundance was taken from McDonough
& Sun (1995). Because we excluded some elements, the mass
fractions sum to less than 100%. We accounted for this by
adding extra material of the most common bulk Earth ele-
ment, iron. The resulting elemental abundances in the ac-
creted planet are given in Table 2. The mean molecular
weight of these updated abundances are within 1% of the
mean molecular weight of the original abundances. We set
the accretion event to occur at ZAMS, around the time of
planet formation, because we expect that many engulfments
will likely occur during this early period when planetary sys-
tems are relatively unstable. After accretion was complete,
we evolved the star to the end of its MS lifetime. We used
default MESA definition for the end of the MS, which is when
the core hydrogen mass fraction drops below 10−10.

3. RESULTS

Table 2
Mass fractions of each isotope in the

engulfed planet.

Element Mass Fraction (%)

56Fe 32.40289
16O 29.7
28Si 16.1

24Mg 15.4
58Ni 1.822
40Ca 1.71
27Al 1.59
32S 0.635

52Cr 0.47
23Na 0.18
7Li 1.1×10−4

Note. — Bulk Earth composition taken
from McDonough & Sun (1995), and mod-
ified according to Section 2.2 to account for
omitted elements.

3.1. Comparison of Differing Mixing Models
We examined the effects of overshoot mixing, thermoha-

line mixing, and elemental diffusion, with the goal of under-
standing the effects each mixing process has on the evolution
of photospheric 7Li abundance as a function of stellar mass.
Each model accreted 10 M⊕ of material. There were three sets
of models, each including different mixing processes. The
first had all of the mixing types in the previous section. The
second model excluded thermohaline mixing, while the last
excluded elemental diffusion.

Figure 2 shows the plots of MS 7Li surface abundance,
grouped by initial stellar mass. There are three regimes, based
on the star’s mass. In the low-mass regime, from 0.5 to 0.8
M�, the convective zone extends deep enough to reach near
the lithium burning region. These models exhibit similar pat-
terns of rapid lithium depletion due to efficient burning. Nei-
ther thermohaline mixing nor diffusion significantly change
the effects of convective/overshoot mixing that drive lithium
from the surface down to its burning region.

In the solar-like mass regime, from 0.8 to 1.2 M�, we see
that surface 7Li abundance depends more strongly on mix-
ing processes. The models without thermohaline mixing have
the least lithium depletion, while the models without elemen-
tal diffusion have the most lithium depletion. This indicates
that thermohaline mixing is the most effective mixing process
at depleting surface lithium. Surprisingly, the models with
diffusion/gravitational settling exhibit less lithium depletion
than the models without diffusion/settling. This upsets our
expectation that diffusion/settling would contribute to lithium
sinking into the radiative zone, and therefore more lithium de-
pletion at the surface.

The reason that diffusion/settling inhibits lithium depletion
is the reliance of thermohaline mixing on an inverse mean
molecular weight gradient. Gravitational settling allows heav-
ier elements to settle below the convective zone. While this
does cause some of the accreted elements (e.g., iron) to sink
deeper into the star, the primary effect is to allow the star’s
helium to sink slightly deeper into the star. This creates a sta-
bilizing mean molecular weight gradient, shutting off thermo-
haline mixing, as demonstrated in Figure 3. This effect is also
observed by Théado & Vauclair (2012). That study observed
the creation of a stable mean molecular weight gradient as
a result of helium settling, which counteracted thermohaline
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Figure 2. The lithium abundances in dex following a 10 M⊕ engulfment as a function of time for the three sets of models over the stellar mass range of 0.5−1.4
M�. The black line represents the model with all the mixing processes described in section 2.1, the red line excludes thermohaline mixing, and the green line
excludes elemental diffusion. The dashed blue line is the lithium abundance before the engulfment event, and the dashed yellow line is the approximate lithium
detection threshold.

mixing.
We verified this effect by tracking the compositional com-

ponent of N2 (the Brunt-Väisälä freqency squared). The N2

composition term is positive for a stable mean molecular
weight gradient and negative when thermohaline mixing oc-
curs. Initially, the N2 composition term is negative just under
the convective zone, showing that there is an inverse mean
molecular weight gradient that allows for thermohaline mix-
ing. On timescales of &100 Myr after accretion, the N2 com-
position term shifts to be positive under the convective zone
due to gravitational settling, shutting off thermohaline mix-
ing. Therefore, thermohaline mixing is only active in the
short timespan just after engulfment when gravitational set-
tling has not yet formed this stabilizing gradient. The plots
in Figure 2 display this effect. For example, for our 10 M⊕
accretions, the lithium depletion for the all mixing processes
model (black line) is greater relative to a model without ther-
mohaline mixing (red line) for the first ∼108 years before a
stable mean molecular weight gradient has formed via helium
settling. Afterwards, these models mirror the path of the mod-
els without thermohaline mixing, as lithium is depleted more
gradually by ongoing gravitational settling.

In the higher mass range, including the 1.3 and 1.4 M�
stars, we see a new pattern. The model without diffusion
behaves similarly as in the lower mass models, exhibiting a
sustained decrease in surface lithium abundance that bottoms
out as time goes on. But in the models that include elemental
diffusion, the lithium abundance increases again after a few
Gyr. This occurs because the surface convective zones are ex-

tremely thin in these more massive stars, but they deepen with
time.

Initially, lithium and other metals settle underneath the
star’s surface convective zone, as illustrated in Figure 4. As in
the case of solar-like stars, gravitational settling quickly estab-
lishes a stable molecular weight gradient under the convective
zone, shutting off thermohaline mixing and preventing lithium
from being mixed downwards. Much of the 7Li remains just
underneath the convective zone, at a depth of ∼10−3 M�. To-
wards the end of the MS, ∼4 Gyr after accretion, the convec-
tive zone deepens as the star approaches the end of the MS.
Lithium and the other heavy elements are then mixed back up
towards the surface. In models including only thermohaline
mixing, lithium and other metals are mixed deeper into the
star, and are not dredged up by the surface convection zone
until after the MS.

3.2. Engulfment vs. No Engulfment
We now compare the models with and without a planetary

engulfment event, shown in Figure 5. These models are for a
10 M⊕ accretion, but we will show that the patterns are sim-
ilar for other planet masses in Section 3.4. From 0.5 to 1.2
M�, the lowest mass stars (M . 0.7M�) without planetary
engulfment have the lowest lithium abundances because of
prior depletion of lithium due to burning.

In models with engulfment, the surface lithium abundance
is raised to A(7Li)∼ 2, several orders of magnitude larger than
the low-mass non-engulfment models. However, the fast de-
pletion in these mass stars indicates that lithium is depleted
on the order of 107 to 108 years.
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Figure 3. As a function of mass below the surface, profiles of the internal 7Li
abundance (top), iron abundance (second panel), the Brunt N2 composition
term (third panel), convective diffusivity Dconv and thermohaline diffusivity
Dtherm (fourth panel), and temperature (bottom) in a 1.0 M� star with all mix-
ing processes enabled, following a 10 M⊕ engulfment. Lines are labeled by
time after the engulfment event. A negative N2 composition term is shown as
dotted lines. The inverse mean molecular weight gradient and thermohaline
mixing disappear a couple hundred million years after engulfment.

Figure 4. Same as Figure 3, but for a 1.4 M� star.
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Figure 5. Surface lithium abundances as a function of time for models with (black line) and without (magenta line) a 10M⊕ planetary engulfment. Both models
include all mixing processes. The dashed blue line represents the pre-engulfment lithium abundance, and the dotted yellow line indicates the approximate lower
limit to the measurable lithium abundance.

At the higher end of this mass range (0.8 − 1.2M�), lithium
depletion is much slower. Lithium enhancements of a factor
of ∼ 103 can be sustained for Gyrs in 0.8M� stars, though
the lithium abundance falls below detectable limits after ∼1
Gyr. With increasing stellar mass, the magnitude of lithium
enhancement decreases, as the initial lithium abundance prior
to engulfment is much higher in higher mass stars. For exam-
ple, the magnitude of lithium enrichment is typically less than
a factor of 2 in the 1.0 − 1.2M� models. The absolute lithium
abundance is highest in the M ≈ 1.2M� models, which sus-
tain A(7Li∼ 3) for more than a Gyr. This is because the con-
vective zone is smaller for more massive stars, and is thus fur-
ther away from the lithium burning region, which reduces the
amount of lithium burning due to convection in the pre-MS.

This pattern changes for 1.3 and 1.4 M� stars, where mod-
els without planetary engulfment have more lithium than the
models with engulfment. This occurs because the higher con-
centration of heavy elements from engulfment allows these el-
ements to be mixed downward more efficiently through ther-
mohaline mixing, followed by gravitational settling. The re-
sult is that relatively soon after the engulfment event (∼30
Myr for the 1.4M� model), the surface lithium abundance
of an accreting model drops below its non-accreting counter-
part. It remains lower throughout the MS, causing stars that
underwent planetary engulfment to exhibit significantly lower
surface lithium compared to stars that did not.

In the models with engulfment, there is a phase of faster
lithium depletion in the first 1−100 Myr. This phase is men-
tioned in Section 3.1 when thermohaline mixing is active for
a short time after engulfment due to the presence of heavy
metals near the surface. This also explains the absence of this

decrease in the non-engulfment models. Although the non-
engulfment models include the same mixing processes, the
lack of accretion means that there is no inverse mean molecu-
lar weight gradient to drive thermohaline mixing. The length
of this phase is longest in the lower mass stars, as a larger con-
vective zone increases the diffusion time scale at the base of
the convective envelope, delaying the formation of a stabiliz-
ing mean molecular weight gradient via gravitational settling.
Note that the length of this phase depends on the mass of the
engulfed planet, which will be discussed in 3.4.

3.3. Total Lithium Mass
We also examined the total mass of 7Li within the star to de-

termine whether surface depletion occurs because of lithium
burning, or just downward lithium mixing (Figure 6). As
expected, low-mass stars strongly deplete the total 7Li mass
due to convective mixing to the lithium burning regions. In
these stars, the trend of total lithium mass follows the trend of
surface lithium depletion. Despite this burning, in stars with
M.1.0M�, the models with engulfment always retain more
lithium than models without engulfment.

In higher mass stars, the total lithium mass decreases much
less than the surface lithium abundance. In the 1.3 and 1.4
M� stars, the total lithium depletion is about a factor of 3,
which is less than the factor of ∼100 depletion in surface
lithium depletion. This indicates that gravitational settling
(which does not extend all they way to the burning region) is
the primary driver behind the sharp surface lithium depletion
in these stars, not lithium burning. However, note that plane-
tary accretion does stimulate enough thermohaline mixing to
decrease the total mass of lithium below the pre-engulfment
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Figure 6. Total mass of 7Li within the star for the 10 M⊕ engulfment models (black) and non-engulfment models (magenta). Note the different y-axis ranges
for the top and bottom rows.

Figure 7. Surface lithium abundances following engulfment of different planetary masses for three stellar models. The light blue line represents an engulfment of
1 M⊕, the black line for 10 M⊕, and dark blue for 100 M⊕. The magenta line represents a non-engulfment model, the dashed blue line shows the pre-engulfment
lithium abundance, and the dashed yellow line is the approximate detection threshold. All models shown have all mixing types enabled.
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level for stars with M ≥ 1.2M� by ∼30 Myr after the engulf-
ment.

3.4. Accretion of Different Masses
We also examined models that engulfed planets of 1 M⊕

and 100 M⊕. We compared these to our previous models of
10 M⊕ engulfment and no engulfment. Figure 6 shows these
surface lithium abundances for stars of 0.8, 1.0, and 1.3M�.
Like the 10 M⊕ engulfment models, these models had all mix-
ing processes enabled.

As we would expect, the models that engulf more mass start
with a higher lithium abundance. Higher stellar masses have
smaller convective zones, meaning they begin with the high-
est surface lithium abundances. At the same time, the higher
engulfed planetary mass means that there is a stronger inverse
mean molecular weight gradient. This leads to stronger ther-
mohaline mixing right after engulfment, as evidenced by the
steeper initial drops in lithium abundance in the models with
larger engulfed planetary masses. These periods of thermoha-
line mixing also last longer as the star engulfs more mass: in
a 1M� star, the thermohaline mixing lasts for approximately
5 Myr years for the 1 M⊕ engulfment, 50 Myr years for 10
M⊕, and 200 Myr years for 100 M⊕.

In the 100 M⊕ engulfment models, the extended period of
strong thermohaline mixing is enough to wipe out the extra
surface lithium abundance above the lower mass engulfment
models. In some cases, the lithium abundance of the 100 M⊕
engulfment falls below the lithium abundance of the 1 and
10 M⊕ engulfment models. The resulting effect is that the
lithium abundances of the various engulfment models tend to
converge no matter how much mass is accreted. This indi-
cates that there is a limit to the amount of achievable lithium
enrichment via planetary engulfment more than ∼108 yr af-
ter the engulfment event, and that inferring the mass of the
engulfed planet is very difficult.

3.5. Different Accretion Time
Due to the interplay between thermohaline mixing and

gravitational settling, the timing of the engulfment event can
affect the surface lithium enhancement. Results for engulf-
ment events occurring 1 Gyr after ZAMS are shown in Fig-
ure 8 alongside the ZAMS engulfment model and the control
model without engulfment. For low-mass stars (M≈0.8M�),
the evolution of 7Li following the engulfment 1 Gyr after
ZAMS closely tracks the ZAMS engulfment model, and is
only shifted 1 Gyr later. In both cases, the lithium enhance-
ment is observable for roughly 1.5 Gyr before the lithium
abundance drops below detectable limits.

The behavior is similar for solar-mass stars, but with an
important difference. The post-engulfment lithium depletion
caused by thermohaline mixing is smaller when the engulf-
ment occurs 1 Gyr after ZAMS. This occurs because ther-
mohaline mixing is suppressed by the stabilizing composition
gradient that has formed due to helium settling throughout the
first Gyr of the star’s life. Additionally, lithium is partially de-
pleted during the first Gyr of evolution, so the planet engulf-
ment increases the lithium abundance by a larger factor after
1 Gyr than it does at ZAMS. Consequently, the 1 Gyr engulf-
ment model has consistently higher surface lithium abundance
than the ZAMS engulfment model at comparable times after
the engulfment event.

For models with a stellar mass ≈ 1.3M�, the model with
engulfment 1 Gyr after ZAMS follows the same trends as the

ZAMS engulfment model, but with significantly higher sur-
face lithium abundance, again due to suppressed thermohaline
mixing due to helium settling. Depending on the time after
engulfment, the surface lithium abundance could be slightly
larger or slightly smaller than a star without planetary engulf-
ment.

3.6. Comparison with Iron Abundance
We can briefly compare these patterns of lithium abundance

with those of iron abundance to investigate why lithium is
unique amongst other chemical tracers. We find that the abun-
dances of all metals not including lithium (e.g., iron, silicon,
magnesium, etc.) behave in a similar fashion. Figure 9 shows
the surface iron abundance of our models. In models above
1.1 M�, surface iron abundance follows a similar trend to sur-
face lithium abundance due to thermohaline mixing and grav-
itational settling. The increase in surface iron abundance in
M.1M� stars due to planetary accretion is less than the in-
crease in lithium abundance because the star already contains
a great deal of iron, which is not destroyed during the pre-
main sequence, unlike lithium. Hence, measured iron abun-
dances should show less variation than lithium abundances in
solar-type stars. The contrast between lithium and iron ap-
pears in lower mass stars, where lithium depletion arises pri-
marily from burning rather than downward mixing. Since iron
is not burned, there is no iron depletion in this mass range,
even though lithium is depleted by many orders of magnitude.
The iron enhancement is very small in low-mass stars, due to
the larger masses of their surface convective zones.

3.7. Engulfment Signature Timescales
It is useful to quantify how long the engulfment signature

is observable for comparison to spectroscopic observations of
stars undergoing engulfment. We take this length of time to be
the shortest of two candidate timescales. The first timescale
is how long it takes for the lithium enhancement to fall to less
than 0.05 dex above an identical non-engulfment model. This
is the level of natural chemical dispersion observed in stellar
clusters, and thus the smallest achievable observational uncer-
tainty to distinguish a lithium enriched or depleted star rela-
tive to a bound stellar companion (De Silva et al. 2009). The
second timescale is when the lithium abundance of the en-
gulfment model falls below the observable lithium abundance
upper limit. Once this occurs, the lithium abundance is too
low to directly observe, so abundance enhancements cannot
be detected. The enrichment time scales for stars of different
masses are listed in Table 3.

For low-mass stars (≤0.7 M�), the time span over which
lithium enhancement can be detected is short and is strongly
dependent on the star’s mass, but not the engulfed mass. This
is because the timescale is controlled by lithium burning near
the base of the convective zone, which can deplete the surface
lithium to below the observable limit. Lower mass stars have
deep convective zones, so this depletion occurs faster. The ob-
servable time scale increases from ∼10 Myr for 0.5M� stars
to ∼1 Gyr for 0.7M� stars, and up to a few Gyr for 0.9M�
stars.

For stars with M&0.9M�, lithium is not rapidly destroyed
by burning, but the size of the initial engulfment signature
is small because of lithium already present on the star’s sur-
face prior to engulfment. The initial burst of thermohaline
mixing just after engulfment is enough to deplete this signa-
ture below 0.05 dex on the order of 107 years or less. The
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Figure 8. Surface lithium abundance for a 10 M⊕ engulfment at ZAMS (black), a 10 M⊕ engulfment 1 Gyr after ZAMS (orange) and the non-engulfment model
(magenta). The orange dashed line shows the detection threshold for lithium abundance. All models include all mixing processes in Section 3.1. The x-axis is in
linear time scale to emphasize long-term behavior.

Figure 9. Surface iron abundance for the 10 M⊕ engulfment models (black) and the non-engulfment model (magenta). The blue dashed line shows the iron
abundance prior to engulfment. Note the different y-axis range in the top and bottom rows.
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models with less accreted mass have the shortest enrichment
timescales because they have lower levels of initial lithium
enrichment. Although the enrichment signature vanishes very
quickly, we may observe a lithium depletion signature if the
engulfment model becomes significantly lithium depleted rel-
ative to the non-engulfment model. This occurs in the 1.3 and
1.4 solar mass stars. In this mass range, exoplanet engulfment
may be signaled by a lithium depletion signature, rather than
lithium enhancement.

4. DISCUSSION
In the very low-mass range for stars less than 0.7 M�, we

find that engulfment produces a detectable lithium enrichment
signature that persists on a timescale much shorter than the
stellar lifetime. This ranges from∼1 Myr for 0.5 M� stars, to
∼1 Gyr for 0.7 M� stars. If we expect planetary engulfment
to mostly occur near the beginning of a stellar lifetime, then it
is unlikely that observed lithium enrichment in these stars is
caused by planetary engulfment. Planetary engulfment would
only be a likely explanation if the star is very young, or if
there is ongoing steady accretion of debris disk material.

In the mass range from 0.8 to 0.9 M�, the engulfment en-
richment signatures can last for 10 Gyr or more, comparable
to the age of a typical field star. However, the lithium abun-
dance of the engulfment model drops below the level where
we can only establish upper limits to lithium abundance via
observations by about 1 Gyr. So, observed lithium enrichment
in stars at the low end of this mass range could be explained by
a relatively recent planetary engulfment event. It also means
that we expect a large spread in observed Li abundances for
stars in this mass range, depending on whether they have ac-
creted planetary material or not. For stars between 1.0 and 1.2
M�, the enrichment signature is very small, often below our
cutoff of 0.05 dex. Thus, these signatures would be difficult
to detect.

In the higher stellar mass range of 1.3 and 1.4 M� stars,
our models exhibit significant lithium depletion for most of
the MS lifetime, rather than lithium enhancement. In this
stellar mass range, the engulfment models may have surface
lithium depletions by a factor of 10-100 relative to the non-
engulfment model. Over the range of planet masses we inves-
tigate (1-100 M⊕), the magnitude of this depletion does not
strongly depend on the mass of the engulfed planet. Planetary
engulfment may manifest in observations as a separate popu-
lation of stars that have significantly lower observed lithium
abundances. For example, in Berger et al. (2018), Figure 8
shows that within the Teff range of 6000 − 6500 K, most of
the stellar population exhibits an A(Li) around 2.5, but there
is a group of stars with abundances below an upper limit of
A(Li)≈ 1.5.

These predicted lithium enrichment patterns are similar to
what is seen in large samples of stars with lithium abundance
measurements such as Aguilera-Gómez et al. (2018); Berger
et al. (2018). For most stars with M . 1M�, the lithium abun-
dance is too small to be measured. However, a small but
significant fraction of these stars have higher lithium abun-
dances by 1-2 orders of magnitude (A(Li) values of roughly
0.5-2.5), with lower mass stars exhibiting smaller abundances
on average. This is very similar to the basic predictions
of Figure 5 at ∼Gyr ages, so we posit that those lithium-
enhanced stars engulfed a planet at some point in their past.
Roughly 1.2M� stars typically have larger observed lithium
abundances of A(Li)∼ 2.5, similar to both our engulfment and
no-engulfment models, so the two possibilities are difficult to

distinguish. A small fraction of hot stars with T > 6000K
have small lithium abundances of A(Li) < 1.5. These could
arise from planetary engulfment as discussed above, or they
could potentially arise from the descendants of lithium dip
stars as proposed by Aguilera-Gómez et al. (2018).

Spina et al. (2021) finds that ∼25% of binary stars show
chemical anomalies indicative of planetary engulfment. Most
of the chemically anomalous pairs in that sample are in the
∼ 1.0 − 1.2M� mass range and show correlated lithium en-
hancements of ∆A(7Li) ∼ 0.5 and ∆A(Fe) ∼ 0.1. While the
iron enrichment levels roughly match our models, the lithium
enhancements are larger than those shown for this mass range
in Figures 5 and 7. However, our models of engulfment events
roughly 1 Gyr after ZAMS (Figure 8) have about the right
lithium enhancement. Hence, if those stars did engulf planets,
the engulfment may have occurred long after the beginning
of the main sequence. Unfortunately, the precise masses of
the engulfed planets are difficult to determine, because ther-
mohaline mixing tends to equalize the surface enhancement,
regardless of planetary mass (Figure 6).

Hawkins et al. (2020) find a similar fraction of chemically
inhomogeneous wide binaries, with properties very similar to
the chemically anomalous pairs of Spina et al. (2021). Hence,
those inhomogeneous binaries may also result from planetary
engulfment. Oh et al. (2018) analyzed the Kronos & Krios
system, containing a wide pair of solar-like stars in which
Kronos has a higher [Fe/H] by∼0.2 dex and a higher [Li/H]
by ∼ 0.5 dex. These are similar to our predicted values af-
ter the engulfment of a ∼ 10M⊕ planet by a ≈ 1.0M� star,
perhaps requiring post-ZAMS engulfment as discussed above.
We agree with the interpretation of Oh et al. (2018) that the
abundance difference of Kronos & Krios arises from plane-
tary engulfment. However, the mass of the engulfed planet
depends sensitively on both the time since engulfment, and
the convective envelope mass of Kronos.

4.1. Comparison to Previous Studies
Our models include very similar physics to the investigation

of Théado & Vauclair (2012), and our conclusions are mostly
the same, albeit with some important differences. That study
found lithium depletion following engulfment in all masses
they considered relative to pre-engulfment levels, with faster
depletion in lower mass stars due to lithium burning.

However, Théado & Vauclair (2012) adopted the same com-
position for all their stellar models, with a pre-engulfment
lithium abundance of A(Li) ' 3.3. This is slightly larger
than observed in young solar-mass stars (Figure 1), and orders
of magnitude larger than expected for young low-mass stars.
Our study evolved the star through the pre-MS with convec-
tion, so by the time our MESA stellar models reached the point
of engulfment, their A(Li) values were significantly lower due
to pre-MS lithium burning. A(Li) at engulfment ranged from
3 for the 1.4 M� models to −8 for the 0.5 M� models.

For this reason, the accretion event hardly increased A(Li)
in the Théado & Vauclair (2012) models, whereas our models
show that it can increase by orders of magnitude, especially in
low-mass stars. Théado & Vauclair (2012) then describe the
lithium depletion that occurs after engulfment, but we em-
phasize that the surface lithium can still remain higher than
its pre-engulfment level for many Gyr. Only in our most mas-
sive models (M & 1.2M�) does the lithium abundance actu-
ally decrease relative to its pre-engulfment level, or relative to
a model without planet engulfment.

The lithium depletion timescale of our models is similar
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Table 3
Observable time scale of 7Li Enrichment Engulfment Signature

Stellar Mass 1 M⊕ Engulfment 10 M⊕ Engulfment 100 M⊕ Engulfment
0.05 dex Li Upper Limit 0.05 dex Li Upper Limit 0.05 dex Li Upper Limit

0.5 M� 9.1 Myr 9.1 Myr 18 Myr 8.8 Myr 19 Myr 8.5 Myr
0.6 M� 1.1 Gyr 120 Myr 1.2 Gyr 200 Myr 910 Myr 170 Myr
0.7 M� 4.7 Gyr 520 Myr 5.5 Gyr 870 Myr 4.7 Gyr 640 Myr
0.8 M� 8.1 Gyr 740 Myr 8.9 Gyr 1.2 Gyr 7.3 Gyr 760 Myr
0.9 M� Never 2.0 Gyr Never 2.5 Gyr Never 1.6 Gyr
1.0 M� Immediately 10 Gyr 54 Myr 9.0 Gyr 110 Myr 4.0 Gyr
1.1 M� Immediately Never 38 Myr Never 76 Myr Never
1.2 M� 0.6 Myr Never 340 Myr Never 48 Myr Never
1.3 M� 2.2 Myr 2.5 Gyr 240 Myr 2.5 Gyr 36 Myr 2.1 Gyr
1.4 M� 1.7 Myr 63 Myr 18 Myr 87 Myr N/A* N/A*

Note. — Time span after planetary engulfment over which lithium enhancement can still be detected, when engulfment occurs at the start
of the main sequence. The 0.05 dex timescale indicates when the lithium enhancement drops below 0.05 dex above a non-engulfment model.
The Li Upper Limit timescale indicates when the lithium abundance of the engulfment model falls below the detection threshold. For a given
combination, the shortest timescale is bolded. The 100 M⊕ accretion in the 1.4 M� model was unable to run to completion due to the large
amount of accreted mass in the thin convective zone, causing problems with the model.

to that derived by Garaud (2011) considering thermohaline
mixing, which found surface reduction timescales of ∼107

years for 1.4M� stars. However, the interplay of gravita-
tional settling and diffusion is also important in this mass
regime due to the short diffusion timescales at the base of
their thin convective envelopes. Soares-Furtado et al. (2021)
predicted lithium enrichment signatures following planetary
engulfment, but they do not include thermohaline or diffusion
processes. They derived survival times of 2.4 Gyr for a 1.0
solar mass star based on the lithium burning timescale, but we
found that the survival time for the lithium enrichment can be
much shorter, due primarily to thermohaline mixing.

4.2. Limitations
There are several limitations in our study that can be used

as areas for further investigation. One issue is how we han-
dled mixing effects other than thermohaline mixing, over-
shoot mixing, and elemental diffusion. We represented these
other mixing types with a constant min_D_mix coefficient
and chose a value so that our model would fit observed sur-
face lithium depletion in solar-like stars (Figure 1). However
this does not mean that our min_D_mix will match the be-
havior of these other mixing effects in all cases. An extra
mixing that scales with the internal density (e.g., equation 1
of Dotter et al. 2017 or Deal et al. 2021) may produce dif-
ferent results, especially for high-mass stars where the extra
mixing just below the convective zone will be substantially
larger. Consequently, our predictions for 1.3M� and 1.4M�
stars should be treated with caution, as higher envelope mix-
ing (e.g., due to meridional circulation) could prevent deple-
tion of refractory species due to gravitational settling. We en-
courage future studies to further examine the physics of these
other mixing processes and their effects on lithium abundance
following exoplanet engulfment.

Our model for pre-MS mixing and consequent lithium burn-
ing may not be accurate. We were forced to disable all mixing
processes other than convection because they caused exces-
sive lithium depletion in the pre-MS. Internal testing with our
models confirmed that overshoot mixing is responsible. Other
studies have noted difficulties with stellar models in predict-
ing lithium depletion, particularly when considering convec-
tive overshoot mixing. Fu et al. (2015) found that overshoot
mixing sharply depletes lithium on the pre-MS, which they
hypothesized is restored by late-stage residual mass accretion

as the star approaches ZAMS. Baraffe et al. (2017) proposed
a new form for the convective overshoot diffusion coefficient
within the region where overshoot mixing is active that varies
as a function of stellar rotation rate, which we did not consider
in our model.

Related to this issue, the pre-main sequence lithium de-
pletion may be excessive in our models even after exclu-
sion of the mixing processes besides convection. Our 1
M� model has a surface lithium abundance slightly below
the mean observed lithium abundance of solar-type stars at
ZAMS (Somers & Pinsonneault 2016), demonstrated in Fig-
ure 1. More robust models of mixing and lithium depletion
on the pre-MS will lead to better models of engulfment sig-
natures, which may be significantly influenced by the star’s
lithium abundance at the time of engulfment as evidenced by
our comparison with Théado & Vauclair (2012).

In this study, we set the engulfment to occur at ZAMS,
and only briefly investigated engulfment at later points dur-
ing the lifetime of the star. Protostars respond very differently
than MS stars to planetary engulfment because their convec-
tive zones penetrate deeper into the star, where lithium is de-
stroyed. Hence, pre-MS engulfments may produce a smaller
engulfment signature than the MS engulfments we examined
here. Conversely, engulfments occurring long after ZAMS
may produce larger signatures, especially if gravitational set-
tling has already created a stabilizing composition gradient
that prevents thermohaline mixing. Future work should in-
vestigate this issue in more detail.

We also had to model planetary engulfment as a gradual ac-
cretion onto the stellar surface because that was how MESA
could handle mass gain. This differs from an actual planetary
engulfment, which would have a duration of ∼years rather
than the thousands of years our modeled accretion requires.
The planet could also plunge deep within the star before dis-
solution completes, and slowly disintegrate over time (Jia &
Spruit 2018). In more massive stars, it is more likely that the
engulfed planet can pass through the thin convective zone be-
fore breakup. These effects could lead to significantly differ-
ent results in surface 7Li abundance evolution, e.g., lowering
surface abundances, soon after engulfment. Consideration of
these effects will lead to more accurate results from planetary
engulfment models.

5. CONCLUSION
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We used MESA to model planetary engulfment by stars at
the start of the main sequence, and we then monitored the
resulting evolution of surface 7Li abundance throughout the
MS. Our models included thermohaline mixing, atomic diffu-
sion, and convective overshoot. We found that the resulting
7Li engulfment signature is highly dependent on the stellar
mass, and a strong function of time after the engulfment event.
Our results are summarized as follows:

• In low mass stars below ≈0.7M�, the engulfment sig-
natures are short-lived. The convective zone reaches
down into the lithium burning region where accreted
lithium is quickly destroyed, and the surface lithium
abundance is correspondingly reduced.

• In solar-like stars between 0.7 and 0.9 M�, the lithium
enrichment signature is large, on the order of 0.5 dex
or more, and can persist for &1 Gyr. These engulfment
signatures are also insensitive to the amount of accreted
mass, because an increase in engulfed mass is counter-
acted by the greater strength of thermohaline mixing
below the convective zone.

• At masses just above solar (1.0−1.2 M�), the engulf-
ment signatures are much smaller. In this mass regime,
the initial lithium abundance without engulfment is al-
ready elevated relative to lower mass stars, so the en-
gulfment does not increase the lithium abundance quite
as much. Due to the combined action of thermohaline
mixing and diffusion, increasing the mass of the en-
gulfed planet does not produce a stronger and longer-
lasting enrichment signature..

• At 1.3 and 1.4 M�, the surface 7Li of stars under-
going engulfment becomes depleted relative to non-
engulfment models. This occurs because the combina-
tion of thermohaline mixing and gravitational settling
mix lithium below the convective zone. Higher mass
stars have a thinner convective zone, thus the base of
the convective zone is much closer to the stellar sur-
face, and diffusion is much more effective. Thermoha-
line mixing allows lithium to be mixed deeper into the
stellar interior, so stars that have undergone engulfment
actually have less lithium at their surfaces compared to
normal stars.

• Surface lithium abundances are more enhanced for en-
gulfment events occurring long after ZAMS, because
thermohaline mixing is suppressed by stabilizing com-
position gradients that have formed via helium sedi-
mentation.

• Our predictions are broadly compatible with several
abundance features apparent in large samples of stars.
First, planetary engulfment can account for the large
lithium enhancements that are observed in a fraction of
cool (Teff . 6000K) stars. Second, planetary engulf-
ment could potentially account for some hot stars with
low lithium abundances. Third, measurements of corre-
lated lithium/iron abundance differences in wide binary
stars are at the right level to be explained by planetary
engulfment.
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