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Abstract

The Core Accretion model is widely accepted as the primary mechanism for
forming planets up to a few Jupiter masses. However, the formation of super-
massive planets remains a subject of debate, as their formation via the Core
Accretion model requires super-solar metallicities. Assuming stellar atmospheric
abundances reflect the composition of protoplanetary disks, and that disk mass
scales linearly with stellar mass, we calculated the total amount of metals in
planet-building materials that could contribute to the formation of massive plan-
ets. In this work, we studied a sample of 172 Jupiter-mass planets and 93 planets
with masses exceeding 4 MX.Our results consistently demonstrate that planets
with masses above 4 MX form in disks with at least as much metal content
as those hosting planets with masses between 1 and 4 MX, often with slightly
higher metallicity, typically exceeding that of the proto-solar disk. We interpret
this as strong evidence that the formation of very massive Jupiters is feasible
through Core Accretion and encourage planet formation modelers to test our
observational conclusions.

Keywords: Planet hosting stars, Methods: statistical, Chemical abundances,
Exoplanet formation

1 Introduction

There are two widely discussed models for the formation of massive planets: Core
Accretion (CA) (Pollack et al, 1996) and Gravitational Instability (GI) (Boss, 1997).
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The well-established correlation between giant planets and host star metallicity (San-
tos et al, 2001; Fischer and Valenti, 2005) supports CA as the primary formation
mechanism for these planets. However, this correlation appears to hold primarily for
planets with masses up to approximately 4 MX. Adibekyan et al (2013) examined the
metallicity distributions of stars hosting planets with masses between 1 and 4 MX
(hereafter referred to as Jupiters) and those hosting more massive planets between 4
and about 13 MX (hereafter referred to as super-Jupiters). Although their analysis
showed that the hosts of super-Jupiters tend to be slightly less metallic, the difference
was not statistically significant.

Santos et al (2017b) found that stars hosting Jupiters generally have higher metal-
licities than field stars (stars without planets) of similar mass. In contrast, the hosts
of super-Jupiters share a similar metallicity distribution with field stars of comparable
mass. The authors suggested that Jupiters likely form via CA, whereas super-Jupiters
may form through GI. In a subsequent study, Adibekyan (2019) found that giant plan-
ets both above and below 4 MX orbiting solar-type dwarfs are preferentially metal-rich.
However, Adibekyan (2019) observed differences in the metallicity distribution among
host stars with masses greater than 1.5 M⊙, leading to a proposal that the planet
formation mechanism is influenced more by environmental factors, such as metallicity
and disk mass, rather than planet mass alone.

Interestingly, based on the assumption that sub-stellar objects can be distinguished
by the metallicity of their host stars, Schlaufman (2018) proposed that the boundary
between objects formed through CA and GI lies between 4 and 10 MX.

The aforementioned results are somewhat contradictory, highlighting the complex-
ity of understanding how super-Jupiters form (see also Narang et al, 2018; Maldonado
et al, 2019). One key limitation of these studies is the use of iron abundance ([Fe/H])
as a proxy for overall metallicity, which may not fully capture the true metal content
of the protoplanetary disks. This simplification could obscure the underlying mech-
anisms of planet formation. As a result, there is a clear need to address this open
question and further investigate how super-massive planets form, taking into account
a more comprehensive estimate of the total metal content in protoplanetary disks. In
this manuscript, we aim to contribute to this effort by considering the total metal
content in the disks.

2 Sample

We began by selecting planets with masses between 1 and 13 Jupiter masses from
the NASA Exoplanet Archive (NEA, DOI:10.26133/NEA12). The upper limit of 13
Mjup was chosen as it approximately corresponds to the lower mass boundary for
brown dwarfs (Spiegel et al, 2011). Out of a total of 5747 confirmed planets in the
NEA, we selected 483 planets with Radial Velocity measurements and with relative
uncertainties on mass of less than 50%1.

1We considered the ’pl bmassj’ which is the best planet mass estimate available at NEA, in order of
preference: Mass,M sin(i)/ sin(i), orM sin(i), depending on availability.
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Fig. 1 Planetary masses as a function of host star mass (left panel) and host star metallicity (right
panel). The blue and red small circles represent Jupiters and super-Jupiters, respectively. The large
blue and red squares indicate the mean and standard deviation for Jupiters and super-Jupiters,
respectively.

To obtain stellar parameters and host star masses, we cross-matched the list of
host stars with the SWEET-Cat database (Santos et al, 2013; Sousa et al, 2024)2.
This resulted in a sample of 428 massive planets orbiting 396 stars.

To obtain the stellar abundances of the host stars, we cross-matched this list with
the Hypatia Catalog (Hinkel et al, 2014), a compilation of stellar abundances for
nearby stars. We focused on host stars with available abundances of C, O, Mg, Si, and
Fe, as these elements are crucial for determining the metal content of planet-building
materials. As evident from the APOGEE data, the Galaxy has not yet enriched in
metals beyond [X/H] ∼ 0.6 dex, where X represents one of the elements we considered
(e.g. Ratcliffe et al, 2023). Therefore, we selected only stars with [X/H] < 0.6, which
allowed us to exclude four targets with potentially inaccurate abundances, such as
HIP 88414 with [C/H] = 1.41 dex.

Our final sample consists of 172 Jupiter-mass planets orbiting 152 stars, along with
93 super-Jupiters orbiting 88 host stars. Their distribution on the Mpl - Mstar and Mpl

- [Fe/H] is displayed on Figure 1. The hosts cover a wide range of metallicity, stellar
masses, and evolutionary stages (1.76 < log g < 4.8 dex).

The abundances in the Hypatia Catalog are compiled from various sources and are
not derived homogeneously. We compared the iron abundances from the Hypatia Cat-
alog with those determined homogenously in the SWEET-Cat database. We selected
only the abundances with homogeneous determinations by setting the SWFlag to 1 in
the SWEET-Cat database. The mean difference between the two databases is -0.03 ±
0.05 dex, which is comparable to the mean uncertainty of [Fe/H] in the SWEET-Cat
database (0.03 dex).

2http://sweetcat.iastro.pt/
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3 Metals in the protoplanetary disk

We used the solar reference values from Asplund et al (2021) to convert the relative
abundances (C, O, Mg, Si, and Fe) of the host stars into absolute abundances. We
then used these abundances to estimate the total mass fraction of heavy elements (Z)
of the planet forming blocks, following the stoichiometric model presented in Santos
et al (2017a). Here we assume that the stellar atmospheric composition reflects the
composition of the protoplanetary disk. Based on the solar abundances from Asplund
et al (2021), the model predicts a Z⊙ of 1.25% for the planet-building blocks in the
Solar System. Since the Hypatia Catalog does not provide uncertainties for the abun-
dances, we adopted the median uncertainties from a sample of ∼1100 stars observed
with high-resolution HARPS spectra: σC = 0.09 dex, σO = 0.11 dex, σMg = 0.07 dex,
σSi = 0.04 dex, and σFe = 0.02 dex (Adibekyan et al, 2012c; Delgado Mena et al,
2021). A Monte Carlo approach was used to estimate the uncertainties in Z.

It is important to note that we use present-day stellar abundances as a proxy
for the primordial composition of protoplanetary disks. Some astrophysical processes,
such as atomic diffusion, can alter a star’s surface composition as it evolves (e.g. Deal
et al, 2018), meaning the present-day abundances may differ from their primordial
values. However, as we recently demonstrated in Adibekyan et al. (2024, A&A, sub-
mitted), while the individual abundances of elements can change significantly over the
evolution of FGK stars, the abundance ratios of rock-forming elements remain rel-
atively constant. This consistency supports the validity of using present-day stellar
abundances to infer the composition of protoplanetary disks.

As a measure of the metal fraction in the protoplanetary disk, Z is independent of
the disk mass. To calculate the total amount of metals (Ztotal) in the disks, one could
multiply Z by the protoplanetary disk mass. However, since these disks dissipated long
ago, their masses cannot be directly determined. Despite significant progress in recent
years toward understanding the relationship between protoplanetary disk masses and
stellar properties, a robust quantitative expression for this relationship remains elusive.
Both linear (e.g., Andrews et al, 2013; Mohanty et al, 2013) and super-linear (e.g.,
Ansdell et al, 2016; Pascucci et al, 2016) relationships between disk mass and stellar
mass have been proposed, with substantial scatter around these trends (e.g., Fiorellino
et al, 2023; Guzmán-Dı́az et al, 2023; Manara et al, 2023; Liu et al, 2024).

Given the uncertainties in this relationship, we considered two approaches. Our
primary approach assumes a linear relationship between protoplanetary disk mass
and stellar mass, achieved by multiplying Z by the stellar mass in units of solar
mass. For the Solar System, this results in Ztotal = 1.25. The uncertainties in Ztotal

were determined by propagating the errors associated with Z and stellar mass, while
ignoring the unknown uncertainties related to the disk mass–stellar mass relationship.

Additionally, given the substantial dispersion (σdisk ∼ 0.6–0.9 dex) observed in disk
mass for a given stellar mass (see discussion in Manara et al, 2023), we also adopted
a conservative approach to estimate Z∗

total and its uncertainty. Since the dispersion is
symmetric in the logarithmic scale, we calculated the total metal content as

Z∗
total = log(Z ×Mstar) × σdisk,
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where σdisk represents the dispersion, assumed to be 0.8 dex.
To account for the uncertainties in Z and Mstar for each target, as well as the

dispersion σdisk, we employed a Monte Carlo approach to generate a distribution for
Z∗
total. Specifically, we drew 10, 000 samples for Z and Mstar from Gaussian distribu-

tions parameterized by their respective uncertainties. Additionally, σdisk was sampled
from a log-normal distribution centered at 1 with a standard deviation of 0.8 dex. The
mean of the resulting Z∗

total distribution was adopted as the best estimate, while its
standard deviation was taken as the uncertainty. It is important to note that the uncer-
tainties are primarily driven by σdisk, with the contributions from the uncertainties in
Z and Mstar being virtually negligible.

4 Results

Figure 1 shows that, overall, the host stars of Jupiters and super-Jupiters exhibit sim-
ilar distributions of stellar mass and metallicity. The mean stellar mass of the hosts of
Jupiters is 1.26±0.34 (0.01)3, while for super-Jupiters, it is 1.28±0.48 (0.01). The mean
[Fe/H] values for the two samples are 0.13±0.18 dex for Jupiters and 0.14±0.21 dex for
super-Jupiters. A two-sample t-test (implemented via scipy.stats.ttest ind) was
conducted to assess whether these mean values differ significantly, yielding p-values
of 0.6 for stellar mass and 0.7 for metallicity, indicating no statistically significant
differences.

Additionally, we performed Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) and Anderson-Darling
(AD) tests to evaluate whether the distributions of stellar masses and metallicities
for the two samples come from the same parent distribution. Both tests produced p-
values greater than 0.25, further suggesting that the stellar masses and metallicities
of super-Jupiters and Jupiters are not drawn from different parent populations.

These findings differ from earlier studies that suggested hosts of super-Jupiters
are slightly less metal-rich (e.g. Santos et al, 2017b; Schlaufman, 2018), particu-
larly for more massive stars (Adibekyan, 2019). We tested our results using only the
homogeneously determined metallicities from SWEET-Cat, and the results remained
consistent. Therefore, the observed differences likely stem from the updated sample
used in this work. Notably, the mean values obtained in both the current and previous
studies are not significantly different.

The left panel of Figure 2 presents the relation between Z and planetary mass.
Super-Jupiters show a slightly higher average Z than Jupiters, with values of 1.79±0.58
(0.01) compared to 1.63±0.58 (0.01). To assess the statistical significance of this dif-
ference, we conducted a two-sample t-test, which resulted in a p-value of 0.035, just
below the conventional threshold for statistical significance. We also applied KS and
AD tests to investigate whether the Ztotal distributions of the two groups come from
the same parent population. The tests yielded p-values of 0.031 and 0.037, respectively,
indicating the possibility of a distinction between the distributions.

In the right panel of Figure 2 we show how Ztotal varies with planetary mass.
We observe that only 13% (12 out of 93) of super-Jupiters and 15% (25 out of 172)
of Jupiters have Ztotal values below the proto-solar disk level. The average Ztotal for

3Values in parentheses represent the standard error of the mean.
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Fig. 2 Metal mass fraction (left panel) and total metal content (right panel) of the protoplanetary
disk as a function of planetary mass. Blue and red circles represent Jupiters and super-Jupiters,
respectively, while large blue and red squares show the mean values and standard deviations for each
group. Black lines show the linear regression results, and the sky-blue dashed lines indicate the Z
and Ztotal values for the Solar System.

super-Jupiters is slightly higher than that for Jupiters: 2.21±0.84 (0.01) compared
to 1.99±0.69 (0.01). A two-sample t-test gives a p-value of 0.023, indicating a sta-
tistically significant difference. The KS and AD tests further suggest that the Ztotal

distributions of super-Jupiters and Jupiters differ, returning p-values of 0.034 and
0.042, respectively.

To further explore the relationship between planetary mass and the total amount
of metals available in the protoplanetary disk, we applied Ordinary Least Squares
(OLS) regression using statsmodels.regression.linear model.OLS). The resulting
fit is shown as a solid line in Figure 2. A slight correlation is observed (slope =
0.031±0.016), with a p-value of 0.048 from the F-statistic, indicating a potentially
statistically significant relationship.

To fully account for the uncertainties in both planetary mass and Ztotal, we per-
formed a MC test. Assuming Gaussian distributions for the uncertainties in these
parameters, with means centered on their respective values, we randomly drew values
for Ztotal and Mpl for the targets. We then split the sample into Jupiters and super-
Jupiters based on the criteria outlined in the manuscript, using a boundary at 4 MJup.
Subsequently, we performed KS and AD tests, as well as a two-sample t-test, to com-
pare the mean values of Ztotal. We conducted 10,000 such realizations. In less than
50% of cases, the p-values from the aforementioned tests were below the standard sig-
nificance threshold of 0.05. Therefore, this test does not support the hypothesis that
the two samples have statistically distinct distributions or mean values of Ztotal. How-
ever, in only 1 out of 10,000 realizations, the mean value of Ztotal for super-Jupiters
was smaller than that for Jupiters.
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Additionally, we repeated this entire test, but instead of assuming a linear rela-
tionship between disk mass and stellar mass, we assumed a superlinear relationship
with a power of 1.5. In only 4 realizations was Ztotal for super-Jupiters smaller than
that for Jupiters.

Figure 3 shows Z∗
total as a function of planetary mass, also displaying the mean

values and standard deviations for the two groups. We repeated the same MC test,
but for Z∗

total. In over 94% of realizations, the p-values for the KS test, AD test, and
two-sample t-test were above the typical significance threshold of 0.05. Additionally,
in about 64% of realizations, the mean values of Z∗

total for super-Jupiters were higher
than those for Jupiters. These results, suggesting similar distributions for the two
samples, are expected given the sensitivity of the test to the uncertainties and the
large uncertainties associated with Z∗

total.
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Fig. 3 Total metal content (Z∗
total) of the protoplanetary disk as a function of planetary mass. Blue

and red circles represent Jupiters and super-Jupiters, respectively, while large blue and red squares
show the mean values and standard deviations for each group.

We note that there are 10 systems with planets present in both the Jupiter and
super-Jupiter groups. These systems were not excluded when performing the statistical
tests. However, excluding them does not affect the outcomes of the tests.

5 Discussion and Conclusion

Iron abundance can be used as a proxy for overall metallicity in stars with approxi-
mately solar metallicity. However, at lower [Fe/H], stars tend to be enriched (relative
to iron) in elements such as carbon, oxygen, magnesium, and silicon (e.g. Adibekyan
et al, 2012a; Bensby et al, 2014; Delgado Mena et al, 2021), all of which are crucial
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for the formation of massive planets. Therefore, especially at low iron abundances, the
total mass fraction of heavy elements should be used to estimate the metal content
(e.g. Gonzalez, 2009; Adibekyan et al, 2012b).

The observational evidence that Jupiter-mass planets tend to form around stars
with high metallicity (typically [Fe/H] has been used as a proxy as a proxy) supports
their formation via CA (e.g. Ida and Lin, 2004; Mordasini et al, 2012). Our results
show that super-massive planets typically form in disks with even slightly higher metal
content, mostly exceeding that of the proto-solar disk. This suggests that the formation
of super-massive planets is feasible through the CA mechanism.

The observational evidence that Jupiter-mass planets tend to form around stars
with high metallicity (typically [Fe/H] has been used as a proxy as a proxy) supports
their formation via CA (e.g. Ida and Lin, 2004; Mordasini et al, 2012). Although
some of the statistical tests we performed did not support the hypothesis that the
distributions or mean values of Ztotal and Z∗

total for Jupiters and super-Jupiters are
statistically different, the results consistently demonstrate that super-massive planets
form in disks with at least as much metal content as those that host Jupiters, and
often with even slightly higher metallicity, generally exceeding that of the proto-solar
disk. This suggests that the formation of super-massive planets is feasible through the
CA mechanism.

Interestingly, we also observed 12 super-Jupiters with Ztotal values lower than the
proto-solar value, and we did not identify any clear pattern distinguishing these targets
from the other super-Jupiters. The formation of such massive planets in sub-solar
metallicity protoplanetary disks is challenging to explain solely through CA (Mordasini
et al, 2012), but could potentially be accounted for by GI (Matsukoba et al, 2023).

In summary, our findings provide strong evidence that super-massive planets can
form through CA. Nevertheless, further theoretical modeling is needed to understand
the formation of such planets in metal-poor disks (see e.g. Matsukoba et al, 2023),
particularly around massive stars, and we encourage such studies to confirm our
observational conclusions.

The ongoing Gaia mission (Gaia Collaboration et al, 2016) and the upcoming
PLATO mission (PLAnetary Transits and Oscillations of Stars, Rauer et al, 2024)
are expected to detect a large number of massive planets. Notably, PLATO will pro-
vide precise measurements of host star masses. Follow-up spectroscopic observations
of these planets to determine their masses (for transiting planets), along with homo-
geneous abundance measurements of the host stars, would significantly enhance the
robustness of our results and represent a valuable improvement to this work.
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In this work we used the Python language and several scientific packages: SciPy
(Virtanen et al, 2020), Matplotlib (Hunter, 2007), Statsmodels (Seabold and Perktold,
2010), Pandas (McKinney et al, 2010), Seaborn (Waskom, 2021).
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