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ABSTRACT

Short-period sub-Neptunes with substantial volatile envelopes are among the most common type

of known exoplanets. However, recent studies of the Kepler population have suggested a dearth of

sub-Neptunes on highly irradiated orbits, where they are vulnerable to atmospheric photoevaporation.

Physically, we expect this “photoevaporation desert” to depend on the total lifetime X-ray and extreme

ultraviolet flux, the main drivers of atmospheric escape. In this work, we study the demographics of

sub-Neptunes as a function of lifetime exposure to high energy radiation and host star mass. We

find that for a given present day insolation, planets orbiting a 0.3 M� star experience ∼100 × more

X-ray flux over their lifetimes versus a 1.2 M� star. Defining the photoevaporation desert as a region

consistent with zero occurrence at 2 σ, the onset of the desert happens for integrated X-ray fluxes

greater than 1.43 ×1022 erg/cm2 to 8.23 ×1020 erg/cm2 as a function of planetary radii for 1.8 – 4

R⊕. We also compare the location of the photoevaporation desert for different stellar types. We find

much greater variability in the desert onset in bolometric flux space compared to integrated X-ray flux

space, suggestive of photoevaporation driven by steady state stellar X-ray emissions as the dominant

control on desert location. Finally, we report tentative evidence for the sub-Neptune valley, first seen

around Sun-like stars, for M & K dwarfs. The discovery of additional planets around low-mass stars

from surveys such as the TESS mission will enable detailed exploration of these trends.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Kepler mission has confirmed the existence of

over 2341 extrasolar planets (Thompson et al. 2017).

These discoveries provide valuable information about

the distribution of planets in terms of their radii and

semi-major axes. Of particular significance has been

the discovery that given the current sample of close-in

planets (5-50 day periods), the most common type are

planets with radii in the range of 1 – 1.5 or 2 – 2.8

R⊕ (Earth radii) (Fressin et al. 2013; Petigura et al.

2013b,a; Fulton et al. 2017). The former are typically

referred to as super-Earths, we hereafter refer to the lat-

ter, as well as all planets in the range 1.8 < R⊕ < 4, as

sub-Neptunes.
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There is substantial evidence that these sub-Neptune

planets represent a distinct population. Their bound-

ary on the low radius end lies with evidence that plan-

ets with R⊕ > 1.5 are not purely rocky in composi-
tion (Weiss & Marcy 2014; Rogers 2015), with those

with R⊕ > 1.7 in particular likely to require significant

volatile envelopes to explain their low densities (e.g.,

Lopez & Fortney 2014; Rogers 2015; Fulton et al. 2017).

Subsequent studies have shown that these planets are

best explained by models that have hydrogen/helium

(hereafter H/He) envelopes atop Earth-like rocky cores

(e.g., Wolfgang & Lopez 2015; Chen & Rogers 2016;

Lopez 2016; Owen & Wu 2017; Jin & Mordasini 2017).

The upper bound of < 4 R⊕ is motivated by the fact

that these planets are typically significantly more mas-

sive (Weiss & Marcy 2014; Wolfgang et al. 2016), which

makes these planets considerably more resistant than

smaller planets to atmospheric photoevaporation from

high-energy radiation (Lopez & Fortney 2013). De-

spite their commonalities, studies of the mass-radius re-
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lations of these sub-Neptunes indicate that they are a

diverse population, spanning a wide range of bulk den-

sities and compositions (Weiss & Marcy 2014; Wolfgang

et al. 2016, e.g.,). Understanding the set of conditions

that will determine the envelope compositions and radii

of these sub-Neptunes is a major area of research and

will be key to our understanding of planet formation.

Furthermore, it is important to recognize that the ob-

served densities and radii are snapshots in time, and that

an evolution across different portions of the parameter

space is probable for many sub-Neptunes.

A specific process expected to have dramatic conse-

quences on the evolution and properties of the sub-

Neptune population is photoevaporation driven by high

energy radiation, which has been suggested as a mech-

anism that would strip sub-Neptunes of their H/He en-

velopes over time (e.g., Baraffe et al. 2006; Jackson

et al. 2010; Owen & Jackson 2012; Lopez et al. 2012;

Owen & Wu 2013; Chen & Rogers 2016). This pro-

cess is most impactful for sub-Neptunes on short-period

orbits, where short means . 10 days, in the case of

Sun-like stars (Owen & Wu 2013; Lopez & Fortney

2013). The mechanism of this photoevaporation pro-

cess involves the photoionization of hydrogen from the

absorption of X-rays and extreme ultraviolet radiation

(XUV), which occurs at atmospheric pressures of around

a nanobar, where a H/He-rich atmosphere becomes op-

tically thin to the XUV (Yelle 2004; Owen & Jackson

2012; Murray-Clay et al. 2009). The thermal excitation

resulting from the photoionization can produce a hydro-

dynamic escape of the atmospheric hydrogen/helium.

The impact of photoevaporation on the evolution of a

short-period sub-Neptune can be substantial—low-mass

planets with H/He dominated envelopes can have their

envelopes completely stripped leaving only the solid core

(Jackson et al. 2010; Owen & Jackson 2012; Lopez et al.

2012).

However, the effects that photoevaporation-driven at-

mospheric escape can have on these planets vary sig-

nificantly based on physical parameters such as plan-

etary radius, planet mass, host star age and incident

high-energy flux. For this reason, evolution models of

sub-Neptunes, which account for the effects of hydro-

dynamic mass-loss and thermal contraction, have been

developed to study this process. Studies that have run

these models over large parameter spaces in incident

bolometric flux and planetary mass have indicated a

threshold above which planets will not be found after

> 100 Myr due to photoevaporation-driven mass loss

(e.g., Owen & Wu 2013; Lopez & Fortney 2013; Chen &

Rogers 2016). The thresholds produced by these models

are in good agreement with observations, which show a

dearth of planets with low gravitational binding energies

and large radii (Lopez 2016; Owen & Wu 2017; Jin &

Mordasini 2017).

Nevertheless, the sample of planets for which masses,

and in turn binding energies, are known is relatively

small. This has motivated searches for regions in planet

radius space with a lack of sub-Neptune sized planets in

the wider Kepler candidate dataset, where masses for

most planets are unknown, but planetary radii and or-

bits have been measured. Sanchis-Ojeda et al. (2014)

examined the population of Kepler planets with orbital

periods less than one day, and noted a clear lack of plan-

ets larger than 2 R⊕, suggesting that photoevaporation

could be responsible for this observation. More recently,

Mazeh et al. (2016) defined the shape of the desert in

the period-mass and period-radius planes, and Lund-

kvist et al. (2016) used a sample of planets around host

stars with asteroseismic observations to suggest an ab-

sence of planets with bolometric fluxes greater than 650

times the solar constant (650 F⊕) and radii between 2.2

– 3.8 R⊕.

These studies have indicated the presence of a “pho-

toevaporation desert” in the Kepler data, or a dearth of

sub-Neptunes on close-in orbits. Nevertheless, there re-

mains much to be gleaned from observational constraints

on the desert using the Kepler data. In particular, one

expects the photoevaporation desert to depend on the

X-ray and XUV flux received by a planet integrated over

its lifetime, which is the main driver of atmospheric es-

cape for these planets. Studies to date have defined

the desert in the parameter spaces of orbital period and

present-day bolometric flux. Here, we use the X-ray

observations of Jackson et al. (2012) and Shkolnik &

Barman (2014) to generate a lookup table of a star’s

lifetime-integrated X-ray luminosity as a function of its

mass and age. Scaling the above by the semi-major axis

of each planet of a subset of the Kepler data selected to

minimize the effects of pipeline incompleteness, we de-

fine the photoevaporation desert in a lifetime-integrated

X-ray flux parameter space. This allows us to quan-

tify clear differences between the populations of rocky

and gaseous planets, as well as to define the desert in

a parameter space physically tied to the photoevapora-

tion process, facillitating comparisons with the results

of photoevaporation models. Furthermore, the effect of

the stellar type of a planet’s host star on its propensity

for photoevaporation, and on the shape of the desert

in the Kepler data has remained relatively unexplored.

Owen & Wu 2013 briefly discussed these effects in a

comparison of their photoevaporation model with the

Kepler data. Our analysis significantly expands on this

by defining desert bounds independent of a particular
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photoevaporation model using statistical criteria, in ad-

dition to utilizing significantly expanded and improved

datasets.

The recent significant increase in the number of known

exoplanets, specifically the 1284 new confirmed planets

added to the general Kepler data by the uniform false

positive probability analysis of Morton et al. (2016),

along with the factor of three improvements in the pre-

cision of planetary radii, order of magnitude improve-

ments in stellar fluxes, and first comprehensive dataset

of planet ages provided by the California-Kepler Survey

(Johnson et al. 2017) make this a well-timed occasion to

improve observational constraints on the photoevapora-

tion desert. With a sample size of 2341 detected planets,

it is also possible to see how the desert varies as a func-

tion of the host star’s spectral type.

We also investigate the photoevaporation valley, a gap

in the Kepler planet data at 1.5 – 2 R⊕ first reported

by Fulton et al. (2017), in the lifetime-integrated X-

ray flux parameter space, as well as its dependence on

stellar type. We find evidence suggestive of the sub-

Neptune valley around M & K dwarfs, whereas previous

detections have focused on Sun-like stars. The reader

is referred to Fig. 10 of Fulton et al. 2017 for an illus-

trated comparison of the locations of the photoevapora-

tion desert and valley, which are two distinct phenom-

ena.

2. METHODS

2.1. Lifetime-integrated X-ray flux as a function of

stellar mass and age

2.1.1. Availability of extreme ultraviolet data

With the exception of the Sun, extreme ultraviolet

(EUV, 10 – 124 nm) observations of stars are scarce.

While studies have used models derived from solar ob-

servations to estimate XUV fluxes for old, Sun-like stars

(Lecavelier Des Etangs 2007; Sanz-Forcada et al. 2011),

such extrapolations are not possible for other stellar

types. Thus, we focus specifically on the evolution of

the X-rays. X-rays are the primary driver for hydrody-

namic escape (Owen & Jackson 2012). Furthermore, the

XUV emission for Sun-type stars (Sanz-Forcada et al.

2011), and the trends of the near and far ultraviolet for

M-dwarfs (Shkolnik & Barman 2014), are all suggestive

of the XUV evolution qualitatively following the same

saturation and decay behavior as the X-rays.

2.1.2. Combining existing -X-ray data

To track the evolution of X-ray flux as a function of

time for different stellar spectral types, we use the obser-

vationally derived relations in Jackson et al. (2012) and

Shkolnik & Barman (2014). Jackson et al. (2012) used
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Figure 1. X-ray evolution as a function of stellar type.
Data are from Jackson et al. (2012) and Shkolnik & Barman
(2014).

X-ray survey observations of open clusters to report the

ratio of the X-ray to bolometric luminosity across stel-

lar ages of 10 Myr to 4.5 Gyr, with bins spanning stel-

lar spectral types from K5 to F0. Shkolnik & Barman

2014 used ROSAT (Röntgensatellit) observations to de-

termine the X-ray to J-band (centered at 1.25 µm) flux

ratio for M4 to K4 spectral types with stellar ages of 10

Myr to 5 Gyr. Combining these two data sets, the rough

range of stellar masses for which the lifetime X-ray evo-

lution has been measured is 0.3 – 1.4 M�. These data

measure the steady state X-ray emission and do not ac-

count for additional X-ray emissions from large flares or

coronal mass ejections.

The same trend of a saturated phase of X-ray emission

early in the lifetime of the star, tens to hundreds of mil-

lions years, followed by a decay is found across all stellar

spectral types (Fig. 1). The main difference between

spectral types is twofold: as stellar mass decreases, stars

saturate with a greater proportion of their luminosity in

the X-rays, while the saturation phase also increases in

duration (Jackson et al. 2012; Shkolnik & Barman 2014).

Both trends are visible in Fig. 1. Although this behav-

ior is not monotonic across spectral types as a result of

the uncertainties in the observations, the overall trend is

apparent. We note that the binning by spectral type of

Jackson et al. (2012) was carried using B−V color—we

convert the main sequence B − V color bins to stellar

mass bins solely for reference in Fig. 1. The conversion

from B − V color to stellar mass varies as a function

of stellar age, and the full treatment for our calculation

of lifetime-integrated X-ray fluxes is more complex and

described in detail in 2.1.3.

Both Jackson et al. (2012) and Shkolnik & Barman

(2014) parametrize the X-ray to bolometric luminos-

ity ratio (LX/Lbol) and X-ray to J-band luminosity

(LX/LJ) respectively, as a function of stellar age (for
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a given spectral type) by fitting a broken power law.

The saturated phase is fit by a flat line, and the subse-

quent decay is fit with a power law. The uncertainties in

the X-ray measurements of open clusters and field stars,

which are used to define individual data points, can span

orders of magnitude for the least precise measurements,

with the precision varying as a function of stellar age

and spectral type, both parameters that are indepen-

dent variables in our analysis. In order to accurately

account for these errors in our calculations, we carry

out a Markov-chain Monte Carlo (hereafter MCMC) fit

to all data points in each of the stellar bins defined by

Jackson et al. (2012) and Shkolnik & Barman (2014).

In carrying out the MCMC, we take the least squares fit

of a broken power law (using a piecewise function to fit

to all data points simultaneously) to the data and their

errors in LX/Lbol to be the maximum likelihood result.

The fit itself is carried out in the log (age[yr]) and

log(LX/Lbol) parameter space, such that we are fitting

to the data with a piecewise function of two lines (as

in Fig. 1), one with a slope of zero representing the

saturation phase, and a line of negative slope represent-

ing the decay in X-ray luminosity as a function of time.

The parameters that we fit for are the log(LX/Lbol) in-

tercept for the line of negative slope, the logarithm of

the time at which the saturation phase ends (log τsat),

and the slope of the line representing the X-ray luminos-

ity decay—under the condition that the piecewise func-

tion is continuous. These fits, which are carried out in

logarithmic space, are then converted to the following:

the ratio of X-ray to bolometric, or J-band for Shkol-

nik & Barman (2014), luminosity during the saturation

phase (LX/Lbol), the time at which the saturation phase

ends τsat and the power-law index α for the decay in

LX/Lbol after τsat. This approach returned fit parame-

ters in many cases identical to those reported in Jackson

et al. (2012) and Shkolnik & Barman (2014). So as to

ensure agreement of our maximum likelihood fits with

those reported in Jackson et al. 2012, we carried out the

“lower weighting” of data points referenced with arrows

described in Fig. 2 of Jackson et al. (2012)—we found

that multiplying the errors for these data points by a

factor of five produced fit parameters in closest agree-

ment with theirs.

With our maximum likelihood fit parameters in hand,

we sampled the parameter space with a Markov-chain

Monte Carlo of 100 samplers over 1200 steps using the

emcee routine of Foreman-Mackey et al. 2012. Discard-

ing the first 200 steps during which the samplers have

not yet sampled the full parameter space, we are left

with 100,000 fits, comprising three posterior probability

distributions, one for each fit parameter. We randomly

sample the fit parameters for 1000 of the fits, taking note

that this number of subsamples still accurately repre-

sents the shape of the original posterior probability dis-

tributions. These 1000 fits are used to account for the

effects that the errors in the X-ray measurements have

on our calculation of lifetime-integrated X-ray luminosi-

ties and fluxes.

2.1.3. Stellar evolution and calculation of a
lifetime-integrated X-ray luminosity lookup table

We ultimately seek to calculate estimates of the

lifetime-integrated X-ray flux for all planets in the

Kepler sample. However, the calculation of lifetime-

integrated X-ray flux for each planet, as well as a Monte

Carlo sampling of each planet’s errors, is precluded by

the time-intensive nature of the calculation. Because

the resolution of the stellar masses in the isochrones

that we use as inputs, as well as the ages at which

lifetime-integrated X-ray fluxes have been measured,

are known, we are aware of the maximum resolution

at which lifetime-integrated X-ray luminosities can be

accurately calculated as a function of stellar mass and

age. For this reason, we precalculate a lookup table—an

array of lifetime-integrated X-ray luminosities for given

stellar masses and ages, which can be quickly queried

for use in estimating the lifetime-integrated X-ray flux

for each Kepler planet.

As discussed in section 2.1.2, the data on X-ray evo-

lution are reported in terms of LX/Lbol or LX/LJ . As

such, it becomes necessary to model the temporal evo-

lution of the bolometric and J-band luminosities for the

stellar types of interest, in order to determine the tem-

poral evolution of the X-ray luminosity itself. Stellar

isochrone models are well suited for this, and we use the

PARSEC isochrones obtained from the CMD 2.8 web in-

terface (Bressan et al. 2012; Chen et al. 2014). We utilize

the PARSEC isochrones for their fine mass resolution

(∼ 0.03) over our 0.3 < M� < 1.4 range of interest, as

well as the availability of tracks for stars with non-solar

metallicities.

In generating our lookup table, we define 40 linearly

spaced mass bins over the solar mass range 0.3 < M� <

1.4, as well as 50 different stellar ages which we integrate

up to. 20 ages are logarithmically spaced between 200

Myr (limited on the low end by the lowest ages in the

PARSEC isochrones) and 1 Gyr, and the final 30 are

linearly spaced fom 1 – 10 Gyr so as to finely sample

the age range which most Kepler planets fall in (John-

son et al. (2017), also see Fig. 3). Finally, 5 bins in

metallicity are specified at Z = 0.0025, 0.0075, 0.0125,

0.0175 and 0.03.

For each mass, age and metallicity bin, we track the

star’s luminosity and B − V color at each time-step in
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the isochrone (spaced as log(time[yr]) = 0.03). At each

time-step, we use the B − V color to place the star in

the appropriate bin of X-ray evolution as described in

section 2.1.2. We then multiply the isochrone luminos-

ity by one of the LX/Lbol ratios among the 1000 fits

generated for this bin in section 2.1.2. This leaves us

with LX as a function of time, which we integrate over

the lifetime of the star by quadrature (a numerical in-

tegration using polynomial interpolation functions) to

get a lifetime-integrated X-ray luminosity. For stars of

M∗ > 0.9M� that are older than 1 Gyr, we monitor

the evolution of the star’s stellar effective temperature

to determine whether it leaves the main sequence dur-

ing its lifetime. We consider a greater than 10% change

in stellar effective temperature vs. log(time[yr]) to be a

signature that the star has left the main sequence. This

criteria accurately captures the point in time before dra-

matic changes to the star’s other physical parameters,

e.g. R∗, also occur. We stop the integration of lifetime-

integrated X-ray flux at the time that the star has left

the main sequence, due to the lack of comprehensive ob-

servations of X-ray emissions from post main-sequence

stars. This process of calculating lifetime-integrated X-

ray luminosity is repeated for all mass, age and metal-

licity bins, and then repeated for each one of the 1000

sets of X-ray evolution fit parameters from section 2.1.2.

This effectively provides 1000 realizations of the lookup

table that sample the extent of the errors in the X-ray

measurements.

In Fig. 2, we show our lookup table for our closest-to-

solar metallicity bin (Z = 0.0175). Fig. 2a shows the

mean lifetime integrated X-ray luminosity of the 1000

realizations in X-ray evolution fit parameters, while Fig.

2b shows the relative error in the lifetime-integrated X-

ray luminosities. The physical implications of the results

in the lookup table will be discussed in section 3.1. Over

the majority of the parameter space, relative errors are

around 30%, although for stars of M∗ ∼ 0.7M� older

than 3 Gyr, relative errors are greater than 100%. This

is due to poor constraints on the post-saturation phase

X-ray evolution for this particular bin of 0.935 < B −
V < 1.275 (see Jackson et al. (2012) Fig. 2f ).

For reference, and to facilitate comparisons with the

results of evolution models, we have also show a lookup

table of instantaneous X-ray luminosity (Fig. 2c). This

uses the same methodology used to generate the lifetime

integrated X-ray luminosity lookuptable, but without an

integration over time.

Although we utilize and report results using the PAR-

SEC isochrones due to their mass and metallicity resolu-

tion, as well as their direct outputting of B−V color, we

have verified our results by repeating the above analysis

using the Baraffe et al. (2015) stellar isochrones, com-

bined with estimates of B − V color from model stellar

effective temperature using the observations of Pecaut

& Mamajek (2013). We find that our results are largely

independent of the isochrones used.

2.2. Lifetime-integrated X-ray fluxes for Kepler

candidates

2.2.1. Kepler data

In this section, we calculate the lifetime-integrated X-

ray flux for stars in the Kepler sample. We utilize two

sets of Kepler data. For the purposes of defining the

photoevaporation desert with the greatest possible pre-

cision, we use data from the California Kepler Survey

(Petigura et al. 2017; Johnson et al. 2017). The Cali-

fornia Kepler Survey (abbreviated CKS) used follow-up

spectroscopic observations to improve the precision on

the stellar parameters of 1305 Kepler stars, and in turn

the measurements of 2025 Kepler planets. The CKS

measurements have resulted in a factor of ∼3 improve-

ment in the precision on measurement of stellar masses,

as well as a factor of ∼2 improvement in stellar radius

precision that has resulted in a factor of ∼2 improvement

in precision for the planetary radii (using the planet-to-

star radius ratios from the latest Q1-17 DR 25 Kepler

catalog, Johnson et al. (2017)). Furthermore, the CKS

is the first comprehensive survey of Kepler stellar ages

(see Fig. 3), increasing the sample size of stars with

ages by almost two orders of magnitude over previous

studies. This enables, for the first time, calculating es-

timates of parameters such as lifetime-integrated X-ray

flux for a majority of planets in the Kepler dataset.

Because the CKS is a magnitude limited survey (less

than magnitude 14.2 in the Kepler bandpass, Petigura

et al. (2017)), it excludes most low-mass stars from the

Kepler sample, and consists largely of Sun-like stars. To

explore differences in the photoevaporation desert and

valley as a function of stellar type, we use the latest re-

lease of the general Kepler dataset: the Q1-17 DR 25

catalog (Thompson et al. 2018). The recent calculation

of uniform false positive probabilities (FPP) for all Ke-

pler Objects of Interest in the Q1-17 DR 25 catalog us-

ing the methodology of Morton et al. 2016 has resulted

in a large increase in the number of confirmed Kepler

planets, totaling 3182 planets. The stellar parameters

utilize those corrected from the original DR 25 catalog,

i.e. the DR 25 Supplemental Stellar data.

2.2.2. Propagating the Kepler planet uncertainties through
our calculation of lifetime X-ray fluxes

The relative errors on the properties of the Kepler

planets and host stars can be large. Even with the im-

proved precision of the California Kepler Survey, the
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Figure 2. a) Lookup table of integrated X-ray luminosity as a function of stellar mass and age, using fits to the observational
relations of Jackson et al. (2012) and Shkolnik & Barman (2014). This table is for a stellar metallicity of Z = 0.0175, and shows
the mean luminosities of 1000 realizations of fits to the data. b) Relative errors on the X-ray luminosity calculated from the
1000 realizations. c) Lookup table of instantaneous X-ray luminosity using the same methodology as for Fig. 2a, but without
the time integration. These lookup tables are available on the website of Laura Kreidberg.

8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0
log (age [yr])

0.0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1.0
1.2
1.4

p
ro

b
ab

ili
ty

 d
en

si
ty

Figure 3. A histogram of the relative frequencies of all host
star ages from the California Kepler Survey (CKS, citetPe-
tigura2017,Johnson2017). In order to account for the errors
in the determination of ages, 1000 realizations of the age of
each planet are included in the histogram.

typical 5% errors on stellar masses, 11% uncertainty

factor on stellar radius, and factor of two uncertainty

in ages can result in significant variations in estimates

of lifetime-integrated X-ray flux for a given planet. The

effect of these errors on defining a region free of planets

(the photoevaporation desert) must be taken into ac-

count, especially when dealing with samples limited to

several dozen to a couple hundred planets (the reason for

the smaller samples of planets will be discussed in sec-

tion 2.2.3). The consideration of errors becomes even

more important when using the regular Kepler sam-

ple to compare properties dependent on host star stellar

type, in which typical errors on planet radii are ∼ 40%

(Johnson et al. 2017).

In consideration of these errors, as well as the fact that

our calculations of lifetime-integrated X-ray luminosities

rely on numerical integration of binned observational

data (making it impractical to propagate errors), we

take a Monte Carlo approach to modeling the errors on

planets. We replace each planet in the specific dataset

being considered (CKS or Q1-17 DR 25) with 1000 “frac-

tional planets”, each weighted to be 1/1000th of a planet.
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The physical parameters for each of the 1000 planet frac-

tions and their respective host star are determined by

taking posteriors directly from the relevant table: the

Q1-17 DR 25 stellar catalog (Mathur et al. 2016), the

Q1-17 DR 25 planet catalog (Hoffman & Rowe 2017),

or the California Kepler Survey (Petigura et al. (2017);

Johnson et al. (2017), posteriors were provided by Erik

Petigura upon request). The lifetime-integrated X-ray

flux for each fractional planet is determined by using the

lookup table described in section 2.1.3 to get a lifetime-

integrated X-ray luminosity for its Monte Carlo’d host

star. 1000 realizations of the lifetime X-ray luminos-

ity lookup table were previously generated to account

for uncertainties in the X-ray observations. Each of the

1000 realizations of the lookup table are used for each of

the 1000 planet fractions representing one planet, such

that the uncertainties in the lifetime X-ray luminosity

are propagated. The time-integrated X-ray luminosity

for a fractional planet is then divided by the posterior

for its semi-major axis to get a time-integrated X-ray

flux.

For the CKS data, posteriors of the ages of each

planet’s host star are available, and drawn from for each

fractional planet. In the case of the Q1-17 DR 25 cat-

alog, ages have not been measured. While many of the

G type host stars in the catalog have ages that have

been measured by the CKS, the majority of the M & K

type stars, which we wish to compare to, have no age

information. In order to treat the ages, and in turn the

lifetime integration over X-ray luminosity, consistently

for all stellar types in the Q1-17 DR 25 catalog, we take

the approach of randomly drawing an age for the host

star of each fractional planet in the catalog from the full

distribution of ages of the CKS sample (whereby the

errors in the CKS ages are accounted for by including

1000 age posteriors for each star in the CKS sample).

Because the ages measured by the CKS form a single

unimodal distribution around ∼ 6 Gyr (Fig. 3), a ran-

dom drawing of ages for each host star in the Q1-17 DR

25 catalog should produce similar average behavior over

a large sample.

2.2.3. Selecting a subsample minimally affected by
variations in completeness near the desert edge

Using the lifetime-integrated X-ray fluxes calculated

for each of the 1000 fractional planets, we calculate

planet occurrences in the parameter space of planet ra-

dius (Rp) vs lifetime-integrated X-ray flux.

Planet occurrence calculations must account for the

completeness of the Kepler dataset (Howard et al. 2012),

i.e. whether every planet is likely to have been detected

around the sample of stars of interest. We therefore fo-

cus our analysis on a subsample of the Kepler dataset

that is nearly complete. To obtain this sample, we follow

the methodology of Wolfgang & Lopez (2015) and per-

form a series of cuts in orbital period, planet radius, stel-

lar radius, and stellar noise (combined differential pho-

tometric precision, or CDPP). Specifically, we restrict

the range of orbital periods to < 10 days, the planet

radii to Rp > 1.2R⊕, the stellar radii to R∗ < 1.2Rs,

and the CDPP binned to the timescale of the planet’s

transit < 200 ppm. Our CDPP cut is less restrictive

than that of Wolfgang & Lopez (2015) (200 ppm ver-

sus 100 ppm) because we are focusing on planets with

shorter orbital periods (10 versus 25 days).

To assess the completeness of this sub-sample, we com-

pared it to estimates of completeness from Thompson

et al. (2018). For the subsample of planets orbiting FGK

dwarfs in the Q1-17 DR 25 catalog, with period < 100

days and Rp < 6R⊕ (most similar to the sample in our

study), Thompson et al. (2018) found the lowest com-

pleteness was found to be 89%, with the highest being

96% Thompson et al. (2018). This equated to a 7% vari-

ation in completeness across the sample. Because sam-

ple incompleteness increases with orbital period, and the

largest period in our sample is 10 days versus the 100

days in Thompson et al. (2018), these completeness es-

timates are conservative.

Relative to other sources of uncertainty in our sample,

the estimated errors due to pipeline incompleteness are

small. The relative error due to lifetime-integrated X-

ray flux is near 30% (see Fig. 2b), and the relative

errors due to binomial statistics are greater than 20%

(Fig. 7b). We therefore conclude that the effects of

pipeline incompleteness will not significantly bias the

main conclusions of our analysis.

The number of planets, as well as stars, left by the

above cuts are tabulated in Table 1 for the two datasets

we use, as well as their stellar subsamples. Around 150

planets form the sample with host stars of all spectral

types for both the CKS and the Q1-17 DR 25 datasets.

The extremely small sample size of planets around F

type stars (6.2) is a result of a large fraction of these stars

having left the main sequence for the Kepler ages, and

in turn being discarded. We include our analyses on the

F type stars for reference, but focus our interpretations

on the M & K and G type subsamples due to their larger

sample sizes.

2.3. Constraining the shape of the photoevaporation

desert

2.3.1. Calculating occurrence

We create two grids to calculate planet occurrence:

one in the parameter space of planet radius and lifetime-

integrated X-ray flux, and the other in planet radius
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Table 1. The number of planets as well as the average number of stars each
planet could be detected around (this varies by planet, based on its host star’s
noise) for each of our samples of interest. These samples are the California
Kepler Survey and the Q1-17 DR 25 sample including its stellar subsamples.

Data set Planet sample size Average stellar sample size

Data set Planet sample size Average stellar sample size

California Kepler Survey 155.0 8.1 ×104

Q1-17 DR 25 246.8 6.6 ×104

M & K subsample 69.2 8.5 ×103

G subsample 123.6 4.5 ×104

F subsample 6.2 1.4 ×104

∗The number of planets can deviate from an integer because we consider in-
dividual fractional planets to sample measurement uncertainities, these are
weighted such that 1000 fractional plaenets are the equivalent of one planet.

and bolometric flux space, for comparison with previous

studies. We define our grids so that the parameter space

defined by our bounds in bolometric flux are equivalent

to the bounds defined for lifetime-integrated X-ray flux,

for a solar mass star of age 5 Gyr (defined at the low end

to correspond to our 10 day period cut, at the high end

based on the maximum lifetime-integrated X-ray flux

calculated for the Kepler planets). To calculate the oc-

currence within a given grid cell, we adopt the method-

ology of Howard et al. 2012. We reproduce equation

(2) from Howard et al. (2012), where the average planet

occurrence within a cell of Rp and lifetime-integrated

X-ray flux is:

fcell =
∑
j=1

npl,cell
1/pj
n∗,j

(1)

where pj = (R∗/a)j is the transit probability for frac-

tional planet j, with a being its semi-major axis. Be-

cause we sum over fractional planets, we weight each

fractional planet to be 1/1000th of a full planet. n∗,j
is the number of stars that pass the cuts described in

section 2.2.3 for the transit duration of the specific frac-

tional planet under consideration.

Again, following Howard et al. (2012), we calculate

the error in fcell using binomial statistics. The stan-

dard deviation of fcell is calculated from the probability

distribution of drawing npl,cell planets from n∗,eff,cell =

npl,cell/fcell effective stars:

fcell,std =
√
n∗,eff,cellfcell,std(1 − fcell,std) (2)

In reporting occurrences, we choose to report occur-

rence densities (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2014), where we

are dividing the occurrence in each grid cell by the area

of the grid in dRp dFlux. This way, the values that we

report are not dependent on the specific grid resolution

that is chosen.

2.3.2. Characterizing the occurrence desert in two
dimensions

We wish to search for a region of the parameter space

with no planets, an occurrence desert. We expect a

desert to exist for gaseous planets at high fluxes due

to atmospheric escape (e.g., Owen & Wu 2013; Lopez &

Fortney 2013; Chen & Rogers 2016). Given the large un-

certainties on planet properties and fluxes, no region of

the occurrence grid is exactly zero. To define the desert,

we take the largest region of the occurrence grid that is

consistent with zero at two sigma confidence. To find

this region, we adopt the following algorithm. We start

by taking note of the planet occurrence and its 2σ devi-

ation in the cell of largest planetary radii (3.9 – 5 R⊕)
and highest flux value (i.e. the upper right corner of the

plots in Fig. 7). Due to the low occurrence and large

uncertainties arising from the small number of planets

in this cell (typically a handful of fractional planets), its

occurrence is always consistent at the 2σ level with an

occurrence of zero. This cell is considered the starting

point for our desert. We then consider the occurrences

in each of the grid cells sharing one border with our ini-

tial desert grid cell. The cell with the lowest occurrence

is added to the desert. The total occurrence in the new

desert consisting of two cells is calculated, and the stan-

dard deviation of the desert occurrence is recalculated

using binomial statistics for all fractional planets in the

desert grid cells, using equation 2. This process is re-

peated until we have drawn the largest possible region

that is still consistent with an occurrence of zero at the

2σ level. We define this region to be the desert.



The sub-Neptune desert 9

We initially calculate an occurence grid with a res-

olution chosen such that the largest relative errors in

occurrence per grid cell for the full CKS and Q1-17 DR

25 datasets are one order of magnitude; we use this grid

in studies of the photoevaporation desert. In investigat-

ing the photoevaporation valley, we select a much finer

resolution that lends itself to much larger relative errors

in individual grid cells. However, as our interest for the

valley is in occurrence summed over the radius axis, the

magnitude of the relative errors for the summed occur-

rences still meet our criteria of < 1 dex.

2.3.3. Characterizing the occurrence desert in one
dimension

We facilitate comparison of the photoevaporation

desert among different parameters, present-day bolo-

metric flux vs lifetime-integrated X-ray flux, as well as

among different subsamples of stellar type and planet

radius, by examining our full data set of planets in one

dimension. We take all fractional planets from our data

set of interest with Rp: 1.8 < R⊕ < 4 (our definition of

sub-Neptunes), and generate a cumulative distribution

function (CDF) over the flux dimension, beginning at

the fractional planets with highest fluxes.

We wish to compare the CDFs for bolometric flux

vs lifetime-integrated X-ray flux, which are parameters

with different units. For this comparison, the bolomet-

ric flux data are renormalized to the lifetime-integrated

X-ray flux data such that they have identical values at

the 10th and 90th percentile of flux.

To determine whether the given CDFs in different

physical parameter spaces, or for different subsamples,

have statistically significant differences, we utilize the

Anderson-Darling test (hereafter AD test) for two sam-

ples. The AD test was developed as an alternative to the

Kolmogorov-Smirnov test. The AD test was designed to
be sensitive to differences in the tails of two CDFs, mak-

ing this test appropriate for our analysis of the photoe-

vaporation desert, which is represented in the high flux

tail. The Kolmogorov-Smirnov test is most sensitive to

differences in the center of the distribution (Anderson &

Darling 1954). Nevertheless, we confirm our results re-

garding statistical differences in the distributions with

the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test and find consistent con-

clusions. We choose, however, to report results for the

AD test, for the reasons cited above.

To compare the shape of the transition from the

desert to the center of the planet distribution, we also

consider the probability distribution function (PDF)—

simply histograms of the planet distributions in flux

space.

3. RESULTS
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Figure 4. Integrated X-ray flux over a lifetime of 5 Gyr for
a planet at 0.01 AU, as a function of stellar type. The shaded
error bars denote 2σ uncertainties calculated from a Monte
Carlo sampling of the Jackson et al. (2012) and Shkolnik &
Barman (2014) data.
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Figure 5. Integrated X-ray flux over a lifetime of 5 Gyr,
for a planet with its 5 Gyr bolometric flux fixed at 104F⊕,
as a function of stellar type. Note that the semi-major axis
at which the planet is placed must be varied depending on
the stellar type of the host star. The shaded error bars are
calculated in the same manner as in Fig. 2 and denote
denote 2σ uncertainties. Stars within the hatched region
have already left the main-sequence at an age of 5 Gyr.

3.1. Lifetime-integrated X-ray flux as a function of

stellar mass

We examine the dependence of lifetime-integrated X-

ray luminosity on stellar mass and age, to see in detail

how host star properties can affect the propensity for

a planet to photoevaporate. In Fig. 4, we use the

results from the lookup table discussed in section 2.1.3

to examine how the lifetime-integrated X-ray flux would

vary as a function of stellar mass for a planet of age 5

Gyr fixed at a semi-major axis of 0.01 astronomical units

(AU). The shaded error bars denote the 2σ error in the
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lifetime-integrated X-ray fluxes, as determined by our

Markov Chain Monte Carlo fits to the X-ray data.

The lifetime-integrated X-ray flux increases as the

stellar mass increases, which is not surprising given that

the bolometric luminosity increases with mass. What is

not quite as intuitive, is that the lifetime-integrated X-

ray flux changes by only an order of magnitude for stars

with 0.3 < M� < 1.4, despite the fact that the bolomet-

ric luminosity varies by two orders of magnitude over

this mass range. Almost all of the drop in lifetime X-

ray luminosity with lower stellar mass happens for the

M-dwarfs < 0.6 M�. Above this mass, the lifetime X-

ray luminosity is roughly flat with stellar mass since in-

creases in the saturation level and lifetime (see Fig. 1)

roughly balance out decreases in bolometric luminosity.

Meanwhile below that mass, lifetime X-ray luminosities

not only decrease as a function of mass, but also be-

come strongly age-dependent even at several Gyr, likely

due to their longer activity lifetimes combined with their

continued bolometric luminosity evolution from Kelvin

Helmholtz contraction (Fig. 4).

Fig. 5 further emphasizes the implications of the pro-

portionally high X-ray luminosities of low-mass stars. In

this plot we have fixed the present-day bolometric flux

at 104 F⊕ for a planet of age 5 Gyr. In order to fix

the bolometric flux, the semi-major axis of the planet

must be varied for different stellar types. For a planet

of age 5 Gyr, the lifetime-integrated X-ray flux is two

orders of magnitude greater if it orbits a 0.3 M� star

when compared to a star of mass 1.2 M�. This plot pro-

vides an intuition for how a plot of the Kepler planets

in radius vs. bolometric parameter space (e.g Fig. 2 of

Lundkvist et al. (2016)) will be affected when the inde-

pendent variable is changed to lifetime-integrated X-ray

flux. For a plot calibrated to have the same parameter

space in bolometric flux and lifetime-integrated X-ray

flux (as we have done) for a solar mass star, all plan-

ets orbiting low-mass stars will move to higher lifetime-

integrated X-ray fluxes relative to those emitted by a

Sun-like star, while all planets orbiting high-mass stars

will move to to lower lifetime-integrated X-ray fluxes.

We predict that this shuffling of planets will change the

shape of the planet distribution, as well as the shape of

the photoevaporation desert.

The dramatic drop off in integrated X-ray flux for stel-

lar masses greater than M� = 1.2 in Fig. 5 is the result

of these stars leaving the main sequence before 5 Gyr.

When the stars leave the main sequence, their luminos-

ity increases dramatically, necessitating the placement

of the planet at comparatively long semi-major axes for

the calculation of a bolometric flux at 5 Gyr of 104 F⊕.

Combined with the fact that we stop time-integration of

the host star’s X-ray luminosity when it leaves the main

sequence, the resultant time-integrated X-ray fluxes are

lower by ∼ 2 orders of magnitude compared to those

stars that are still on the main sequence.

3.2. Comparison of the California Kepler Survey and

Q1-17 DR 25 dataset

The CKS sample has more precise stellar parameters,

whereas the sample size of confirmed planets in the Q1-

17 DR 25 catalog is larger. We use the CKS sample

to evaluate the shape of the occurrence desert at higher

precision for Sun-like stars, and use the Kepler Q1-17

DR 25 sample to explore the desert as a function of

stellar spectral type. In Fig. 6, we compare the cal-

culated occurrences for the subsample of these datasets

that we have chosen to minimize possible effects from in-

completeness when compared with other sources of er-

ror (see section 2.2.3). The purpose of this plot is to

make note of systematic differences in the dataset that

may affect our analyses. We note that in two dimen-

sions, we consider the grid resolution of this plot to be

oversampled in that many individual cells will have rel-

ative errors in occurrence greater than 10. We focus our

attention on the occurrences summed over radius and

lifetime-integrated X-ray flux (shown as histograms on

the edges of the plot, with the same axes as the 2D plot).

The bound of the plot on the low flux end has been set

for the lifetime-integrated X-ray flux for a planet on a

10 day period, around a solar mass star with age of 5

Gyr, as a result of our cut to minimize pipeline incom-

pleteness effects that eliminates all planets on greater

than 10 day orbits. Any drop off in occurrence on the

low flux end over the parameter space of interest is very

likely the result of our period cut and we consider this

to be nonphysical.

No systematic differences are apparent. In both

datasets, the peak occurrence as a function of lifetime-

integrated X-ray flux occurs at ∼ 1020.7 erg/cm2. As a

function of radius, the peak occurrence in the CKS data

occurs at 1.3 R⊕, while the Q1-17 DR 25 catalog peaks

at 1.2 R⊕. Although reporting the occurrence density

values in two dimensions is avoided due to our grid over-

sampling the parameter space, perhaps the most notice-

able difference between the two datasets is visible just by

considering relative variations in occurrence. The Q1-

17 DR 25 sample exhibits more smearing of occurrence

densities across both dimensions, while subtle variations

that separate different planet populations are more im-

portant in the CKS data. This is a result of the factor of

∼2 – 3 greater uncertainties in the Q1-17 DR 25 dataset.

These uncertainties were discussed in section 2.2.1, and

those with respect to Rp, and M∗ are of particular con-
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Figure 6. a) Occurrence densities for the subsample of the California Kepler Survey. Summed occurrences over planet radius
and integrated X-ray flux are shown in the 1D histograms along the plot edges, and use the same axes as the two dimensional
occurrence plot. The grey shaded regions denote grid cells in which there are no data. b) The same plot, but for the subsample
of the Q1-17 DR 25 data. confirmed planets.

sequence, with the latter having a large affect on the

calculation of the lifetime-integrated X-ray flux. The

splitting of the planet population by a “photoevapora-

tion valley”, or a local minimum of planet occurrence at

Rp = 1.7R⊕ into two populations, one with peak occur-

rence at Rp = 2.3R⊕, and another with peak occurrence

at Rp = 1.3R⊕ and at a higher value in the flux domain

is consistent with the results of Fulton et al. (2017) (see

their Fig. 10 ). Nevertheless, the valley is still apparent

in the Q1-17 DR 25 data set. The fact that it is still

observable allows us to comment on its variation as a

function of stellar type, which we will discuss in section

3.6.

3.3. Analyzing the photoevaporation desert in two

dimensions

We now define the location of the photoevaporation

desert, a region statistically consistent with no sub-

Neptune sized planets at high irradation, possibly as a

result of atmospheric photoevaporation stripping these

planets down to rocky cores of size < 1.4 Rp. In Fig.

7, we use the methodology described in section 2.3.2

to define the location of the photoevaporation desert in

the CKS data. The hatched region in Fig. 7a defines

a region of total occurrence consistent at the 2σ level

with an occurrence of zero, in the parameter space of

present-day bolometric flux and planet radius. This is

the parameter space that most previous discussions of

the photoevaporation desert in the data, e.g. Lundkvist

et al. (2016) and Fulton et al. (2017) have used. In

Fig. 7c the hatched region defines the photoevapora-

tion desert (with the same criteria for occurrence) in the

parameter space of lifetime-integrated X-ray flux. The

bounds for both plots are chosen to be equivalent for a

planet orbiting a solar mass star of age 5 Gyr.

In both parameter spaces, the desert boundary has

a negative slope in Rp vs flux. In bolometric flux, the

highest flux value at which the desert boundary is drawn

is 2.09 ×103F⊕ and located at a radius of 1.52 – 1.93

R⊕. The lowest flux at which the desert boundary is

drawn 3.12 ×102F⊕, which is found at a radius of 3.11

– 3.94 R⊕. The highest and lowest fluxes for lifetime-

integrated X-ray flux are found at the same two radii

ranges, with values of 1.43 ×1022 erg/cm2 and 8.23 1020

erg/cm2 respectively. Despite the maximum and min-

imum fluxes of the desert boundaries occurring at the

same radii, there are hints of differences in the shape

of the desert between the two parameter spaces. In

lifetime-integrated X-ray flux, the flux value at which

the desert boundary is drawn appears to decrease mono-
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Figure 7. Occurrence densities for the subsample of the California Kepler Survey, specified on a grid for which the maximum
relative error in a grid cell is ∼ 10. The photoevaporation desert is shown as the hatched region and defined as an area consistent
with zero planets at the 2σ level. Plots are for a) the present-day bolometric flux and c) the lifetime-integrated flux parameter
spaces. The flux bounds of plots a) and c) are set to be equivalent for a solar mass star of age 5 Gyr. Plots c) and d) indicate
the relative errors for the respective plots.

tonically as radius increases until a minimum at 3.1 – 3.9

R⊕, before increasing again. For bolometric flux, this

same monotonic behavior is not found, with a concavity

in the desert boundary at 2.4 – 3.1 R⊕. We note, how-

ever, that the shape of the drawn desert is sensitive to

the errors of planet parameters, and more rigorous sen-

sitivity testing would be required to make statistically

significant claims on the differences in desert shape.

Fig. 7b and Fig. 7d show the relative errors in the

occurrences of Fig. 7a and Fig. 7c respectively. The

errors are smallest at the center of the planet distribu-

tions where large numbers of planets are found in each

grid cell, and are greatest at the edges of the distribu-

tion, including the desert, where grid cells can consist of

just several fractional planets.

The radius and flux values that define the desert

boundaries are recorded in Table 2. Comparisons of
the desert we have found with other data sets will be

made in section 4.1
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3.4. The photoevaporation desert in one dimension:

Cumulative distribution functions

We use cumulative distribution functions (CDFs) over

the flux dimension, beginning with the highest fluxes,

to examine the location of the photoevaporation desert,

which is represented in the higher-flux portion of the

CDF, as well as the shape of the photoevaporation

desert, which is represented in the slope of the CDF.

The shape of the photoevaporation desert is also repre-

sented in the probability density functions (PDFs) that

we generate, which show variations in the probability

density of planets as a function of flux. In Fig. 8a,

we compare cumulative distribution functions (CDFs)

of the gaseous and rocky planets in the CKS data set

in the parameter space of lifetime-integrated X-ray flux.

We have defined rocky to be planets with radii of 1.2 –

1.8 R⊕, and gaseous planets to be between 1.8 – 4 R⊕.

The Anderson-Darling (AD) test on the two cumulative

distribution functions returns an AD statistic of 9×103.

Because this is much greater than the 1% critical value

of 3.75, we consider the flux-dependent behavior of the

rocky and gaseous planets to be different with 99% con-

fidence.

In addition, both the CDF and PDF (Fig. 8b) show

that the distribution of rocky planets is shifted to higher

fluxes than the gaseous planets. The fact that there

is an underdensity of high-flux gaseous planets, rela-

tive to rocky planets, is suggestive of a process shaping

the gaseous planet population which is not affecting the

rocky planets—namely photoevaporation.

In Fig. 9a the CDFs for our CKS sample are com-

pared in the parameter spaces of bolometric flux and

lifetime-integrated X-ray flux. To do this comparison,

we renormalize the bolometric flux distribution to the

10th and 90th percentiles of the lifetime-integrated X-
ray flux distribution (see section 2.3.3). The AD statis-

tic of 444 is again larger than the 1% critical value of

3.75, indicating with 99% confidence that the distribu-

tion of planets in bolometric flux and lifetime-integrated

X-ray flux are different. For the PDF in Fig. 9b, one

curve does not exhibit consistently steeper slopes than

the other, with the exception of some small underdensi-

ties and overdensities in the bolometric flux distribution.

By casting the photoevaporation desert in a parameter

space directly tied to the physical process of photoevap-

oration, lifetime-integrated X-ray flux, one might expect

the desert to be more sharply defined when compared

to the bolometric flux parameter space. Nevertheless,

the CKS sample consists of largely Sun-like stars, and

accounting for differences in stellar type is the biggest

reason why lifetime integrated X-ray flux should produce

a sharper desert edge compared to bolometric flux—an

effect that would not be dramatic in this sample. In

section 3.5, we will examine the CDFs for the DR 25

Q1-17 dataset, which encompass a wider variety of stel-

lar types.

We consider the possibility that a steeper CDF for the

lifetime-integrated X-ray flux is not apparent due to the

errors in the X-ray observations. Fig. 10 shows the

same CDF comparison of Fig. 9, with the exception

that the X-ray luminosity is assumed to be known ex-

actly as a function of stellar mass and age (e.g. Fig. 2,

but with relative errors of 0 across the entire parameter

space). Although the AD statistic for the two distribu-

tions again indicates that the distributions are distinct,

once again neither the slope of the CDF for lifetime-

integrated X-ray flux nor the slope of the CDF for bolo-

metric flux is consistently greater than the other. As-

suming there are no systematic errors in the X-ray obser-

vations of Jackson et al. (2012) and Shkolnik & Barman

(2014), which seem unlikely given that their relations

are largely in agreement with theoretical considerations,

the steepness of the slopes for the sub-Neptune planet

distribution in lifetime-integrated X-ray flux space and

bolometric flux space appear to be largely indistinguish-

able.

3.5. The desert as a function of stellar type

We now examine differences in the photoevaporation

desert as a function of stellar type. Examining the desert

for a variety of stellar types is insightful because bolo-

metric flux varies by close to 2 orders of magnitude

among FGK stars, but the lifetime x-ray luminosity is

roughly flat with stellar mass for M∗ > 0.6 M�.

Fig. 11 compares the CDFs for the different stellar

types as a function of bolometric flux, using the subsam-

ple of the DR 25 Q1-17 dataset, chosen to minimize pos-

sible effects from incompleteness when compared with

other sources of error (see section 2.2.3). This sample is

using stellar properties corrected from the original DR

25 catalog, i.e. the DR 25 Supplemental Stellar data. In

the CDFs (Fig. 11a) as well as the PDFs (Fig. 11b),

it is clear that the distributions of the planets around

different stellar types peak at different fluxes. The AD

statistics are all > 103, indicating that all distributions

are significantly distinct from one another.

Fig. 12 compares the CDFs for the different stel-

lar types using the same sample, but in the lifetime-

integrated X-ray flux parameter space. The similarity

among the distributions in lifetime X-ray flux compared

to bolometric flux Fig.11 is immediately apparent. All

three distributions peak around 1020.7 erg/cm2. Al-

though the AD statistic indicates that all distributions

are still distinct from one another, the AD statistics in
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Figure 8. a) A comparison of the cumulative distribution functions (CDF) for the rocky super-Earths and gaseous sub-Neptunes
(which we define as between 1.2 – 1.8 R⊕, and 1.8 – 4 R⊕ respectively) in the subsample of the California Kepler Survey. The
Anderson-Darling statistic comparing the two CDFs is shown. b) The probability distribution function (PDF), which indicates
the onset of the desert location as well as the sharpness of the transition from the photoevaporation desert to the center of the
planet distribution.
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Figure 9. a) The CDF of all sub-Neptune sized planets in the California Kepler Survey. We compare the CDFs of the planets in
the parameter spaces of present-day bolometric flux and lifetime-integrated X-ray flux, and the AD statistic for this comparison
is shown. For this comparison, the bolometric flux data are renormalized to the lifetime-integrated X-ray flux data such that
they have identical values at the 10th and 90th percentile of flux. b) The PDF, containing the same information as described
in Fig. 8b.

labelfig9

lifetime X-ray flux are 1 – 2 dex lower than in bolometric

flux. This suggests that the primary reason for differ-

ences in the distributions as a function of stellar type are

a result of bolometric flux variations as well as variations

in the LX/Lbol ratio as a function of stellar type. When

the planet distribution is cast into lifetime-integrated

X-ray flux, the parameter physically tied to the evapo-

ration process, the bulk of the variability among stellar

types is corrected for. The differences that remain are

possibly due to non-steady-state X-ray emissions (flares

and coronal mass ejections) that are not measured in

the X-ray data, as well as other secondary processes.

Another possiblity is variations in data precision as a

function of stellar type—wherein uncertainties for late

stellar types typically have slightly larger average uncer-

tainties.
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Figure 11. a) The CDFs of all sub-Neptune sized planets as a function of stellar type for the Q1-17 DR 25 subsample in
the bolometric flux parameter space, as well as the AD statistics comparing each CDF. b) The PDF, containing the same
information as described in Fig. 8b.

The difference between the M & K and G type CDFs

(AD statistic = 1251) is found to be considerably greater

than between the M & K and A & F samples (AD stat.

= 33), or between the G and A & F samples (AD stat.

= 88). In comparing the PDFs (Fig. 12b), the larger

difference between the CDFs for the M & K and G type

stars is apparent in a sharper transition for the G-type

stars between the desert and the center of the planet

distribution—starting out at high fluxes with the small-

est planet probability density, until transitioning to the

highest planet probability density at the median flux.

Fig. 13 compares the stellar types in the radius di-

mension in addition to the flux dimension. The consis-

tency in the location of the desert among the sample of

M & K type stars (Fig. 13a) and G type stars (Fig.

13c) in lifetime-integrated X-ray flux is visible. The

desert drawn for the F type stars is significantly larger

than for either the M & K or G samples. However, we

note that the number of planets in the F sample is con-

siderably smaller than in the other samples (fractional

planets equivalent to a total of 6.2 planets, compared

with 52.9 for the M & K sample, and 97.4 for the G

sample, see Table 1). For this reason, the errors in

the desert boundaries drawn for the F sample will be

much larger than for the other samples—this could very

possibly be the reason for the difference in the shape
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Figure 12. a) The CDFs of all sub-Neptune sized planets as a function of stellar type for the Q1-17 DR 25 subsample in the
lifetime-integrated X-ray flux parameter space, as well as the AD statistics comparing each CDF. b) The PDF, containing the
same information as described in Fig. 8b.

of the drawn desert region for the F-type stars in two

dimensions.

3.6. The photoevaporation valley as a function of

stellar type

We now examine the photoevaporation valley, the gap

in the Kepler planet data at 1.5 – 2 R⊕ first reported by

Fulton et al. 2017, using the same stellar subsamples of

section 3.5. The photoevaporation valley occupies a dis-

tinct parameter space from the photoevaporation desert,

and for a visual comparison the reader is referred to Fig.

10 of Fulton et al. (2017). We now look at the samples

at a finer grid resolution in Fig. 14 so as to investi-

gate in detail the occurrences summed over the radius

and integrated X-ray flux dimensions. Although the pa-

rameter space is now oversampled in two dimensions,

the relative errors for the occurrences for the M & K

and G-type stars in one dimension (over radius and flux

space, visible as the 1D histograms on the axes of the

plots) are still less than our criteria of < 1 dex. The

valley is clearly visible in the right panel of Fig. 14a,

which consists of the M & K type star subsample, as a

minimum in occurrence at Rp = 1.6R⊕. This represents

an advance to studies of the photoevaporation valley in

a suggestion of its presence for later stars; the original

discovery of Fulton et al. 2017 reported the valley for

solar-type stars hotter than ∼ 4600 K.

In Fig. 15 we show these same occurrence densities

marginalized as a function of radius, with the distribu-

tions now normalized to probability densities, facilitat-

ing comparisons among stellar types, as well as with 1

σ error bars (calculated using equation 2). The M & K

radius distribution is indicative of a valley at Rp = 1.6⊕

at the 1 σ level. The valley is not apparent in the G

sample, and cannot be reported on at the 1 σ level for

the F type stars.

4. DISCUSSION

4.1. Comparison of our photoevaporation desert with

previous studies

The desert we defined in section 3.3 is in good agree-

ment with previous theoretical studies. The slope of

our desert boundary drawn in Fig. 7b is qualitatively

consistent with the slope of the theoretical curve pre-

sented in Fig. 7 of Owen & Wu 2013, with the intercept

of our boundary in lifetime-integrated X-ray flux offset

by roughly a half order of magnitude to higher fluxes.

Although Owen & Wu 2013 made a visual comparison

of their theoretical curves with a previous Kepler ta-

ble, our having defined a desert boundary directly from

the data using statistical considerations allows for direct

quantitative comparisons with evaporation models.

In the parameter space of bolometric flux, the desert

region identified by Lundkvist et al. (2016) can be con-

sidered a subset of the desert we have drawn. However,

rather than try to define a region completely absent of

planets, we have shown that a much larger portion of

the parameter space spanning lifetime-integrated X-ray

fluxes from 8.23 ×1020 to 1024 erg/cm2 (see Table 2 for

tabulations of the desert boundary) can be considered

consistent with zero planets at the 2 σ level.

4.2. Evidence that the gaseous planets are sculpted by

photoevaporation, and a depletion in gaseous

planets at high lifetime integrated X-ray fluxes
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Figure 13. Changes in planet occurrence and the shape of the photoevaporation desert as a function of stellar type for the
Q1-17 DR 25 subsample. a) M & K type stars c) G type stars e) F type stars. The relative errors for the above subsamples are
shown in subplots b), d) and f) respectively. The plotting conventions are the same as for Fig. 7

Our finding of the center of the planet distribution

for gaseous planets (1.8 < R⊕ < 4) occuring at lower

lifetime-integrated X-ray fluxes compared to rocky plan-

ets (1.2 < R⊕ < 1.8) may be indicative of the dis-

tribution of gaseous planets as a function of lifetime-

integrated X-ray flux being shaped by the photoevap-

oration process. Similarly, it suggests a depletion in

gaseous compared to rocky planets at higher fluxes.

We find that the utility of examining the photoevap-

oration desert in the lifetime-integrated X-ray flux pa-

rameter space is most pronounced when looking at a

sample of planets orbiting a large variety of stellar types.

This is apparent in the transition of the stellar subsam-

ples from bolometric flux space in Fig. 11, where the

distributions peak at different fluxes, to lifetime X-ray

flux where the stellar subsamples pile up Fig. 12. The

1 – 2 dex drop in the AD statistics after this transi-

tion are indicative of variations in bolometric flux and

the LX/Lbol ratio as a function of stellar type being

the number one source of variation in the planet dis-

tributions of sub-Neptunes. When these variations are

corrected for and the sub-Neptunes are examined in life-

time X-ray flux space, we are left with a sample more

resembling a single distribution. We consider these pho-

toevaporative considerations to be the primary candi-

date for shaping our observed planet distributions as a
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Figure 14. Summed 1D occurrences over planet radius and lifetime-integrated X-ray flux, as a function of stellar type. a) M
& K type stars b) G type stars c) F type stars. The plotting conventions are the same as for Fig. 6

function of stellar types, as dynamical considersations

which also vary as a function of stellar type (e.g. tidal

loss) take place at considerably shorter orbital periods

(e.g. several hours for Sun-like stars) than even the tails

of our planet distributions.

4.3. Differences in the desert among stellar types:

Flares and coronal mass ejections as well as

predictions for future surveys of M dwarfs

After correcting for the bolometric variations among

stellar types using lifetime-integrated steady-state X-ray

fluxes, whatever variations that remain among stellar

types could possibly be a result of secondary X-ray emis-

sions from flares and coronal mass ejections, processes

that are also expected to vary as a function of stellar

type. Although obvious physical signatures of these

processes are not apparent in our results, we suggest

that our approach of accounting for steady-state X-ray

emissions when examining the photoevaporation desert,

coupled with higher precision measurements of late-type

stars using a methodology similar to that of the Califor-

nia Kepler Survey, could place observational constraints

on the importance of these secondary X-ray emission

sources on the photoevaporation process. Furthermore,

despite the variety of stellar types present in the Q1-17

DR 25 Kepler catalog, the lowest mass stars are still

early M dwarfs, whereas massive increases in flaring ac-

tivity begin with mid M-dwarfs later than M3. Cur-

rent and future surveys will discover many more planets

around mid M dwarfs. These include the K2 mission,

the Transiting Exoplanet Survey Satellite (TESS ), the

Planetary Transits and Oscillations of stars (PLATO)

mission, as well as the Characterizing Exoplanets Satel-

lite (CHEOPS ). The addition of the planets discovered

by these missions, in combination with our method of

correcting for steady-state X-ray emissions, could eval-

uate the significance of flaring in contributing to the

photoevaporation process.

4.4. The photoevaporation valley for late type stars

Our findings are suggestive at the 1σ level of a pho-

toevaporation valley for the M & K dwarfs, centered at

∼ 1.6R⊕. Thus the valley may not be unique to Sun-

type stars, and higher precision measurements of late-

type stars should allow for rigorous claims on its depen-

dence on stellar type. Our suggestion that the photoe-

vaporation valley continues for planets around for M &

K dwarfs motivates such follow-up measurements, which

in turn may allow for interpretation of the origins for the

photoevaporation valley—whether it be planet core lu-

minosity driving atmospheric loss (Ginzburg et al. 2017)
or the same photoevaporation process responsible for the

photoevaporation desert (Owen & Wu 2017).

5. SUMMARY

We have examined how lifetime-integrated X-ray flux

varies as a function of stellar mass and age. This

knowledge was used to cast the Kepler dataset into

the lifetime-integrated X-ray flux parameter space where

statistical constraints were placed on the photoevapora-

tion desert, as well as the photoevaporation valley for

late type stars. The key results of this study are sum-

marized below.

(i) Lifetime-integrated X-ray luminosity decreases

with stellar mass, and almost all of this drop happens

for M-dwarfs < 0.6 M�. Above this mass, the lifetime

X-ray luminosity is roughly flat with stellar mass since

increases in the saturation level and lifetime
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Figure 15. Histograms comparing the relative occurrence
densities of planets as a function of radius among stellar
types. The lines denote 1 σ error bars.

(ii) For a given present day insolation, planets around

lower mass stars experience relatively more X-ray flux

over their lifetimes (∼100 × more for a planet orbiting

a 0.3 M� star versus 1.2 M�).

(iii) We have defined a photoevaporation desert, a re-

gion consistent with a planet occurrence of zero at the

2 σ level. The highest lifetime X-ray flux at which the

desert boundary is drawn is 1.43 ×1022 erg/cm2 and lo-

cated at a radius of 1.52 – 1.93 R⊕. The lowest lifetime

X-ray flux at which the desert boundary is drawn is 8.23

×1020 erg/cm2, which is found at a radius of 3.11 – 3.94

R⊕.

(iv) We find that the flux-dependent behavior of rocky

and gaseous planets are different with 99% confidence.

We observe that the the distribution of rocky planets is

shifted to higher fluxes than the gaseous planets, sugges-

tive of a process shaping the highly irradiated gaseous

planet population which is not affecting the rocky plan-

ets (which we interpet as photoevaporation).

(v) The utility of examining the photoevaporation

desert in the lifetime-integrated X-ray flux parameter

space is most pronounced when looking at a sample of

planets orbiting a large variety of stellar types. The

probability density functions of the sub-Neptunes peak

at different bolometric fluxes for different stellar types.

Correcting for steady-state stellar X-ray fluxes by cast-

ing the sub-Neptune sample in lifetime-integrated X-ray

flux space, the planets around all stellar types more

closely resemble a single distribution.

(vi) Our findings are suggestive at the 1σ level of a

photoevaporation valley for the M & K dwarfs, centered

at ∼ 1.6R⊕.

We have not only place improved observational con-

straints on the location of the photoevaporation desert,

but have also developed a methodology to correct

for how steady-state X-ray emissions shape the sub-

Neptune population as a function of stellar type. We

suggest that this technique, combined with the greatly

increased sample size of planets around low-mass stars

that will be made available by current and future sur-

veys, will be valuable in isolating the effects that sec-

ondary X-ray emission sources such as flares and coronal

mass ejections have on the photoevaporative process.

DATA ACCESS

Machine readable versions of the integrated and in-

stantaneous X-ray luminosity as a function of stellar

mass and age (shown in 2a and 2c respectively) will be

made available on the corresponding author’s website,

https://www.mcdonaldastro.com. GDM welcomes any

and all inquiries regarding data availability, please do

not hesitate to reach out.
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