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ABSTRACT

Context. Planetary atmospheric evolution modelling is a prime tool for understanding the observed exoplanet population and con-
straining formation and migration mechanisms, but it can also be used to study the evolution of the activity level of planet hosts.
Aims. We constrain the planetary atmospheric mass fraction at the time of the dispersal of the protoplanetary disk and the evolution
of the stellar rotation rate for a dozen multi-planet systems that host sub-Neptunes and/or super-Earths.
Methods. We employ a custom-developed Python code that we have dubbed Pasta (Planetary Atmospheres and Stellar RoTation
RAtes), which runs within a Bayesian framework to model the atmospheric evolution of exoplanets. The code combines MESA stellar
evolutionary tracks, a model describing planetary structures, a model relating stellar rotation and activity level, and a model predicting
planetary atmospheric mass-loss rates based on the results of hydrodynamic simulations.
Results. Through a Markov chain Monte Carlo scheme, we retrieved the posterior probability density functions of all considered
parameters. For ages older than about 2 Gyr, we find a median spin-down (i.e. P(t) ∝ ty) of ȳ = 0.38+0.38

−0.27, indicating a rotation
decay slightly slower than classical literature values (≈0.5), though still within 1σ. At younger ages, we find a median spin-down (i.e.
P(t) ∝ tx) of x̄ = 0.26+0.42

−0.19, which is below what is observed in young open clusters, though within 1σ. Furthermore, we find that the x
probability distribution we derived is skewed towards lower spin-down rates. However, these two results are likely due to a selection
bias as the systems suitable to be analysed by Pasta contain at least one planet with a hydrogen-dominated atmosphere, implying
that the host star has more likely evolved as a slow rotator. We further look for correlations between the initial atmospheric mass
fraction of the considered planets and system parameters (i.e. semi-major axis, stellar mass, and planetary mass) that would constrain
planetary atmospheric accretion models, but without finding any.
Conclusions. Pasta has the potential to provide constraints to planetary atmospheric accretion models, particularly when considering
warm sub-Neptunes that are less susceptible to mass loss compared to hotter and/or lower-mass planets. The TESS, CHEOPS, and
PLATO missions are going to be instrumental in identifying and precisely measuring systems amenable to Pasta’s analysis and can
thus potentially constrain planet formation and stellar evolution.
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1. Introduction

A variety of planet-finding facilities have led to the detection of
more than 4000 exoplanets and an almost equal amount of can-
didates1. Such a large number of planets has allowed us to form
a picture of the galactic planet population and of the underlying
structures, which are believed to be caused by a combination of
formation, migration, and atmospheric evolution processes. For
example, the so-called sub-Jovian desert (e.g. Davis & Wheatley
2009; Szabó & Kiss 2011; Mazeh et al. 2016) and sub-Neptune
radius gap (e.g. Fulton et al. 2017; Fulton & Petigura 2018; Van
Eylen et al. 2018; MacDonald 2019) are among the most notice-
able structures in the observed exoplanet population.

The radius gap and the lower edge of the sub-Jovian desert
are currently believed to be the consequence of planetary at-
mospheric evolution, and in particular of atmospheric escape,
though in case of the radius gap the nature of the main escape-
driving mechanism is still unclear (e.g. Owen & Wu 2017; Owen
& Lai 2018; Jin & Mordasini 2018; Ginzburg et al. 2018; Gupta
& Schlichting 2019, 2020; Loyd et al. 2020; Sandoval et al.
2021). In general, it is believed that atmospheric escape plays

1 https://exoplanetarchive.ipac.caltech.edu/

a pivotal role in shaping the long-term evolution of planetary
atmospheres. Therefore, adequately tracking planetary atmo-
spheric evolution gives us the possibility to further understand
the observed planet population as well as gather critical infor-
mation about planet formation (e.g. Jin et al. 2014; Kubyshkina
et al. 2019b).

Atmospheric escape is particularly strong when planets are
young and is driven by the high-energy – X-ray and extreme
UV (EUV; together XUV) – emission of the host star (blow-off;
e.g. Watson et al. 1981; Lammer et al. 2003) and/or by the in-
ternal atmospheric energy and low planetary gravity (boil-off;
e.g. Stökl et al. 2015; Ginzburg et al. 2016; Owen & Wu 2017;
Fossati et al. 2017). For computational reasons, in atmospheric
evolution calculations, escape is computed employing analytical
formulas (e.g. the energy-limited approximation; Watson et al.
1981; Erkaev et al. 2007) that, however, are unreliable, particu-
larly in the regime that most matters for atmospheric evolution
(e.g. Kubyshkina et al. 2018b,a; Krenn et al. 2021). To circum-
vent this problem, Kubyshkina et al. (2018a) present an analyt-
ical expression that enables mass-loss rates to be computed for
a variety of planets on the basis of the large grid of hydrody-
namic upper atmosphere models published by Kubyshkina et al.
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(2018b), thus enabling both boil-off and blow-off to be simulta-
neously accounted for.

Estimating the evolution of a planetary atmosphere is fur-
ther complicated by the fact that the evolution of the rotation
rate, and thus of the high-energy emission, of late-type stars is
not unique. As a matter of fact, stellar rotation rate and XUV
emission are tightly bound, with faster rotating stars being XUV
brighter (e.g. Pallavicini et al. 1981; Pizzolato et al. 2003; John-
stone et al. 2015a). Along the main sequence, both rotation rate
and XUV emission decrease with time, but their evolutionary
path is not unique: After the saturation regime, stars born with
the same properties (i.e. mass and metallicity) can have widely
different initial rotation rates and XUV fluxes (e.g. Mamajek
& Hillenbrand 2008; Denissenkov et al. 2010; Johnstone et al.
2015a, 2021). The evolutionary paths of both rotation rate and
XUV emission merge at an age of about 2 Gyr (e.g. Tu et al.
2015), meaning that for older stars it is not possible to infer the
past rotation rate and XUV emission from observations alone. To
overcome this problem, Kubyshkina et al. (2019a,b) developed
an algorithm that enables the evolution of a hydrogen-dominated
planetary atmosphere to be tracked accounting for atmospheric
escape using mass-loss rates extracted from the grid of hydro-
dynamic models from Kubyshkina et al. (2018b). The algorithm
employs a Bayesian framework and the currently observed sys-
tem parameters to simultaneously constrain the past evolution
of the planetary atmosphere and of the stellar rotation rate, and
hence XUV emission. In practice, the algorithm returns a poste-
rior probability density function (PDF) for the planetary initial
atmospheric mass fraction and for the rotation rate of the host
star at any desired age.

In its original implementation the algorithm had been applied
to the HD3167, K2-32, Kepler-11, and ν2 Lup systems, con-
straining their past evolution (Kubyshkina et al. 2019a,b; Delrez
et al. 2021). However, the code relied on conversion parameters
(e.g. between the stellar rotation rate and X-ray emission, and
between X-ray and EUV flux) taken from the literature, which
suffer from significant uncertainties. We present here a major
update to the code, which we have dubbed Pasta (Planetary
Atmospheres and Stellar RoTation RAtes), where we also treat
these conversion parameters as free parameters and refine the gy-
rochronological relation. We then apply the algorithm to a large
number of systems for which the masses and radii for at least
one planet are known to better than 25% and 8%, respectively.
Our code is also able to deal with multi-planet systems, which
are the best targets as the multiple fitting points provided by the
different planets orbiting the same star increase the constraining
power of the algorithm.

We aim at studying the stellar spin-down after carefully
checking the consistency of our adopted framework with the
multiple and diverse constraints coming from observations, the-
ory, and literature. We also search for differences between the
distribution of rotation rates of young planet hosts with that of
young open cluster (OC) stars of comparable mass and age that
may hint at the presence of star-planet interactions (SPIs) early
on in the evolution of planetary systems. Finally, we look for cor-
relations between the derived planetary initial atmospheric mass
fractions and system parameters (e.g. initial atmospheric mass
fraction vs. either planetary or stellar mass and semi-major axis)
that would enable planetary accretion models, and thus planet
formation to be empirically constrained (e.g. Lozovsky et al.
2021).

This paper is organised as follows. Section 2 describes the
whole framework of the Pasta code, while Sect. 3 presents the
sample of exoplanetary systems analysed in this work. Our re-

sults are outlined in Sect. 4 and then thoroughly discussed in
Sect. 5. Finally, our conclusions are drawn in Sect. 6.

2. The Pasta algorithm

We modelled the evolutionary history of both planetary at-
mospheres and stellar rotation rates within a Bayesian frame-
work following a significant upgrade of Pasta, first presented by
Kubyshkina et al. (2019a,b). Below, we thoroughly describe the
entire algorithm and the implemented upgrades.

2.1. Stellar and planetary models

Modelling the evolution of an exoplanetary system requires the
use of several different modelling tools and results. The various
ingredients are stellar evolutionary tracks, a model of the stellar
XUV flux evolution, a planetary structure model relating plane-
tary parameters and atmospheric mass, and a model computing
planetary atmospheric escape.

The stellar evolutionary tracks are those present in the MESA
Isochrones and Stellar Tracks (MIST; Choi et al. 2016) grid,
which has been computed employing the MESA stellar evolu-
tionary code. Within the MIST grid, we consider tracks com-
puted for solar metallicity stars with a mass ranging between 0.4
and 1.3 M�, with steps of 0.05 M� up to 0.9 M� and steps of
0.02 M� for higher-mass stars. Each evolutionary track lists the
theoretically expected values of the stellar bolometric luminosity
Lbol, effective temperature Teff , and radius R? at any given epoch
t. These stellar parameters are fundamental to track the equilib-
rium temperature of the hosted exoplanets over time (Sect. 2.2).

The planetary structure model relating planetary mass Mp,
radius Rp, equilibrium temperature Teq, and atmospheric mass
Matm is that presented by Johnstone et al. (2015b). In this
work, we employ the model grid described by Kubyshkina et al.
(2018b), which spans the 1 to 40 M⊕ range and thus covering
super-Earths and sub-Neptunes.

Variations in Matm over time are computed considering the
atmospheric mass-loss rate Ṁatm, which depends on the stellar
XUV emission and planetary properties. Pasta uses the stellar ro-
tation period Prot as proxy for the stellar high-energy flux; there-
fore, it is essential to reconstruct the evolution of Prot with time
t: Prot(t), where the variable of temporal evolution t may span
the range from the initial reference epoch (e.g. the time of proto-
planetary disk dispersal, tdisk) up to the stellar age t?. For young
stars, that is stars with an age t? < 2 Gyr, we modelled Prot(t) as
a power law of the form

Prot(t) = Prot,?

(
t

t?

)x

t? < 2 Gyr (1)

where Prot,? is the present-day rotation period of the star, while
x is a free parameter varying within the [0,2] range to account
for the different rotation rates observed for young late-type stars
(see e.g. Tu et al. 2015, Fig. 2).

Instead, for stars older than 2 Gyr, the picture is more compli-
cated. Despite several gyrochronological relations being avail-
able in the literature (e.g. Barnes 2003; Mamajek & Hillenbrand
2008; Collier Cameron et al. 2009; Barnes 2010), all the period-
age relations are calibrated upon OCs, whose age has been pre-
viously estimated through a global isochrone fitting as all cluster
members are coeval. However, there is a lack of OCs for calibrat-
ing gyrochronological laws in the intermediate- and old-age do-
main and quite some doubts have been raised when applying gy-
rochronology to field stars. For example, Barnes (2009), Brown
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(2014), and Kovács (2015) found that for field stars isochronal
ages are considerably greater than gyrochronological ages. In
particular, Kovács (2015) stresses that field stars appear to have
significantly lower slow-down rates compared to their cluster
counterparts and van Saders et al. (2016) shows that fast rota-
tors are unexpectedly found among stars more evolved than the
Sun. A complete review of the reliable domains of application of
classical gyrochronological relations is beyond the scope of this
work, but the above considerations brought us to adopt a Prot(t)
relation, which assume the following form when a star is older
than 2 Gyr (ages in Gyr):

Prot(t) =

Prot,?

(
t
2

)x (
2
t?

)y
t < 2 Gyr

Prot,?

(
t

t?

)y
t ≥ 2 Gyr

t? ≥ 2 Gyr, (2)

where the broken power-law enables us to differentiate between
two evolutionary regimes, whose break is set at t = 2 Gyr. In
fact, stars even of the same spectral type may have different Prot
values at t = tdisk and hence evolve along different evolution-
ary rotation tracks, which then tend to converge towards similar
Prot values at t≈ 2 Gyr, where Prot(t = 2 Gyr) depends on stellar
mass. As a star may be characterised by highly different spin-
down rates in the first part of its life (t < 2 Gyr), the first regime
of Eq. (2) is governed by the x exponent spanning the [0, 2] range
as it happens for Eq. (1). Instead, the factor

(
2
t?

)y
allows the func-

tion to be continuous, as there is not dependence on the variable
t. The following stellar rotation evolution (t > 2 Gyr) is gener-
ally quieter; thus, we introduced an additional y exponent, which
varies within the [0.01,1] range, to model the stellar spin-down
rate. The value of the y exponent is centred around 1

2 , which is
the value adopted by the classical Skumanich-law (Skumanich
1972). Also, we remark that this value is very close to 0.566,
which is the value proposed by Mamajek & Hillenbrand (2008)
in their power-law gyrochronological relation. Equation (2) is
set up so that Prot(t = t?) = Prot,? and it guarantees continuity
of the function at t = 2 Gyr. To further ensure that Prot(t) is dif-
ferentiable at t = 2 Gyr, within the range t ∈ [1.5, tlim], where
2 ≤ tlim = min {2.5, t?}, we replaced the broken power-law with
a 3rd-degree single spline fitted onto the power-law.

The Prot(t) function does not explicitly include tidal effects
that may be induced by the planets on the host star. However the
flat and broad priors on the gyrochronological exponent allow us
to span between slow and fast spin-down rates. The occurring of
SPI is mentioned as a possible scenario in Sect. 5.2.

Given Prot at any given time, the X-ray stellar luminosity LX

(λ = 5-100 Å) can be estimated using scaling relations. Indeed,
LX, which traces stellar magnetic activity, can be expressed as a
function of Rossby number

Ro =
Prot

τ
, (3)

which probes the efficiency of the stellar magnetic dynamo (see
e.g. Noyes et al. 1984). τ is the convective turn-over time, which
is mass-dependent and we expressed it as (Wright et al. 2011)

log τ = 1.16 − 1.49 log
M
M�
− 0.54 log2 M

M�
. (4)

For increasing stellar rotational velocities, LX increases
monotonically (Pallavicini et al. 1981) following different mass-
dependent tracks (McDonald et al. 2019). This behaviour breaks
down for very fast rotators (e.g. Micela et al. 1985), so that be-
low a given threshold value of Prot (hence of Ro, say Rosat) LX
saturates, that is LX becomes Ro-independent, while keeping the

Table 1. Saturation values (RX,sat) adopted in our work for different mass
ranges, as inferred from McDonald et al. (2019). The last column lists
the values of the C coefficient in Eq. (5) for the average β = −2.70,
Cβ=−2.70.

Mass range [M�] RX,sat Cβ=−2.70

M < 0.687 7.4 × 10−4 3.00 × 10−6

0.687 ≤ M < 0.89 4.5 × 10−4 1.82 × 10−6

0.89 ≤ M < 1.12 2 × 10−4 8.10 × 10−7

M ≥ 1.12 5.5 × 10−5 2.23 × 10−7

dependence on M?: LX(Ro < Rosat) = LX,sat(M?). Therefore,
following Wright et al. (2011), we modelled the ratio between
LX and the stellar bolometric luminosity Lbol as

RX ≡
LX

Lbol
=

{
RX,sat Ro ≤ Rosat

CRoβ Ro > Rosat
(5)

where Rosat = 0.13 is the saturation threshold of Ro as quanti-
fied by Wright et al. (2011), while β = −2.70 ± 0.13 has been
estimated by Wright et al. (2011) from an unbiased sample of
late-type stars for which both Prot and LX had been measured.
As RX,sat ≡ LX,sat/Lbol depends on stellar mass, rather than fixing
it to the best-fit value as in Wright et al. (2011), we evaluated
RX,sat for different mass ranges from McDonald et al. (2019, Fig.
1), adopting the values that are reported in Table 1. For each mass
range, the C coefficient in Eq. (5) is then computed accordingly
to guarantee the continuity of RX at Ro = Rosat. For reference,
the C values for the average β = −2.70 are reported in Table 1,
but we remark that the default behaviour of our tool is that β
varies according to a Gaussian prior whose σ = 0.13. Therefore,
C depends also on β.

From LX , we infer the EUV (λ = 100-920 Å) stellar luminos-
ity (LEUV) via the relation reported by Sanz-Forcada et al. (2011)

log LEUV = (qSF ± σq) + (mSF ± σm) log LX

= (4.80 ± 1.99) + (0.860 ± 0.073) log LX , (6)

where both X-ray and EUV luminosities are expressed in erg/s.
The term LEUV is the key-ingredient necessary to finally compute
Ṁatm. To this end, we employed the hydro-based approximation
(HBA) presented by Kubyshkina et al. (2018a), which is an ana-
lytical formulation of Ṁatm extracted by fitting the results of the
large grid of upper planetary atmosphere hydrodynamic mod-
els presented by Kubyshkina et al. (2018b). The HBA speeds up
decisively the computation of Ṁatm compared to using hydrody-
namic simulations and, at the same time, it removes the physi-
cal limitations of the energy-limited approximations (e.g. Krenn
et al. 2021). In detail, Kubyshkina et al. (2018a) computes Ṁatm
following two different functional behaviours, which depend on
the restricted Jeans escape parameter of a planet (Jeans 1925;
Fossati et al. 2017)

Λ =
GMpmH

RpkBTeq
, (7)

where G is the universal gravitational constant, kB is the Boltz-
mann constant, and mH is the hydrogen mass. In particular,
Kubyshkina et al. (2018a) express the atmospheric mass-loss
rate (in g/s) of a given planet as a function of semi-major axis
a and Rp as

Ṁatm = eα0

(
FEUV

erg cm−2 s−1

)α1 ( a
AU

)α2
(

Rp

R⊕

)α3

ΛK , (8)
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where e is Euler’s number and FEUV =
LEUV
4πa2 is the EUV stellar

flux at the distance of the planet, while the exponent K is given
by

ln K = ζ + θ ln
a

AU
. (9)

The values of the exponents α0, α1, α2, α3, and K (through ζ
and θ) are listed in Table 2 for convenience and vary according
to whether ln Λ is smaller or larger than the threshold value eΣ,
where

Σ =
15.611 − 0.578 ln FEUV

erg cm−2 s−1 + 1.537 ln a
AU + 1.018 ln Rp

R⊕

5.564 + 0.894 ln a
AU

.

(10)

Equation (8) enables the evolution of the atmospheric mass
with time to then computed.

2.2. The statistical framework

Pasta works within a Bayesian framework and can take the fol-
lowing jump parameters: (i) the y exponent of the gyrochrono-
logical relation; (ii) the stellar rotation period at an age of 150
Myr Prot,150, where 150 Myr is a representative early stage of
stellar evolution that enables us to directly compare the posterior
PDF obtained for a given star with the respective distribution
gathered from measurements of the rotation period of OC stars
(e.g. Johnstone et al. 2015a; see below for the reason for which
we decided to use Prot,150 instead of x as jump parameter); (iii)
the β exponent of Eq. (5); (iv) the qSF and mSF coefficients of
Eq. (6); (v) the epoch of dispersal of the proto-planetary disk
tdisk; (vi) t?, Prot,?, and M?; and (vii) for each planet, a, Mp, and
f start
atm = fatm(tdisk) =

Matm
Mp

∣∣∣∣
t=tdisk

, which is the atmospheric mass
fraction evaluated at the beginning of the evolution, that is, for
t = tdisk.

Pasta starts the evolution after the dispersal of the proto-
planetary disk, whose timescale is estimated to be a few
megayears (see e.g. Montmerle et al. 2010; Alexander et al.
2014; Kimura et al. 2016; Gorti et al. 2016, and references
therein). Therefore, although tdisk can be set as a jump param-
eter, for this work we fix it at tdisk = 5 Myr. We will explore the
capability of Pasta to also constrain tdisk in a future work.

The default setup is imposing Normal (Gaussian) priors
N(µ, σ) on t?, Prot,?, M?, a, and Mp, which are obtained through
observations and stellar evolutionary models. Normal priors
are imposed also on β, qSF, and mSF having N(−2.70, 0.13),
N(4.80, 1.99), and N(0.860, 0.073), respectively.

Instead, the parameters y, Prot,150, and f start
atm are set having

uniform priors. In particular, a flat prior on Prot,150 implies a uni-
form sampling of values within the specified Prot,150-range and
avoids biasing the sampling towards low Prot,150 values, which
would happen if a uniform prior on x was assumed. In practice,
the output of the code are posterior PDFs for Prot,150 and f start

atm
that are constrained by the currently observed system parame-
ters and according to the considered input models.

As a statistical framework, Pasta uses a Markov chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) scheme implemented through the MC3 tool (Cu-
billos et al. 2017). At each chain step Pasta samples a set of in-
put parameters from the priors and it first selects the proper grid
of stellar models according to the step value of M?, so to infer
Lbol, Teff , and R? by interpolation within the stellar evolution-
ary tracks at the starting epoch of evolution tdisk. Then, for each

considered planet in the system, Pasta computes the equilibrium
temperature as

Teq = Teff

√
R?

2a
, (11)

which assumes zero albedo and a moderately rotating planet, so
that its entire spherical surface re-irradiates the flux received by
the host star. Then, Teq and the step values of Mp and f start

atm enable
interpolation within the planetary structure model grid to obtain
the initial planetary radius R̂p(tdisk). At this point, from the step
value of Prot computed from Eq. (1) or (2), Pasta estimates FEUV
using the scaling relations given in Eqs. (5) and (6), so that Ṁatm
can be computed through Eq. (8).

The code continuously increases the evolutionary age by ∆t,
which is adjusted such that the atmospheric mass loss is less
than 5% of the entire atmospheric mass Matm. At the end of
each MCMC step the code has generated a planetary evolution-
ary track by updating Matm (from Ṁatm and the time step ∆t), and
hence the planetary radius R̂p(tdisk+∆t). This loop terminates (i.e.
the planetary evolutionary track reaches its end) when either the
evolution reaches the present day stellar age t? or the atmosphere
is fully lost. The theoretical present-day planetary radius R̂p(t?)
is finally compared with the observed value Rp and that specific
MCMC step is accepted according to the Metropolis-Hastings
acceptance rule discussed in Cubillos et al. (2017).

The algorithm uses the planetary radii as observational con-
straints to drive the chains’ convergence. An alternative option
implemented in the code is to track the atmospheric mass frac-
tion f̂atm(t), rather than R̂p(t), to finally compare f̂atm(t?) with its
observational counterpart fatm(t?) that may be obtained through
a planetary atmospheric structure model and the planetary ba-
sic parameters (e.g. Rogers et al. 2011; Lopez & Fortney 2014;
Dorn et al. 2017; Delrez et al. 2021).

The final results are posterior PDFs for each considered pa-
rameter. It is crucial to check the prior-posterior consistency of
those parameters for which normal priors were imposed. If those
priors are respected, the posterior PDFs of the parameters for
which uniform priors were set (Prot,150 and f start

atm in this case) may
be considered physically reliable or, at least, consistent with the
adopted framework.

As already highlighted by Kubyshkina et al. (2019b), the
constraining power of the code increases with increasing number
of planets in the system. This is because the code has multiple
fitting points (i.e. the radius of each planet in the system), but at
the same time all planets in the system orbit around the same star
and thus simultaneously constrain Prot,150. Furthermore, the code
can also be employed to constrain planetary masses in case the
values are either poorly constrained or unavailable, as shown for
example by Kubyshkina et al. (2019a) and Bonfanti et al. (2021).

The reliability of Pasta’s results depend on the reliability
and accuracy of the input system parameters, of the background
models, and of the assumptions. The scheme described above
is based on two main assumptions:(i) the considered planets ei-
ther hosted in the past or still host a hydrogen-dominated at-
mosphere (see Owen et al. 2020, for a thorough discussion on
the general validity of this assumption); and (ii) planet migra-
tion happened inside the disk and the planetary orbital separation
does not change following disk dispersal (i.e. a is constant over
time). Furthermore, the planetary structure models we consider
assume that planetary cores have an Earth-like density, regard-
less of the planetary mass. Lopez & Fortney (2014) and Petigura
et al. (2016) validated this assumption showing that, for planets
with a hydrogen-dominated atmosphere, the planetary radius is
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Table 2. Coefficients of Equation (8) taken from Kubyshkina et al. (2018a, Table 1).

α0 α1 α2 α3 ζ θ
Λ < eΣ 32.0199 0.4222 −1.7489 3.7679 −6.8618 0.0095
Λ ≥ eΣ 16.4084 1.0000 −3.2861 2.7500 −1.2978 0.8846

generally independent of the assumed core composition. How-
ever, a result of this assumption is that the algorithm works ap-
propriately only for planets with an average density ρp ≤ 1ρ⊕.

3. The sample

We compiled the sample of systems analysed in this work on the
basis of the catalogue presented by Otegi et al. (2020), which
contains systems for which for at least one planet the uncer-
tainties on Mp and Rp are smaller than 25% and 8%, respec-
tively. Within this sample, we further selected just systems host-
ing planets with 5 . Mp/M⊕ . 30 in order to remain within the
boundaries of the planetary structure and escape model grids we
have available. Furthermore, we considered exclusively multi-
planet systems, to benefit from the simultaneous multiple con-
strain on Prot,150.

Following the aforementioned criteria, we ended up with a
dozen systems. The planetary input parameters required to run
Pasta, and their sources, are listed in Table 3 (first five columns).
In most cases, we took the same sources as chosen by Otegi et al.
(2020), further complementing them with additional sources in
case of missing information. For Kepler-11, given the several
and often not consistent Mp values present in the literature, we
decided to combine the solutions provided by different authors,
in an attempt to increase the robustness of the considered plane-
tary masses. In practice, we treated each estimated M +σup

p−σlow
as a

Normal PDF with possibly asymmetric tails and we summed all
PDFs referring to the same planet. We then extracted the mode
and estimated the asymmetric uncertainties from the resulting
distribution.

Besides the planetary parameters, Pasta also requires M?, t?,
and Prot,? as input. We obtained both stellar mass and age by ho-
mogeneously analysing the host stars using the isochrone place-
ment algorithm described in Bonfanti et al. (2015, 2016). Ba-
sic input parameters of the isochrone placement were the stellar
effective temperature Teff,?, metallicity [Fe/H]?, gravity log g?,
Gaia magnitude G?, and the Gaia parallax π?. When available
from observations, the stellar rotation period Prot,?, the projected
rotational velocity v sin i? and the chromospheric activity index
log R′HK were further added to the basic input set of the isochrone
placement to possibly remove isochronal degeneracies, to im-
prove convergence. Following Bonfanti et al. (2021), we finally
enlarged the internal uncertainties on M? and t? by adding in
quadrature 4% and 20%, respectively, to account for isochrones’
systematics.

Any observational Prot,? value imposes a further constraint
during the preliminary stellar age derivation process within the
isochrone placement algorithm, but it is an optional parameter.
Conversely, the following application of our Pasta algorithm al-
ways requires an estimate for Prot,?. Among the considered sam-
ple of systems, just Kepler-11, Kepler-411, and WASP-47 have
published Prot values. For the other stars, we estimated their cur-
rent rotation periods by numerically inverting the gyrochrono-
logical relation of Barnes (2010) as their ages are known from
the evolutionary isochrones and tracks via the isochrone place-
ment technique.

All stellar input parameters are listed in Table 4. Except for
the M?, t?, and most of the Prot,? values, which we computed as
described above, all the other listed parameters were taken from
the same sources specified in Table 3.

4. Results

Pasta returns posterior distributions for each jump parameter. As
discussed above, the main results are the posterior distributions
of Prot,150 and f start

atm , which were set with uniform priors, but to
assess their reliability it is necessary to first check the prior-
posterior agreement for those parameters for which a Normal
prior based on observations was imposed.

As an example illustrating the capabilities of Pasta, we
present in Figs. 1 and 2 the priors and posteriors of all consid-
ered jump parameters for the K2-285 planetary system, which
contains four planets. Similar plots, but for all other considered
systems, are shown in Appendix A.

4.1. The exoplanetary system K2-285

In the following, we aim to guide the reader through the inter-
pretation of the plots shown Figs. 1 and 2, and in turn in Ap-
pendix A. Starting from Fig. 1, the posterior distributions (blue
histograms) of t?, Prot,?, and M? (first row, second to fourth
panel) nicely agree with their respective priors (red Gaussians).
The very slight tension between priors and posteriors of qSF and
mSF (third row, first and second panel) highlights the importance
of setting them as jump parameters rather than fixing them (see
also Sect. 5.1). In fact, giving enough degrees of freedom to the
algorithm allows it to find the best match between theoretical
and observational constraints.

The global prior-posterior agreement, despite the large num-
ber of interacting models composing the algorithm, suggests
that the PDF of Prot,150 unveiling the past rotation history of
K2-285 (first row, leftmost panel) can be considered to be re-
liable within the given assumptions and gives a median value
of P̄rot,150 = 15.3+13.5

−9.4 days. A comparison of the PDF of Prot,150
with the Prot,150 distribution obtained from considering stars hav-
ing |MJ15 − M?,K2−285| < 0.1M� within the sample of Johnstone
et al. (2015a) indicates that, when it was young, K2-285 was a
slow rotator.

The second row of Fig. 1 contains three panels. The leftmost
panel displays the estimated LX at 150 Myr, which is derived
through Eq. (5) and considering Prot,150, while the other two pan-
els show the PDFs of the gyrochronological exponents x and y.
Although characterised by a well defined peak, the PDF of LX
presents a little bump at log LX > 29.5, which results because
LX saturates at low Prot values (saturation regime). As a matter
of fact, LX and Prot are anti-correlated, but in the regime of very
fast rotators (low Prot), LX stops increasing and becomes equal
to LX,sat, which depends only on stellar mass (see e.g. Wright
et al. 2011, Fig. 2). Therefore, towards large values, the PDF of
LX stops decreasing smoothly and all LX,sat values are lumped
in the last bins towards high LX values. In some cases, this bin
is so pronounced to enter the highest posterior density (HPD)
credible interval, but the HPD credible interval for LX should be
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Table 3. Planetary radii Rp, masses Mp, and semi-major axes a taken from the literature and adopted in this work, followed by the main results
obtained with Pasta (median values and 1-σ confidence interval), that is the stellar rotation period at 150 Myr (Prot,150), the theoretically-estimated
planetary mass (M̂p), and the atmospheric mass fraction at t = tdisk = 5 Myr ( f start

atm ).

Planet Rp [R⊕] Mp [M⊕] a [AU] Source Prot,150 [d] M̂p [M⊕] f start
atm

HD 3167 b 1.7+0.18
−0.15 5.02 ± 0.38 0.01815 ± 0.00023 Ch17 11.8+13.7

−8.2
5.02+0.37

−0.36 0.45+0.37
−0.30

HD 3167 c 3.01+0.42
−0.28 9.8+1.3

−1.24 0.1795 ± 0.0023 Ch17 9.9 ± 1.3 0.20+0.53
−0.17

K2-24 b 5.4 ± 0.2 19+2.2
−2.1 0.154 ± 0.002(a) Pe18 9.1+8.4

−6.2
19.1+1.9

−2.0 0.27+0.45
−0.15

K2-24 c 7.5 ± 0.3 15.4+1.9
−1.8 0.247 ± 0.004(a) Pe18 15.4 ± 1.7 0.43+0.30

−0.14
K2-285 b 2.59 ± 0.06 9.68+1.21

−1.37 0.03817+0.00095
−0.00092 Pa19

15.3+13.5
−9.4

9.5+1.1
−1.0 0.48 ± 0.33

K2-285 c 3.53 ± 0.08 15.68+2.28
−2.13 0.0824 ± 0.0018 Pa19 15.7+2.3

−2.1 0.0384+0.0052
−0.0053

K2-285 d 2.48 ± 0.06 < 6.5 0.1178 ± 0.0029 Pa19 3.59+0.33
−0.34 0.47 ± 0.36

K2-285 e 1.95 ± 0.05 < 10.7 0.1804+0.0042
−0.0043 Pa19 2.04+0.20

−0.18 0.49+0.34
−0.35

KOI-94 c 4.32 ± 0.41 9.4+2.4
−2.1

(b) 0.1013 ± 0.0013 We13
6.2+4.3
−3.9

9.8+1.8
−1.7 0.51 ± 0.34

KOI-94 d 11.27 ± 1.06 52.1+6.9
−7.1

(b) 0.1684 ± 0.0022 We13 51.1+7.0
−7.2 0.46+0.11

−0.09
KOI-94 e 6.56 ± 0.62 13+2.5

−2.1
(b) 0.3046 ± 0.0040 We13 13.2+2.4

−2.2 0.215+0.044
−0.040

Kepler-11 b 1.8+0.03
−0.05 2.8+2.3

−1.6
(c) 0.091 ± 0.001 Li13

7.1+6.8
−4.5

5.68+0.38
−0.35 0.49 ± 0.34

Kepler-11 c 2.87+0.05
−0.06 2.8+3.4

−1.9
(c) 0.107 ± 0.001 Li13 8.0+1.2

−1.1 0.51+0.33
−0.34

Kepler-11 d 3.12+0.06
−0.07 6.9+1.1

−1.2
(d) 0.155 ± 0.001 Li13 6.00+0.85

−0.59 0.44+0.38
−0.34

Kepler-11 e 4.19+0.07
−0.09 7.2+2.0

−1.6
(d) 0.195 ± 0.002 Li13 6.33+0.99

−0.57 0.43+0.39
−0.31

Kepler-11 f 2.49+0.04
−0.07 1.7+0.9

−0.6
(d) 0.25 ± 0.002 Li13 3.08+0.27

−0.22 0.50 ± 0.33
Kepler-11 g 3.33+0.06

−0.08 < 25 0.466 ± 0.004 Li13 16.3 ± 9.2 0.043+0.016
−0.023

Kepler-18 b 2 ± 0.1 6.9 ± 3.4 0.0447 ± 0.0006 Co11
10.1+10.7

−6.8

7.9+1.2
−1.1 0.52+0.33

−0.35
Kepler-18 c 5.49 ± 0.26 17.3 ± 1.9 0.0752 ± 0.0011 Co11 17.8+1.8

−2.1 0.49+0.34
−0.31

Kepler-18 d 6.98 ± 0.33 16.4 ± 1.4 0.1172 ± 0.0017 Co11 15.9 ± 1.5 0.28+0.31
−0.07

Kepler-20 c 3.047+0.064
−0.056 12.75+2.17

−2.24 0.0949+0.0027
−0.0023 Bu16

11.6+10.5
−7.8

12.5+2.1
−2.2 0.39+0.42

−0.36
Kepler-20 d 2.744+0.073

−0.055 10.1+4.0
−3.7 0.3506+0.0081

−0.0101 Bu16 10.5+3.6
−3.5 0.0249+0.0063

−0.0086
Kepler-20 e 0.865+0.026

−0.028 < 3.08(e) 0.0639+0.0019
−0.0014 Bu16 0.650+0.062

−0.061 0.69+0.20
−0.34

Kepler-20 f 1.003+0.05
−0.089 < 14.3(e) 0.1396+0.0036

−0.0035 Bu16 1.03+0.22
−0.20 0.59+0.29

−0.36
Kepler-25 b 2.748+0.038

−0.035 8.7+2.5
−2.3 0.06999 ± 0.00051(f) Mi19 5.3+3.4

−3.2
9.6+2.1
−1.4 0.63+0.31

−0.42
Kepler-25 c 5.217+0.07

−0.065 15.2+1.3
−1.6 0.11255 ± 0.00081(f) Mi19 14.3+1.6

−1.7 0.09+0.16
−0.01

Kepler-36 b 1.498+0.061
−0.049 3.83+0.11

−0.10 0.1153 ± 0.0015(g) Vi20 8.6+7.2
−5.3

3.80 ± 0.10 0.50 ± 0.34
Kepler-36 c 3.679+0.096

−0.091 7.13 ± 0.18 0.1283 ± 0.0016(g) Vi20 7.14+0.17
−0.18 0.51 ± 0.33

Kepler-411 c 4.421 ± 0.062 26.4 ± 5.9 0.0739 ± 0.001 Su19 4.0+3.5
−2.7

26.0+6.5
−5.9 0.16+0.48

−0.10
Kepler-411 d 3.319 ± 0.104 15.2 ± 5.1 0.279 ± 0.004 Su19 15.4 ± 4.9 0.050+0.018

−0.016
Kepler-48 b 1.88 ± 0.10 3.9 ± 2.1 0.05302 ± 0.00044(f) Ma14

8.6+11.2
−6.2

6.21+0.94
−0.86 0.50 ± 0.34

Kepler-48 c 2.71 ± 0.14 14.6 ± 2.3 0.08485 ± 0.00071(f) Ma14 16.7+1.8
−1.7 0.50 ± 0.34

Kepler-48 d 2.04 ± 0.11 7.9 ± 4.6 0.22902 ± 0.00192(f) Ma14 8.4+1.4
−1.3 0.49+0.35

−0.34
WASP-47 d 3.576 ± 0.046 13.1 ± 1.5 0.08505+0.019

−0.00121
(f) Va17 8.8+8.2

−5.7
13.2+1.5

−1.6 0.13+0.50
−0.10

WASP-47 e 6.35 ± 0.64 6.83 ± 0.66 0.01675+0.0038
−0.00024

(f) Va17 7.29+0.65
−0.66 0.59+0.35

−0.38

Notes. Ch17: Christiansen et al. (2017); Pe18: Petigura et al. (2018); Pa19: Palle et al. (2019); We13: Weiss et al. (2013); Li13: Lissauer et al.
(2013); Co11: Cochran et al. (2011); Bu16: Buchhave et al. (2016); Mi19: Mills et al. (2019); Vi20: Vissapragada et al. (2020); Su19: Sun et al.
(2019); Ma14: Marcy et al. (2014); Va17: Vanderburg et al. (2017)
(a) From Petigura et al. (2016) (b) From Masuda et al. (2013) (c) Combination of estimates from Lissauer et al. (2011), Lissauer et al. (2013), Borsato
et al. (2014), and Hadden & Lithwick (2014) (d) Same as (c) + Hadden & Lithwick (2017) (e) From Fressin et al. (2012) (f) Computed from Kepler
III law (g) From Carter et al. (2012)

continuous. This means that in these cases the high LX solution
should be considered to be a bias driven by the lumping of high
LX values in a narrow range independently of Prot.

The median of the x distribution x̄ = 0.23+0.33
−0.16 points towards

a slow stellar spin-down if compared to the spin-down rates the-
oretically expected by Tu et al. (2015, Fig. 2). In fact, the median
x̄ we derived for K2-285 corresponds to the 10th percentile of the
theoretical distribution. Moreover, the HPD credible interval of
y spans values below 0.50 and the median of the distribution is
ȳ = 0.32+0.37

−0.24, which is smaller (though within 1σ) of the classi-
cal Skumanich exponent that is equal to 1

2 . We refer the reader
to Sects. 5.1 and 5.2 for a deeper discussion about the spin-down
rate of our targets.

Figure 2 shows the PDFs of the semi-major axis a (first row),
mass Mp (second row), and initial atmospheric mass fraction
f start
atm (third row) for each planet detected in the K2-285 system.

The Normal priors imposed on a are respected by the posteriors.
Normal priors were also imposed on the masses of planets b and
c (second row, two leftmost panels) as derived from radial veloc-
ity, while uniform priors were imposed on planets d and f, which
have just upper mass limits (Palle et al. 2019).

Figure 2 shows that Pasta is unable to constrain f start
atm for

planets b, d, and e, whose posteriors are essentially flat. In other
words, any atmospheric mass fraction at t = tdisk is compati-
ble with their present-day atmospheric content, which is negligi-
ble. Instead, for planet c Pasta gives a current atmospheric mass
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fraction of f now
atm,c ≈ 0.025 and returns a well constrained initial at-

mospheric mass fraction of f̄ start
atm,c = 0.0384+0.0052

−0.0053. Therefore, it
is the constraint imposed by planet c that mainly drives the at-
mospheric evolution of the K2-285 system, defining the activity
level of the host star over time. As a positive side effect of study-
ing multi-planet system, despite the uniform priors and as a re-
sult of planet c constraining the evolution of the stellar rotation
rate, Pasta returns a rather tight constraint on the masses of plan-
ets d and e, for which we obtain 3.59+0.33

−0.34 M⊕ and 2.04+0.20
−0.18 M⊕,

respectively.
The K2-285 corner plot of all the relevant jump parameters

within our framework is shown in Fig. 3. It emphasises the over-
all lack of correlation between the majority of the jump parame-
ters with a few exceptions. For example, qSF and mSF are clearly
anti-correlated. The reason is that the data point scatter quantita-
tively described by Eq. (6) occupies a broad strip in the log LEUV-
log LX plane, which is quantified by the high σq. By decreasing
the intercept qSF and increasing the slope mSF at the same time,
the best-fit line still spans the same strip.

Another anti-correlation involves f start
atm,c and Mc. Planet c is

the only one characterised by a tight constraint on its f start
atm . The

higher Mc, the higher the gravitational potential that retains the
atmosphere; therefore, Pasta estimates a lower value for f start

atm,c to
still match the present-day atmospheric content given the lower
mass-loss rate. Finally there are positive correlations involving
the masses of planets b, d, and e, which are the ones for which
Pasta was not able to constrain their respective f start

atm . As planet
d and e have no observational constraints on their masses, it
is likely that the mass correlations reflect correlations present
within our planetary structure models, when only Teq drives the
mass posterior PDFs.

5. Discussion

We combined the results obtained from all 12 systems to prelim-
inary check whether the results of our framework agree with the
considered empirical relations and then derive the distributions
of the gyrochronological exponents x and y (Sect. 5.1). Further-
more, as Johnstone et al. (2015a) report the observed rotation
periods of OC stars of 150 and 600 Myr, we also compared the
average distributions of Prot,150 and Prot,600 with those derived
from stars member of young OCs to look for possible traces of
SPI occurring during the first stages of evolution (Sect. 5.2). Fi-
nally, we looked for correlations between the derived f start

atm values
and system parameters to constrain planetary atmospheric accre-
tion models (Sect. 5.3).

5.1. The gyrochronological exponents

Kubyshkina et al. (2019a) and Kubyshkina et al. (2019b) pre-
sented the results of several tests performed on synthetic systems
aiming at validating Pasta’s framework, but they did not enable
a validation of the physical results. Because of the nature of the
results provided by Pasta, it is not possible to use any real system
to validate the output Prot,150 and f start

atm distributions. However, as
our framework is built on several empirical relations and theoret-
ical models, we checked a posteriori whether the results obtained
for the different systems respect all observational, empirical, and
theoretical constraints at the same time. For example, the poste-
rior PDFs on M? and t? are driven by MESA theoretical models,
while the priors imposed on qSF, mSF, and β have an empirical
root.

The three panels of Fig. 4 show the merged posterior PDFs
(blue histograms) for qSF, mSF, and β, which have been obtained
by combining the posterior distributions coming from the analy-
sis of each planetary system. The agreement between posteriors
and priors (black Gaussians) of these parameters in addition to
the overall prior-posterior agreement of all the jump parameters
seen in each analysis tells us that both the theoretical and empir-
ical components of our framework lead to a consistent picture.

This preliminary check strengthens the statistics we derived
for the gyrochronological exponents. In fact, we also merged the
x and y posterior distributions of all our selected targets produc-
ing the histograms shown in Fig. 5. We recall that the x exponent
controls the rotation rate of the star during its first 2 Gyr of life.
This rate may vary significantly from star to star, in fact rota-
tional evolutionary tracks differing by as much as ∼1.5 orders of
magnitude tend to converge towards the same Prot after a couple
of Gyr (Tu et al. 2015, their Figure 2). Instead, the y exponent
controls the decay of the stellar rotation rate at older ages.

The classical Skumanich (1972) law models the decay of Prot
of main sequence stars as a function of time through a power-law
whose exponent is 1

2 . Other examples of gyrochronological rela-
tions in the form of power-laws may be found in, for example,
Barnes (2003), Barnes (2007), Mamajek & Hillenbrand (2008),
and Collier Cameron et al. (2009). These works emphasise that
Prot may be predicted from knowledge of both stellar age and
colour index, where the latter is taken as a proxy of stellar mass.
The different authors still suggest an age dependence of the form
Prot ∝ tα, where α = 0.5 (Barnes 2003), α = 0.5189 (Barnes
2007), α = 0.566 (Mamajek & Hillenbrand 2008), and α = 0.56
(Collier Cameron et al. 2009). If, on the one hand, the majority
of literature sources tend to prefer α values slightly greater than
0.5, on the other hand, Meibom et al. (2009) confirm the em-
pirical Prot ∝ t

1
2 dependence for G-type stars, but find a slower

spin-down rate (i.e. compatible with α < 0.5) for K stars. All in
all, an exponent of ∼ 1

2 appears to be generally adequate to de-
scribe stellar spin-downs for population studies, but slight varia-
tions may be expected on a star by star basis, especially for stars
with a mass different from that of G-type stars.

Figure 5 indicates that the reference (i.e. median) gy-
rochronological exponent for our host stars can be estimated as
ȳ = 0.38+0.38

−0.27 with a general preference for slow spin-down rates,
even if the 84.14th percentile ȳ+1σ = 0.76 demonstrates the heav-
iness of the right tail. The difference between our inferred ȳ value
and the y values reported in the literature is well below 1σ.

The preference towards lower spin-down rates shown by our
stellar sample may be the result of a selection bias. As a matter
of fact, exoplanets are preferentially found around quiet stars,
hence slow rotators. This is supported also by the x distribution
with a median of x̄ = 0.26+0.42

−0.19, which strongly favours a quiet
evolution during the first stages of stellar evolution given its me-
dian. We thoroughly discuss this in Sect. 5.2. With reference to
Tu et al. (2015, Fig. 2, left panel), the range of our x values de-
fined by the 68.3% confidence interval is compatible with the set
of rotational evolutionary tracks spanning the same percentile
range, even if our x distribution is skewed towards lower values
with x̄ being approximately the rate displayed by the red track of
Tu et al. (2015, 10th percentile of the predicted rotational distri-
bution).

Finally, we stress that gyrochronological relations in the lit-
erature are usually calibrated on OC stars (as they are a coeval),
which are generally young. Instead, although dependent by the
stellar and planetary models in use, our approach – constrained
by the present-day Matm – may infer the rate of rotational decay
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Fig. 1. Stellar properties of the K2-285 system given by Pasta. First row: Prot,150, t?, Prot,?, and M?. Second row: LX at 150 Myr, and the x and y
exponents adopted by the gyrochronological relations given by Eqs. (1) and (2). Third row: qSF and mSF coefficients of Eq. (6), and the β exponent
of Eq. (5). The output posterior PDFs are shown as blue histograms, with the green area representing the 68.3% HPD credible interval. The red
curves are the Gaussian or flat (uninformative) imposed priors. When absent (second row), no specific prior was imposed on the parameter; in
particular, x and LX are mathematically derived from the PDFs of the jump parameters. The black histogram in the top-leftmost panel represents
the Prot,150 distribution extracted from the sample of Johnstone et al. (2015a) considering stars with a mass differing by less than 0.1 M� from the
mass of K2-285.

for stars of any age. The lower spin-down rates we found are
consistent with the conclusions independently drawn by Kovács
(2015) or van Saders et al. (2016) about non-cluster field stars
and give an original contribution to the gyrochronological stud-
ies of planet-hosting stars.

5.2. Rotation rates at young ages

We combined all the Prot,150 distributions we obtained from each
analysed system finally obtaining the distribution shown by the
blue histogram in Fig. 6. This distribution has a median value of
P̄rot,150 = 7.9+9.8

−5.3 days, where the error bars are 1σ uncertainties.
We further used the results of Johnstone et al. (2015a) to con-
struct a Prot J,150 distribution considering stars member of ∼ 150
Myr old OCs and having the same mass distribution as that of
the planet hosts analysed here. This distribution is shown by a
black line in Fig. 6 and has a median value of P̄rot J,150 = 2.2+1.5

−1.4

days, which is ∼ 1σ smaller than the median value derived for
our sample of planet-hosting stars.

Figure 6 suggests that the rotation rate at an age of 150 Myr
of the sample of planet-hosting stars analysed in this work is on
average slower than what observed for the majority of stars. Be-
cause of the small number statistics it is not possible to conclude
whether this is the result of SPI or not, but the most likely ex-
planation for this difference is a selection bias. By construction,
Pasta’s capability of constraining Prot,150 of a given star hinges
on it hosting at least one planet with a hydrogen-dominated at-
mosphere that has been and/or is still affected by atmospheric
escape. On average, it is easier to find such planets orbiting stars
that when young were slow rotators, because if they had been
fast rotators the planets would have more likely lost their hy-
drogen envelope. Similar considerations hold for Prot,600, where
P̄rotJ,600 = 6.3+1.6

−1.5 days is smaller than P̄rot,600 = 11.5+10.9
−5.6 by

∼ 1σ.
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Fig. 2. PDFs given by Pasta for the considered planetary parameters in the K2-285 system: semi-major axis (first row), mass (second row), and
f start
atm (third row). The black curves in each panel of the third row (evident in the second panel, and just barely visible in the others as they are

squeezed towards zero) indicate the predicted present-day atmospheric mass fraction. It follows that K2-285 b, d, and e have almost entirely lost
their atmospheres at some point in time along the system’s evolution.

5.3. Constraining planetary atmospheric accretion models

One of the main aims of this work, and more in general of Pasta,
is to enable one to look for correlations between the initial at-
mospheric mass fraction of close-in planets and system parame-
ters to constrain planetary formation and atmospheric accretion
models. In particular, we focus here on analysing the possible
correlations present between initial atmospheric mass fraction
and semi-major axis, planetary mass, and stellar mass.

Figure 7 shows the median f start
atm values provided by Pasta as

a function of semi-major axis, of planetary mass, and of stellar
mass for the analysed systems. There seems to be a trend be-
tween f start

atm and a, in which planets with a . 0.25 AU have a
larger f start

atm compared to planets at larger a, a possible link be-
tween f start

atm and Mp, in which f start
atm decreases with increasing

Mp, and a possible link between f start
atm and M?, in which f start

atm
increases with increasing M?, but none of these correlations is
statistically significant. In detail, because of small number statis-
tics, particularly at large orbital separations, the trend between
f start
atm and a has a coefficient of determination R2 = 0.25. How-

ever, analyses of additional systems detected and/or measured
for example by TESS (Ricker et al. 2015), CHEOPS (Benz et al.
2021), or PLATO(Rauer et al. 2014) may shed light on the pos-
sible existence of such a correlation. This trend is weak also be-
cause of the large uncertainties of the f start

atm values obtained for
the planets at short orbital separation. Indeed, for most of the
planets with a . 0.25 AU we obtained (almost) flat PDFs on
f start
atm . This may be a result of planetary atmospheric evolution as

planets farther away from their host star are less subject to at-
mospheric escape, and thus have a slower and more unique evo-
lution compared to closer-in planets. The link between f start

atm and
Mp is not significant (R2 = 0.12), but it shows the potential capa-
bility of Pasta to constrain atmospheric accretion processes. This
plot further highlights that Pasta allows one to better constrain
f start
atm for larger mass planets, as the vast majority of flat f start

atm
posteriors is obtained for lower-mass planets. This is again pos-
sibly the result of planetary atmospheric evolution, as for larger
mass planets the atmospheric escape is weaker and the evolu-
tion is slower. Even excluding the f start

atm data points characterised
by a flat posterior, also the link between f start

atm and M? is not
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Fig. 3. Corner plot of the relevant jump parameters returned by Pasta for the K2-285 system.

significant (R2 = 0.068). If statistically significant, such a cor-
relation would go in the direction suggested by Lozovsky et al.
(2021) in which atmospheric accretion of hydrogen-dominated
atmospheres might be more efficient for planets orbiting more
massive stars (see also Kennedy & Kenyon 2008b,a, 2009). The
analysis of additional systems may lead one to constrain this cor-
relation.

In Fig. 8, we show the possible presence of multidimensional
links among the parameters considered above. In particular, the
top panel of Fig. 8, which shows how f start

atm varies as a function of
a and Mp, highlights that Pasta is capable of better constraining
f start
atm for higher-mass planets with a larger orbital separation. In

fact, atmospheric loss is controlled by Ṁatm, which is positively

correlated with Rp. Because of their low gravitational potential,
low-mass planets can be subject of extremely large mass-loss
rates and thus there is a degeneracy between atmospheric evolu-
tionary tracks characterised by large f start

atm and high Ṁatm or small
f start
atm and low Ṁatm. For higher-mass planets, instead, the high

gravitational potential limits the mass-loss rates and thus there
is less degeneracy among the possible atmospheric evolutionary
tracks, which leads to a more defined f start

atm . At equal planetary
mass, the orbital separation plays the same role as planetary mass
in controlling the escape and thus the degeneracy among evo-
lutionary tracks. Therefore, on average, planets orbiting farther
away from their host star lead to a more defined f start

atm . However,
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Fig. 4. PDFs (blue histograms) of those jump parameters entering as coefficients in Eqs. (5) and (6). Left and middle panel: Intercept qSF and slope
mSF of Eq. (6). Right panel: β exponent of Eq. (5). The median and the ±1-σ bounds of each PDF are marked as vertical solid and dashed red
lines, respectively. The black Gaussians represent the priors inferred from observations for each empirical parameter.

Fig. 5. Top: PDF of the x exponent of our adopted gyrochronological
relations expressed in Eqs. (1) and (2) built upon all the stellar targets
analysed in this work. The vertical solid red line marks the median of the
distribution, while the two vertical dashed red lines marks the σ levels
corresponding to the 15.87th and 84.14th percentiles. Bottom: Same as
the top panel, but for the y exponent of Eq. (2). We note that the top
panel is in log scale.

in general, Fig. 8 leads to the same conclusions drawn by Fig. 7,
without further particular additions.

6. Conclusions

We have characterised the atmospheric evolution of planets com-
posing a dozen exoplanetary systems. In particular, we con-
strained the initial atmospheric mass fraction (i.e. fraction of
planetary atmospheric mass at the dispersal of the protoplane-
tary nebula) of the planets and the evolution of the rotation rate
of the host stars. To this end, we employed a custom algorithm
called Pasta, which is a major update to the code described by
Kubyshkina et al. (2019a), and Kubyshkina et al. (2019b). Com-
pared to the previous version of the algorithm, the major upgrade
is the refinement of the gyrochronological relation and the treat-
ment of the coefficients entering the empirical relations between
stellar EUV emission, LX emission, and rotation period as jump
parameters. The excellent prior-posterior agreement of all ob-
servational, empirically driven, and theoretically driven parame-
ters suggests that the results on the unconstrained parameters are
robust, particularly given the heterogeneity of the components
making up our framework.

We found that the average PDF of the stellar rotation period
at an age of 150 Myr has a median value of Prot,150 = 7.9+9.8

−5.3,
which is ∼ 1σ higher than what was found by Johnstone et al.
(2015a) for coeval OC stars. This result, together with the spin-
down rate distribution at early stages skewed towards low values,
may be due to a selection bias. In fact, Pasta requires systems
that host at least one close-in planet with a hydrogen-dominated
atmosphere. Therefore, the presence of such a planet is favoured
around stars that have evolved as slow rotators since the intense
XUV emission of fast rotators would have more likely totally
removed the planetary primary atmosphere.

We also found that the rotation rate distribution at an age
older than 2 Gyr for the planet hosts considered in this work
is compatible with that found in the literature, though our dis-
tribution tends to be skewed towards lower spin-down rates.
This is consistent with the conclusions independently drawn by
Kovács (2015) and van Saders et al. (2016), who noticed that
field stars exhibit lower spin-down rates than their cluster coun-
terparts. Similar conclusions were previously reached by Brown
(2014) and Maxted et al. (2015) when specifically comparing
cluster stars with non-cluster planet-hosting stars. As suggested
by Kovács (2015), the differences arising between field stars and
OC members may be due to environmental effects (e.g. a dif-
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Fig. 6. Top: Comparison between the Prot,150 PDF obtained by combin-
ing those distributions extracted from the analysed sample (blue line)
and the Prot,150 distribution extracted from Johnstone et al. (2015a), con-
sidering stars member of ∼ 150 Myr old OCs and having the same mass
distribution as the planet-hosting stars analysed in this work. The ver-
tical solid red line marks the median value of the distribution shown
by the blue line, while the two vertical dashed red lines indicate the
15.87th and 84.14th percentiles. Bottom: Same as the top panel, but for
the Prot,600 PDF.

ferent strength of the magnetic field, density of the interstellar
medium, or SPI).

We employed Pasta’s results to look for correlations between
the planetary initial atmospheric mass fraction and semi-major
axis, planetary mass, and stellar mass. We did not find any sta-
tistically significant correlation, partially due to the small num-
ber of analysed systems but mostly due to the large uncertainties
on the values obtained for the initial atmospheric mass fractions.
However, the results indicate that Pasta is better at constrain-
ing the initial atmospheric mass fraction of higher-mass planets
orbiting farther away from the host star, which is likely due to
the slower atmospheric evolution of these planets compared to
that of lower-mass and closer-in planets that are subject to more
intense stellar irradiation. Although not statistically significant,

our results hint at the possible presence of a negative correla-
tion of the initial atmospheric mass fraction with planetary mass
and of a positive correlation with stellar mass. The latter, in par-
ticular, would agree with predictions by planetary atmospheric
accretion models (Kennedy & Kenyon 2008b,a, 2009; Lozovsky
et al. 2021).

This work represents a first step towards extracting informa-
tion about the initial stages of the evolution of single planetary
systems on the basis of the currently observed system param-
eters, further appropriately accounting for the observational un-
certainties. Primarily, the algorithm requires precise and accurate
parameters for a large number of systems. This is the goal of a
number of ground- and space-based facilities. In particular, the
TESS and CHEOPS missions, in conjunction with ground-based
high-resolution spectrographs, are providing measurements of
the required quality for a number of systems that will enable
us in the near future to significantly enlarge the sample size. In
the future, the PLATO mission will enable us to significantly in-
crease the sample size, still providing the required accuracy on
the system parameters. In parallel, we will aim at further improv-
ing the models behind Pasta by adding physics (e.g. the inclusion
of elements in addition to hydrogen, a self-consistent calculation
of the heating efficiency in the escape models, non-solar compo-
sition stellar evolutionary tracks, and the evolution of the orbital
separation) and thus reliability to the results.
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Fig. 7. Initial atmospheric mass fractions as a function of planetary
semi-major axis (top), planetary mass (middle), and stellar mass (bot-
tom) for the sample of planetary systems considered here. For flat f start

atm
PDFs, the uncertainty would span the entire axis and is therefore not dis-
played for better visualisation; those data points are indicated by empty
markers.
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Fig. 8. Planetary semi-major axis as a function of planetary mass (top)
and stellar mass (middle), and stellar mass as a function of planetary
mass (bottom) for the planetary systems considered here. In each panel,
the initial atmospheric mass fraction ( f start

atm ) is colour-coded and the size
of the data points is proportional to the uncertainty (at the σ level) in-
ferred from the f start

atm posterior PDFs. Squares are for flat f start
atm posterior

PDFs.
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Appendix A: Plots of the set priors and obtained
posteriors for each considered system

After the detailed discussion commenting the results of the K2-
285 system in Sect. 4, we present here plots showing the out-
puts of Pasta referring to all the other considered systems. In
general, the posteriors of the stellar parameters agree well with
their priors for all analysed systems. In a few cases, namely for
KOI-94 and Kepler-48, the posterior and prior for the qSF and
mSF coefficients of Eq. (6) are in tension (last row of Figs. A.5
and A.19). However, the posterior estimates are (q̂SF; m̂SF) =
(3.71+1.57

−1.58; 0.820 ± 0.057) and (6.53+1.61
−1.56; 0.926+0.058

−0.057) for KOI-
94 and Kepler-48, respectively, which differ less than 1σ from
their respective reference values. We remark that, on the one
hand, combining together the results coming from several sys-
tems leads to a good agreement between the posterior and prior
of the empirically derived conversion coefficients, which con-
firms the global consistency of Pasta’s framework (see discus-
sion in Sect. 5.1). On the other hand, on a star-by-star basis q̂SF
and m̂SF may occasionally differ from their empirical counter-
part, which stresses the importance of giving enough degrees of
freedom to the framework.

For all systems but Kepler-11, Kepler-36, and Kepler-48,
there is always one planet (two in the case of Kepler-411 and
KOI-94) whose present-day atmospheric and core mass impose
a strong constraint on the atmospheric evolution so that the f start

atm -
PDF is well defined. As already seen with K2-285, the atmo-
spheric modelling had the positive side effect of constraining
the masses of some of the other planets (e.g. Mb,K−18 of Kepler-
18, Fig. A.10, leftmost panel of the second row; Me,K−20 and
M f ,K−20 of Kepler-20, Fig. A.12, two rightmost panels of the
second row). We theoretically estimated M̂b,K−18 = 7.9+1.2

−1.1 M⊕
(reducing the uncertainties by a factor of ∼ 3), and M̂e,K−20 =

0.650+0.062
−0.061 M⊕ and M̂ f ,K−20 = 1.03+0.22

−0.20 (improving from the up-
per limits given as priors).

As emphasised in Sect. 5.2, the host stars considered in this
work were generally slow rotators when they were young, if
compared to their OC counterparts, except for Kepler-411 whose
median P̄rot,150 = 4.0+3.5

−2.7 days is slightly lower than the compar-
ison sample, which has P̄rotJ,150 = 5.2+3.2

−4.7. As a consequence of
being a moderately fast rotator at 150 Myr, when young Kepler-
411 was likely in the LX saturation regime, hence the posterior
exhibits a peak at high LX values (log LX ∼ 29.5, Fig. A.17, left-
most panel of the second row) that is much more pronounced
than the corresponding peaks obtained for the other stars.

Finally, Kepler-11 deserves a special, separated comment.
The star hosts six planets (from b to g) for which there is no
general consensus about their masses in the literature. Therefore,
we merged different probability distributions according to the re-
sults published by several authors to produce the reference priors
for the planetary masses (see Sect. 3). For each planet with a non-
flat mass prior (b to f), our posterior theoretical estimates M̂p dif-
fer less than 1.5σ from our adopted prior modes (Fig. A.8, sec-
ond row), mostly as a result of the large prior uncertainties espe-
cially on Mb and Mc. We also note that the M̂p values differ less
than 1σ from the corresponding values proposed by Hadden &
Lithwick (2014) or Lissauer et al. (2011). The loose constraints
we imposed on Mp do not enable Pasta to derive sharply peaked
f start
atm -PDFs, except partly for f start

atm,g = 0.043+0.016
−0.023 (see Fig. A.8,

last row), which is so distant from its host (āg = 0.4660±0.0040
AU) that it has basically retained its original atmospheric con-
tent (see Kubyshkina et al. 2019b, for a discussion about this).
The different evolutionary scenarios that may have characterised

the Kepler-11 system are also reflected by the lack of constraints
on the mass of planet g, whose posterior follows the flat prior,
thus adding no information. We remark that all the Mp values
present in the literature for this system are based on transit time
variations, which suffer of degeneracies when used to constrain
planetary masses and eccentricities (Hadden & Lithwick 2014).
As this is a challenging measurement, it is not surprising to see
some kind of tension between Pasta’s outputs and the adopted
priors, and a more accurate study of the evolution of the Kepler-
11 system will need to wait until more precise planetary masses
become available.
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Fig. A.1. Same as Fig. 1, but for the star-related properties of HD 3167.
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Fig. A.2. Same as Fig. 2, but for the planetary parameters of the HD 3167 system.
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Fig. A.3. Same as Fig. 1, but for the star-related properties of K2-24.
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Fig. A.4. Same as Fig. 2, but for the planetary parameters of the K2-24 system.
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Fig. A.5. Same as Fig. 1, but for the star-related properties of KOI-94.
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Fig. A.6. Same as Fig. 2, but for the planetary parameters of the KOI-94 system.
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Fig. A.7. Same as Fig. 1, but for the star-related properties of Kepler-11.
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Fig. A.8. Same as Fig. 2, but for the planetary parameters of the Kepler-11 system.
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Fig. A.9. Same as Fig. 1, but for the star-related properties of Kepler-18.
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Fig. A.10. Same as Fig. 2, but for the planetary parameters of the Kepler-18 system.
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Fig. A.11. Same as Fig. 1, but for the star-related properties of Kepler-20.

Article number, page 27 of 38



A&A proofs: manuscript no. evolution

Fig. A.12. Same as Fig. 2, but for the planetary parameters of the Kepler-20 system.
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Fig. A.13. Same as Fig. 1, but for the star-related properties of Kepler-25.
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Fig. A.14. Same as Fig. 2, but for the planetary parameters of the Kepler-25 system.
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Fig. A.15. Same as Fig. 1, but for the star-related properties of Kepler-36.
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Fig. A.16. Same as Fig. 2, but for the planetary parameters of the Kepler-36 system.
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Fig. A.17. Same as Fig. 1, but for the star-related properties of Kepler-411.
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Fig. A.18. Same as Fig. 2, but for the planetary parameters of the Kepler-411 system.
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Fig. A.19. Same as Fig. 1, but for the star-related properties of Kepler-48.
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Fig. A.20. Same as Fig. 2, but for the planetary parameters of the Kepler-48 system.
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Fig. A.21. Same as Fig. 1, but for the star-related properties of WASP-47.
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Fig. A.22. Same as Fig. 2, but for the planetary parameters of the WASP-47 system.
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