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ABSTRACT

Context. About 25% – 50% of white dwarfs are found to be contaminated by heavy elements, which are believed to originate from
external sources such as planetary materials. Elemental abundances suggest that most of the pollutants are rocky objects and only a
small fraction of white dwarfs bear traces of volatile accretion.
Aims. In order to account for the scarcity of volatile pollution, we investigate the role of the white dwarfs’ magnetospheres in shielding
the volatile content of icy objects.
Methods. We estimated the volatile sublimation of inward drifting exocomets. We assume the orbits of the exocomets are circularized
by the Alfvén wing drag that is effective for long-period comets.
Results. Volatile material can sublimate outside the corotation radius and be shielded by the magnetic field. The two conditions for
this volatile-shielded mechanism are that the magnetosphere radius must be larger than the corotation radius and that the volatiles
are depleted outside the corotation radius, which requires a sufficiently slow orbital circularization process. We applied our model to
nine white dwarfs with known rotational periods, magnetic fields, and atmosphere compositions. Our volatile-shielded model may
explain the excess of volatile elements such as C and S in the disk relative to the white dwarf atmosphere in WD2326+049 (G29-38).
Nevertheless, given the sensitivity of our model to the circularization process and material properties of icy objects, there remains
considerable uncertainty in our results.
Conclusions. We emphasize the importance of white dwarfs’ magnetic fields in preventing the accretion of volatile gas onto them.
Our work suggests a possible explanation for the scarcity of volatile-accretion signatures among white dwarfs. We also identify
a correlation between the magnetic field strength, the spin period, and the composition of pollutants in white dwarf atmospheres.
However, given the uncertainties in our model, more observations are necessary to establish more precise constraints on the relevant
parameters.
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1. Introduction

Between 25% and 50% of discovered white dwarfs have been
found to contain heavy elements in their atmospheres (Zuck-
erman et al. 2003; Koester et al. 2014). The sinking timescale
of these heavy elements is relatively short, ranging from several
days (for hydrogen-dominated white dwarfs) to millions of years
(for helium-dominated white dwarfs) (Paquette et al. 1986a,b;
Koester 2009). Therefore, these heavy elements are believed to
originate from external sources other than the white dwarf core,
due to the rapid sedimentation of heavy elements in white dwarfs
(Jura 2003, 2008; Koester & Wilken 2006). The hypothesis of in-
terstellar origin of the pollution is ruled out by the inconsistency
of the predicted element abundance with observation (Dufour
et al. 2007) and by the absence of correlation between the pol-
lution and the space motions of white dwarfs (Zuckerman et al.
2003; Koester & Wilken 2006). It is widely believed that the pol-
lution results from the accretion of planetary material, with sup-
portive evidence from observed dusty disks and transiting plan-

ets around white dwarfs (Koester et al. 2014; Rocchetto et al.
2015). Therefore, the composition of pollutants in white dwarfs’
atmospheres provides valuable information about the history of
exoplanetary systems (Harrison et al. 2018). The relative abun-
dances of various elements are indicative of the compositions
of the pollutants. A total of 23 different elements have been de-
tected in the polluted white dwarf atmospheres, including Ca, Si,
Ma, Fe, and O, through optical spectroscopy, and C, N, and S,
mainly through ultraviolet spectroscopy (Zuckerman et al. 2007;
Melis & Dufour 2016; Xu & Bonsor 2021).

Interestingly, the dominant elements found in accreted ma-
terial on white dwarfs are rock-forming elements such as Mg,
Ca, and Fe, with only a few white dwarfs being polluted by icy
materials. Volatile elements, such as C, N, and S, and excess
oxygen (likely from water) are present in only a small number
of polluted white dwarf atmospheres (Farihi et al. 2013; Raddi
et al. 2015; Xu et al. 2017). Hydrogen, which does not sink in
helium-dominated white dwarfs, can function as a record of wa-
ter accretion in the white dwarf’s history (Veras et al. 2014; Gen-
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Fig. 1. Schematic overview of volatile shielding by magnetic field. Three critical radii are denoted by black lines: the corotation radius Rcor, the
magnetosphere radius Rmag, and the ice line radius Rice. The gradually circularized orbits of tidal fragments of a comet are denoted by gray dashed
lines. In the process of the orbital circularization due to the magnetic drag near the pericenter, icy fragments gradually lose their water content by
evaporation after crossing the ice line. Small fragments are dried out earlier than large fragments. Provided Rmag > Rcor, the vapor gas between Rcor
and Rmag is propelled to infinity by the magnetic field, leading to a truncation of gas near Rmag. Thus, the vapor gas is shielded by this propeller
effect. If fragments vaporize all of their water content outside the corotation Rcor, then only refractory materials cross the magnetosphere and finally
get accreted onto the white dwarf. In this case volatile accretion does not occur.

tile Fusillo et al. 2017; Izquierdo et al. 2018). Possible sources
of volatile pollution in white dwarf atmospheres include hot
gas giants resulting from exo-Kuiper belt or exo-Oort Cloud
objects (Jura & Xu 2010; Malamud & Perets 2016; Xu et al.
2017; Gänsicke et al. 2019; Zhang et al. 2021). The number
of helium-dominated white dwarfs with detected hydrogen in-
creases with the cooling age of the white dwarf, suggesting that
water-rich bodies serve as a constant source of pollution over the
long term. However, much less volatile elements are observed in
white dwarf atmospheres compared to refractory elements (Jura
& Xu 2011; Jura & Young 2014), although the volatile materi-
als in the interior of minor planets far away from the star (i.e.,
tens of au) can survive from the intense luminosity during the
red giant evolution (Jura & Xu 2010; Malamud & Perets 2016,
2017a,b). Several mechanisms have been proposed to account
for the scarcity of volatiles, including the primordially dry na-
ture of the pollutants (Harrison et al. 2021) and observational
bias due to asynchronous accretion (Malamud & Perets 2016;
Brouwers et al. 2022b). However, recent research shows that
volatile vapor is necessary to the accretion disk to offer a drag to
the debris, thereby facilitating the high accretion rates deduced
from observation (Okuya et al. 2023). This implies that volatiles
could exist with refractory elements in the disk, but be prevented
from accretion onto the white dwarf by some unknown physical
process.

We propose a mechanism to explain the lack of volatile pol-
lution, which involves the shielding of volatiles by the magnetic
field in the scenario of comet accretion. A significant fraction
(8%–20%) of white dwarfs have a magnetic field with strengths
0.1 to 105 T (Ferrario & Wickramasinghe 2005; Ferrario et al.
2015). The magnetosphere radius Rmag is the distance at which
the pressure from the magnetic field balances the ram pres-
sure of the accreting gas. Inside Rmag, the magnetic field sig-
nificantly affects the orbital evolution of ionized gas, creating a

funnel flow onto or propelling gas away from the white dwarf
(Pringle & Rees 1972), depending on the position of the corota-
tion radius Rcor. Ionized gas outside Rcor gains positive angular
momentum in the magnetic field and moves outward from the
white dwarf (Illarionov & Sunyaev 1975; Lai 2014). Therefore,
if Rcor < Rmag, the gas supply from outside Rcor is truncated
at the corotation radius Rcor by the pressure from the magnetic
field. When an icy object sublimates its volatile content before
it crosses Rcor, the vapor will be shielded by the propeller ef-
fect of the magnetic field and will not be accreted. We tested
this hypothesis by investigating the thermal evolution and wa-
ter evaporation of an icy object during its orbital circularization
process.

In the following, sublimation of the water ice in the drifting
icy fragments is studied in Section 2, based on which we discuss
the shielding effect of the magnetic field and the accreted mass
fraction of water content in the icy objects under different con-
ditions in Section 3. In Section 4 we apply our model to a few
white dwarfs with known magnetic fields and rotation periods.

2. Evolution of a tidally fragmented comet

We consider the typical lifespan of an exocomet that ultimately
accretes onto a white dwarf. The comet becomes tidally dis-
rupted upon being scattered into the Roche radius, causing frag-
ments to spread onto highly eccentric orbits. These fragments
subsequently undergo orbital circularization due to Alfvén-wave
drag by the magnetic field (Zhang et al. 2021) or dust drag by
a pre-existing disk (Malamud et al. 2021). Once the fragments
cross the ice line, the volatiles inside vaporize and release from
the surfaces. Thus, the thermal evolution of the comet fragments
is closely linked to their orbital evolution.
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2.1. Orbital circularization

A comet breaks up due to tidal force once it is within the tidal
disruption radius Rtidal. For a comet larger than 200 m, its mate-
rial strength is gravity-dominated. In this case, the tidal disrup-
tion radius is

Rtid,grav = 1.05
(

M⋆
ρ

)1/3

= 1.27
(
ρ

2 g/cm3

)−1/3 (
M⋆

0.6M⊙

)1/3

R⊙.

(1)

The size distribution of fragments is well described by a power
law with a power index of -3.5, which results from a collisional
grind-down of fragments. The maximum size of fragments is as-
sumed to be ∼ 200 m, since larger fragments are considered to
be cohesionless and are further tidally fragmented, based on the
material properties of small bodies in the Solar System (Walsh
2018). Fragments smaller than a few microns are blown out by
radiation pressure (Murray & Dermott 1999; Brouwers et al.
2022a). These fragments are distributed on highly eccentric or-
bits, and depending on the initial orbit of the comet, some may
even be unbound. Further analysis of the size distribution and
orbital distribution of fragments can be found in Appendix A.

The orbits of fragments become circularized due to various
drags, such as the Poynting–Robertson (P-R) drag for small frag-
ments (<1 cm), and the dust drag (Jura 2008; Veras et al. 2015;
Malamud et al. 2021; Brouwers et al. 2022a) and Alfvén-wave
drag (Zhang et al. 2021) for larger fragments.

When conductive objects move through a magnetized flow-
ing plasma (e.g., ionized gas particles present within the refrac-
tory or volatile sublimation line of the white dwarf), a loop is
formed by the induced Alfvén wave connecting the fragment to
the surrounding plasma (Drell et al. 1965; Bromley & Kenyon
2019). The object acts as a battery and dissipates its orbital en-
ergy. This phenomenon has been extensively explored in vari-
ous astrophysical contexts, such as asteroids or comets orbiting
a young Sun or a T Tauri star (Sonett et al. 1970), the heating
of asteroids around a white dwarf (Bromley & Kenyon 2019) or
a pulsar (Kotera et al. 2016), as well as the unipolar induction
observed in the moons of Jupiter and Saturn (Hand et al. 2011).
The timescale of this orbital circularization is

τB,circ =
2π
√

GM⋆a0

−∆E
(2)

= 2.7
( r
1 m

) ( B⋆
100 T

)−2 ( a0

100 au

)1/2
(

q0

0.2R⊙

)11/2

kyr, (3)

where a0 is the initial semimajor axis before orbital circulariza-
tion, Rp is the pericenter of the fragments, and B⋆ is the magnetic
field on the white dwarf surface. The detailed derivation of this
timescale is given in Appendix B.

Some white dwarfs are discovered to hold a dust disk (Roc-
chetto et al. 2015), a small fraction of which are also gaseous
(Manser et al. 2020). If these white dwarfs do not have a strong
magnetic field, the drag caused by a pre-existing dusty disk could
dominate the orbital circularization of fragments. The timescale
is given by (Malamud et al. 2021)

τD,circ =
4πρrp

3CdΣdisk

√
a0

GM⋆

∼ 0.45
( r
1 m

) ( a0

100 au

)1/2
(

q0

0.2R⊙

)5/2 (
Mdisk

1019 g

)−1

kyr,

(4)

where Cd is of order unity and Σdisk is the surface density of the
disk that gives the disk mass Mdisk.

Assuming the presence of a compact disk, the timescale for
circularization caused by dust drag is shorter than that caused by
Alfvén-wave drag. However, the existence of a pre-existing disk
is not always observed as only a small number of white dwarf
systems host dust disks (Farihi 2016). Moreover, this mechanism
may not be effective for long-period comets, which are the focus
of study in this paper, as the lifetime of the compact disk could
be shorter than the orbital periods of fragments (Malamud et al.
2021). Therefore, in this paper, we mainly employ Alfvén-wave
drag-induced circularization to investigate the orbital evolution
of fragments, although dust drag-induced circularization may be
applicable in some cases.

2.2. Water evolution

Fragments experience both orbital decay and circularization due
to the Alfvén-wave drag, leading to an increase in mean tem-
perature over one orbital period, and consequent heating of the
fragment’s interior. Once fragments cross the ice line, volatiles
in the interior of comets are released through the porous structure
as a result of sublimation. Considering the timescale considered
in this work is long (on the order of a million years), we used an
approximate analytical model to save computation time.

Comets consist of a complex mixture of ices, primarily water
and carbon dioxide, alongside dust predominantly made of sil-
icates and carbon-based materials (Huebner et al. 2006). Water
makes up of ∼ 75% volatiles with the rest dominated by car-
bon dioxide and carbon monoxide (Fulle et al. 2019; Davidsson
2021). This paper focuses primarily on the evolution of water
ice for the sake of simplicity. Incorporating additional volatiles
into our analysis would necessitate a more sophisticated numer-
ical model, which falls beyond the scope of our current study.
Notably, volatiles such as CO and CO2 have significantly lower
sublimation temperatures compared to water, enabling them to
sublimate at greater distances from the star. This characteristic
allows them to be more readily shielded by the magnetic field.

Based on observations of cometary activity and in situ mea-
surements on their surfaces, comets are often described as dusty
snowballs enveloped by a dry dust mantle (Whipple 1950; Hu
et al. 2017; Pajola et al. 2017). The depletion of volatiles from
these icy bodies can be estimated through an energy balance ap-
proach. Considering a spherical icy fragment with a radius de-
noted as rfrag, the evolution of the water mass in an icy fragment
occurs at a rate of

ṁH2O = −4πr2
H2OJH2O. (5)

Here rH2O is the radius of the water ice interface at a given time t.
The sublimation flux JH2O can be estimated by simply assuming
the thermal flux conducted to the ice layer is entirely absorbed
by sublimation of water ice:

JH2OLH2O = kdust
Tsurf − TH2O

rfrag − rH2O
. (6)

Here LH2O = 2.8 MJ/kg is the latent heat of the water. The ther-
mal conductivity of the dry dust layer kdust is roughly 0.1 W/m/K,
ignoring its dependence on the temperature (e.g., Table 2.6 in
Huebner et al. 2006). The sublimation temperature of water ice
TH2O is around 180 K, and the surface temperature Tsurf of an
object on an eccentric orbit can be estimated as (Gkotsinas et al.
2022)

Tsurf =

(
Lwd

16πσa2(1 + e2/8 + 21e4/512)2

)1/4

, (7)
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Rp = 0.6R⊙
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Fig. 2. Ice lines for water in the white dwarf system, denoted by blue
lines with different line widths with respect to different white dwarf tem-
peratures. The black lines show the process of the orbital circularization
with arrows representing the evolving direction and different line widths
for different pericenters.

with Lwd ≃ 0.001L⊙ denoting the luminosity of the white dwarf.
By setting Tsur = 180 K, we obtain the iceline of the white dwarf,
which gives us a quick idea of where the water starts to sublimate
significantly, as shown in Fig. 2.

It is important to note that the semimajor axis a and eccen-
tricity e change over time, due to orbital circularization caused
by the magnetic drag (see Eq. B.10). Therefore, to model the
evolution of the water fraction under the influence of orbital cir-
cularization, we follow these steps:

1. We initiate the model with the icy object placed at a =400
R⊙, well beyond water ice line. The pericenter Rp is chosen
as a free parameter that ranges from 0.2 R⊙ to R⊙. The ini-
tial depth of the water-ice interface is set as 0.2 m, which is
comparable to or slightly larger than the thermal skin.

2. The rate of water loss is calculated using Eqs. 5, 6, and 7.
3. The water mass mH2O is updated for a time increment ∆t by

adding ṁH2O∆t to the exsiting mH2O. The time step ∆t is cho-
sen to be 10−3 of the circularization timescale, τB,circ, as de-
fined in Eq. B.12. Subsequently, the radius of the water ice
rH2O is updated based on mH2O.

4. Steps 2 and 3 are repeated until the orbit has fully circular-
ized.

As the outgassing process of water progresses, the surface of
the icy object is eroded since small dust grains are carried out
of the surface and become unbound from the object. The dust-
to-gas mass ratio in cometary comae shows a wide range from
1 to 10, as estimated from different distances and measurements
(Rotundi et al. 2015; Fulle et al. 2016; Choukroun et al. 2020). In
this work we assume that the dust-to-gas mass ratio in the ejecta
is 1. The total refractory-to-volatile mass ratio in an icy object is
assumed to be 4, based on findings from the Rosetta mission to
comet 67P/Churyumov-Gerasimenko (Fulle et al. 2017, 2019).
Additionally, considering a density ratio of 2 between the dust
and water ice, the dry layer of the fragment is eroded at a rate
equivalent to 1/8 of the water retreat rate. To simulate this ero-
sion process, we progressively reduce the dry layer based on the
amount of water vapor released at each time step.

0.0
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Fig. 3. Residual mass fraction of water ηfrag in drifting fragments of
different sizes as a function of the semimajor axis. The corotation radius
Rcor = 3.3R⊙ for a period of one day is denoted by the purple dashed
line.

This simple approach allows us to estimate the water loss
during orbital circularization and to evaluate our hypothesis con-
cerning the shielding effect of the magnetosphere. For the sake
of simplicity, we focus solely on orbital circularization due to
magnetic drag, although future studies could explore other cir-
cularization mechanisms, such as gas drag from a pre-existing
disk, as well as the evaporation of additional volatiles in greater
detail.

Fragments may become completely dry at the orbital semi-
major axis adry during the process of orbital circularization
caused by the Alfvén-wave drag. Figure 3 illustrates the evolu-
tion of the mass fraction of residual volatile in the icy fragments.
In a strong magnetic field (B = 100 T) the large fragments may
not dry out before reaching the corotation radius Rcor as the fast
circularization shortens the evaporation time. In contrast, in a
weaker magnetic field (B = 10 T) fragments as large as 500 m
can be completely dried out. To account for the orbital evolution
of fragments with different pericenters, Figure 4 shows the dry-
out radius Rdry. As the pericenter Rp increases, fragments feel
weaker magnetic fields, leading to a longer evaporation time and
a more thorough evaporation.

3. Volatile-shielding by the magnetic field

The evaporated vapor is rapidly photoionized on a timescale sig-
nificantly shorter than the timescale of orbital circularization, as
demonstrated in Appendix C. Concurrently, the recombination
rate is notably slower, resulting in near-complete ionization of
the gas in the photoionization equilibrium, as explained in Ap-
pendix D. The ionized gas interacts with the magnetic field and
is either funneled onto the white dwarf or ejected to infinity (Lai
2014).
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Rsub

Rsub

Rcor

Rcor

Fig. 4. Dry-out distance Rdry for fragments as a function of the fragment
size, accounting for different magnetic fields at the surface of the white
dwarf. The corotation radius Rcor = 3.3R⊙ for a period of one day and
the sublimation radius Rsub = 0.2R⊙ for refractory sublimation is de-
noted by the purple dashed line and the red dashed line, respectively.

3.1. Magnetosphere radius

Beyond the corotation radius Rcor, the particle’s motion is slower
than that of the local magnetic field lines, resulting in a force that
resists its relative movement. Consequently, the particle accu-
mulates angular momentum and experiences a net outward force
induced by the magnetic field, prompting it to move away from
the white dwarf. On the other hand, within the corotation ra-
dius Rcor, the particle loses both its energy and angular momen-
tum and is subjected to a net inward force, directing it toward
the white dwarf. The corotation radius is a function of the white
dwarf angular speed ωwd

Rcor =

GMwd

ω2
wd

1/3

= 3.3R⊙

(
Mwd

0.6M⊙

)1/3 (
Pwd

1 day

)2/3

,

(8)

where Pwd = 2π/ωwd is the spin period of the white dwarf.
The critical radius within which the magnetic field dominates

the incoming ionized gas flow is called the magnetosphere ra-
dius, which can be obtained by

Rmag = Rwd

 B2
⋆

µ0ρgv2
g

1/6

, (9)

where ρg is the mass density of the gas. To ensure the magnetic
effect, the magnetosphere radius Rmag must exceed the corotation
radius Rcor. In the case where the volatiles in the comet frag-
ments sublimate beyond the corotation radius, they are ionized
and shielded by the magnetic field. Nevertheless, for larger frag-
ments, some volatiles may still remain in the deep interior as
they cross the corotation radius. The number density ρg can be

Fig. 5. Residual mass fraction of water ηfrag in fragments of different
sizes under the different magnetic fields.

obtained by

ρg =
Ṁ

4πR2
magvg

(10)

as a first approximation. With Equations (10) and (D.4) we find
the analytical solution of Rmag for spherical accretion

Rmag = Rwd

 16π2B4R5
wd

µ2
0Ṁ2GMwd

1/7

= 80R⊙
( B⋆
100 T

)4/7 (
Ṁ

105 kg/s

)−2/7

.

(11)

For the magnetic shielding mechanism to work, the requirement
of Rmag > Rcor gives( B⋆
1 T

)4/7 (
Ṁ

105 kg/s

)−2/7

>

(
Mwd

0.6M⊙

)1/3 (
Pwd

2 day

)2/3

. (12)

3.2. Accreted mass fraction of the water in the comet

The tidal fragments of the comets follow a mass-size distribution

dm =
4π
3
ρ(4 − α)r3

0rα−4
frag,maxr3−α

frag drfrag, (13)

with which the accreted mass of a comet can be obtained by

macc =

∫ rfrag,max

=∞

ηfrag(B, rfrag)dm. (14)

Therefore, the fraction of the volatile mass that could finally be
accreted onto the white dwarf is

ηcomet =
macc

mcomet
. (15)

Figure 6 shows the residual mass fraction η f rag(B, rfrag) of the
volatile that is retained in the fragment after crossing the corota-
tion radius Rcor.
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Fig. 6. Accreted mass fraction of the volatile in the comet as a function
of the magnetic field in the white dwarf surface, given Rmag ≥ Rcor. Two
chosen values 0.4 R⊙ and 3.3 R⊙ correspond to the values of Rcor when
the spin period of the white dwarf is one hour and one day, respectively.

4. Discussion

4.1. Conditions for volatile shielding

There are two critical requirements for efficient volatile shielding
by the magnetic field. In the magnetic field, ionized gas particles
outside the corotation radius Rcor obtain a positive orbital an-
gular momentum and are consequently expelled from the white
dwarf (Lai 2014). To ensure the effectiveness of this shielding
mechanism, the magnetic pressure must dominate over the gas
ram pressure, constituting the first condition,

Rmag > Rcor, (16)

which is equivalent to the inequality (12). This magnetosphere
condition gives the maximum rotational period of the white
dwarf as a function of the magnetic field strength.

The second condition is referred to as the dry-out condition.
Comets begin to sublimate water ice as they cross the ice line Rice
and continue until all volatile material is exhausted. In order for
the magnetic field to effectively shield the volatile material, the
corotation radius must lie within the ice line so that the volatile
material can be sublimated into space before the comet enters
the corotation radius. Therefore, we have

Rice > Rcor, (17)

which gives the maximum rotational period of the white dwarf
as a function of the temperature. Most of the volatiles need to be
sublimated out of the comet’s surface before the comet gets into
the corotation radius. The semimajor axis where the icy object
becomes completely dried out is called the dry-out radius Rdry.
In order for complete volatile shielding to occur, we require

Rdry > Rcor (18)

or

τdry < τcirc (19)

which means that the comet is dried out faster than its orbital
decay. The dry-out radius of a comet is an important factor that

determines whether volatile shielding by the magnetic field is
effective. The dry-out radius is influenced by several physical
properties of the comet, including its size, density, porosity, and
thermal parameters, as well as the heating process it undergoes.
While the properties of Solar System comets are used in this
work, they are still uncertain. In general, larger comets have
smaller dry-out radii because they require more time to subli-
mate their volatile content, leading to a closer approach to the
white dwarf when completely dried out. The largest size of the
tidal fragments, determined by material cohesion, can also in-
fluence the model results. The heating process is dependent on
the temperature of the white dwarf, which defines the ice line ra-
dius, and the orbital circularization of the comet, which defines
the dry-out radius. The conditions for volatile shielding by the
magnetic field are illustrated in Figure 8, which considers differ-
ent accretion rates, strengths, and periods of the white dwarf.

The model presented in this study involves a number of fac-
tors that introduce a significant degree of uncertainty to the re-
sults. The magnetosphere condition is primarily dependent on
the physical properties of the white dwarf, while the dry-out con-
dition is related to the thermal and orbital circularization of the
icy object. Although this work focuses specifically on the wa-
ter content of comets, the same analysis could be extended to
other volatiles such as CO and CO2. It should be noted that the
magnetic field may also shield rocky materials from the white
dwarf, provided that the corotation radius is closer than the sub-
limation radius of such materials. For instance, the sublimation
radius for silicate is estimated to be around 0.2R⊙, which is also
often regarded as the inner edge of a dusty disk (Rafikov 2011).
If Rcor < 0.2R⊙, the accretion of planetary material would be
significantly impeded. A corotation radius this close to the white
dwarf is indicative of a fast-rotating object with a rotational pe-
riod of less than 20 minutes.

For white dwarfs with strong magnetic fields, the magneto-
sphere condition (Rmag > Rcor) can generally be fulfilled except
in the case of extremely slow rotators. However, satisfying the
dry-out condition may be more difficult as icy fragments can still
contain significant amounts of volatile material when they cross
the corotation radius, due to rapid orbital circularization under
the influence of the strong magnetic field. As shown in Figure 8,
the dry-out condition becomes increasingly difficult to satisfy as
the magnetic field strength of the white dwarf exceeds 104 T.

In the case of weakly magnetic white dwarfs, the dry-out
condition is satisfied due to the long orbital circularization time
resulting from the weak magnetic field. As long as the magne-
tosphere condition is fulfilled, the shielding mechanism can ef-
fectively prevent volatiles from accreting onto the white dwarf.
However, the spin period of the white dwarf should be less than
one day for accretion rates ranging from 103 kg/s to 107 kg/s,
as illustrated in Figure 8. The accretion rate can be affected by
the size of the pollutant. Accretion of exomoons could result in a
high accretion rate, while consecutive asteroids produce a lower
accretion rate (Trierweiler et al. 2022). Our results show that a
higher accretion (e.g., from exomoons) is more likely to escape
the volatile-shielding regime and cause volatile pollution as in
this case the magnetosphere radius could be smaller than the
corotation radius. It is important to note that Figure 8 is based on
the assumption that the Alfvén drag dominates the orbital circu-
larization process, which may not always be true. For instance, a
weak magnetic field with a pre-existing compact dust disk could
result in a quicker circularization process, thereby reducing the
effectiveness of the volatile shielding mechanism, as discussed in
Section 3. Additionally, for exo-Kuiper belt objects, the effect of
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dust drag may further impede the volatile shielding mechanism,
while for exo-Oort Cloud objects its effect is minimal.

4.2. Observation tests

Our model demonstrates a correlation between volatile accre-
tion and the temperature, rotational periods, and magnetic field
of the white dwarf. To our knowledge, only a limited number
of white dwarfs have a known period, including ∼ 40 observed
through the non-radial g-mode pulsations of white dwarfs (see
Table 4 in Hermes et al. 2017) and ∼ 35 through photometry and
spectroscopy of magnetic white dwarfs (Kawaler 2004, 2014;
Ferrario et al. 2015). It is estimated that 10%-20% of all white
dwarfs have a magnetic field stronger than 0.1 T, according to the
∼ 250 known magnetic white dwarfs (Sion et al. 2014; Ferrario
et al. 2015).

In this section, we describe the test we conducted of the
material-shielding mechanism in white dwarfs with known ro-
tational periods and magnetic fields. We tested whether the
unpolluted DA/DB white dwarfs1 and the potentially polluted
DBZ/DAZ/DZ white dwarfs2 are subject to our volatile shielded
mechanism or not. Due to the limited availability of data pertain-
ing to white dwarf rotations and magnetic fields, the test sample
was restricted to a total of nine white dwarfs, as listed in Table 1.
With more data on white dwarf rotations and magnetic fields in
the future, our model promises more precise testing, enhancing
our understanding of the volatile shielded mechanism’s applica-
bility to both unpolluted and polluted white dwarfs. We also im-
plemented a test of the refractory-shielding mechanism (where
the dust sublimation radius is larger than the corotation radius)
on DA, DB, DAZ, DBZ, and DZ white dwarfs (see Appendix E).

Volatile pollution is typically diagnosed by an excess of
carbon, nitrogen, oxygen, or sulfur in the white dwarf’s atmo-
sphere. Among the polluted DAZ, DBZ, and DZ white dwarfs,
we need further information about whether the heavy elements
are volatile-rich or not. In addition, DBA white dwarfs, which
contain hydrogen in the helium-dominated atmosphere, are con-
sidered to have been potentially water-polluted in the past, as
hydrogen does not sink, but accumulates in the atmosphere. On
the other hand, in the hydrogen-dominated (DA) white dwarfs,
the heavy elements sink quickly, so that the memory of the dis-
tant past is lost and we have no clues regarding the pollution.
Therefore, we consider DA white dwarfs to be bad test targets
whose lack of pollution does not necessarily indicate a shielding
mechanism. The sampling strategy is also illustrated in Fig. 7.

4.2.1. WD2326+049

WD2326+049 (G29-38) is a DAZ white dwarf that hosts a dust
disk at a distance of approximately 1.2 R⊙ from the central star
(Ballering et al. 2022). The mineral composition of the disk has
been compared with the photospheric composition, revealing an
excess of volatile elements, namely carbon and sulfur, in the
disk (see Figure 14 in Xu et al. 2014). It is important to note
that the observed excess of these elements could be partly at-
tributed to the assumptions made in the modeling process, in-
cluding the assumption of an optically thin disk and the inclusion
of niningerite (Reach et al. 2005, 2009; Xu et al. 2014). Never-

1 DA and DB white dwarfs refer to those only containing hydrogen
and helium, respectively.
2 White dwarfs that are polluted by heavy elements are classified
as DBZ, DAZ, and DZ types, some of which were discovered to be
volatile-rich.

Magnetic field (~250)DAZ/DBZ/DBA/DB/DZ (~4700)

Rotational period (~75)

Sample

Fig. 7. Sampling of our observational tests. Our model includes the
composition, surface magnetic field, and spin period of white dwarfs.
The relative size of a circle shows the sample size (not to scale) and
the numbers in parentheses are the total number of white dwarfs with
available data; there are nine white dwarfs that fulfill our criteria.

theless, our proposed volatile shielding model offers a plausible
explanation for the observed excess of carbon and sulfur.

The white dwarf WD2326+049 (G29-38) possesses a weak
magnetic field of 0.07 ± 0.05T, as reported in a study by Farihi
et al. (2018). However, the measurements of its rotational pe-
riod have yielded conflicting results, with values of 0.014 days
(Koester et al. 1998), 0.042 days (Berger et al. 2005), and 1.35
days (Kleinman et al. 1998) reported using different methods.
Evidence supporting a period of 0.77 days has also been pre-
sented by Thompson et al. (2010). Based on the conditions re-
quired for the shielding of volatile material, illustrated in Figure
8, assuming a rotational period of either 0.014 or 0.042 days
would satisfy the necessary conditions for shielding if the ac-
cretion rate were 106 kg/s. This suggests that volatile material
could be shielded from the corotation radius of the white dwarf.
Given that the corotation radius for a period of 0.042 days is ap-
proximately 0.4 R⊙, which lies between the silicate sublimation
radius (∼ 0.2R⊙) and the location of the narrow disk (1.2R⊙ with
a width of 0.12R⊙), silicate may still be able to pass through
the corotation radius in solid form and ultimately be accreted.
The situation differs for carbonate and sulfide, as their sublima-
tion temperatures of ∼1000K correspond to a sublimation radius
of ∼ 0.45R⊙, which is larger than the corotation radius. Conse-
quently, carbonate and sulfide vapor is shielded from the coro-
tation radius by the magnetic field. Outward-moving carbonate
gas can effectively recondense, as shown by Okuya et al. (2023),
which leads to the non-detection of gas. As a result, the abun-
dance of carbon and sulfur in the dusty disk exceeds that of
the white dwarf atmosphere. A comprehensive investigation of
the disk model falls outside the scope of this study, and further
scrutiny of this system is deferred to future research endeavors.

4.2.2. WD0322-019

WD 0322-019 is classified as a very cool white dwarf and its ac-
cretion rate is estimated to be 3.7× 104 kg/s (Farihi et al. 2011).
Based on the position of its ice line, which is located at ∼ 20R⊙,
it is expected that water gas is not shielded in this system, as the
ice line is smaller than the corotation radius of the white dwarf,
estimated to be ∼ 30R⊙. Within the corotation radius, the mag-
netic field funnels volatile gases into the white dwarf via subli-
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Table 1. White dwarfs analyzed in this work.

Name Composition Surface magnetic field Temperature Spin period Model (volatile) References
0041-102 DBA 3500 T 20000 K 131.6 min unshielded 1,2,3
0853+163 DBA 100 T 21200-27700 K 2-24 hr unshielded 4,5,6,7
1820+609 DBA <10 T 4780 K yrs unshielded 5,6,8
1829+547 DBA 17000-18000 T 6300 K >100 yr unshielded 8,9,10,11
0912+536 DB 10000 T 7160 ± 190 K 1.33 d unshielded 1,8,12
1748+708 DB 10000 T 5590 ± 90 K >100 yr unshielded 8,13,14,15
2010+310 DB 52000 T 18000 K >100 yr unshielded 15,16,17
0322-019 DAZ 1.65 ± 0.23 T 5310 ± 100 K 28-33 d unshielded 4, 18, 19
2326+049 DAZ 0.07 ± 0.05 T 11900 K 0.014 d; 0.042 d; 1.35 d shielded 19,20,21,22

References. (1) Angel (1977); (2) Achilleos et al. (1992); (3) Liebert et al. (1977); (4) Kawka & Vennes (2012); (5) Putney (1997); (6) Brinkworth
et al. (2013); (7) Wesemael et al. (2001); (8) Bergeron et al. (2001); (9) Putney & Jordan (1995); (10) Angel et al. (1975); (11) Silber et al.
(1994); (12) Angel et al. (1972); (13) Angel et al. (1974); (14) Angel (1978); (15) Berdyugin & Piirola (1999); (16) Wickramasinghe et al. (2002);
(17) Angel et al. (1985); (18) Farihi et al. (2011) (19) Farihi et al. (2018) (20) Koester et al. (1998) (21) Berger et al. (2005) (22) Kleinman et al.
(1998)

mation. Hence, WD 0322-019 is expected to be enriched with
volatile elements; however, no such detection has been made to
date, including oxygen, which typically exists in rocky materials.
The low temperature of the white dwarf makes such detections
challenging Farihi et al. (2011).

4.2.3. WD1748+708, WD1820+609, WD1829+547, and
WD2010+310

The white dwarfs 1748+708, 1820+609, 1829+547, and
2010+310, all of which possess magnetic fields, exhibit rota-
tional periods that exceed 100 years. As a result, their corotation
radii are larger than their ice lines, thereby indicating that the
volatile shielding mechanism is inoperative in these stars. No-
tably, the white dwarfs 1820+609 and 1829+547 are DBA white
dwarfs, which is in agreement with our predictions, due to the
presence of hydrogen in their atmospheres. On the other hand,
the absence of hydrogen in the DB white dwarfs 1748+708 and
2010+310 could be due to the absence of planetary systems or
could be a result of an as-yet-unknown mechanism.

4.2.4. WD0041-102, WD0853+163, and WD0912+536

The magnetic white dwarfs 0041-102, 0853+163, and 0912+536
have a relatively fast rotation rate, resulting in a corotation ra-
dius that falls within the ice line. As depicted in Figure 8, these
white dwarfs could be open to the volatiles in the comet accre-
tion scenario, provided the tidal fragments have a close peri-
center. Although the magnetic fields of these white dwarfs are
sufficiently strong to hold a magnetosphere beyond the corota-
tion radius, this also means that their orbits rapidly drift toward
the corotation radius, thus not enabling them to eliminate the
volatile. Since the sublimated volatiles inside the corotation ra-
dius are drawn toward the white dwarf surface due to the mag-
netic field’s influence, the shielding mechanism becomes inef-
fective for them. This observation is consistent with the pres-
ence of hydrogen on the surfaces of white dwarfs 0041-102 and
0853+163, both of which are DBA white dwarfs. However, for
white dwarf 0912+536, hydrogen is not detected on its surface
while it is situated beyond the shielding region. This may be due
to the absence of a planetary system or some other unexplained
mechanisms.

·M = 106 kg/s

Rp = 1R⊙

Rp = 0.6R⊙

Rp = 0.2R⊙

·M = 104 kg/s

·M = 102 kg/s

Speeding the 
orbital decay

Decreasing the 
magnetosphere radius

Fig. 8. Volatile shielding conditions in the Bwd–Pwd parameter space.
The shaded area between the solid and dashed lines indicates the zone
where the shield mechanism is in effect. The black solid lines represent
the magnetosphere condition, above which Rmag is larger than Rcor, en-
suring that gas is shielded from the magnetosphere of the white dwarf.
The black dashed lines represent the dry-out condition, below which
the icy fragments of a comet can be totally dried out before they cross
the corotation radius Rcor in the process of orbital circularization. The
shaded region could expand according to different assumptions on the
accretion rate and the pericenters of fragments. The dashed lines are
based on the Alfvén-wave drag-induced orbital circularization, so in
other scenarios of circularization, these dashed line are not valid. The
shaded region should also depend on the material properties of planetary
pollutants, so there is a large uncertainty on the region above the solid
lines. DBA white dwarfs WD0041-102 and WD0853+163 are out of the
shielding regime, consistent with the detection of hydrogen in their at-
mospheres. DB white dwarf WD0912-536 is also open to volatiles, but
no hydrogen is detected. This might be the result of no planetary system
or some unknown mechanism. The blue dotted line denotes the lower
limit of the observation on the surface magnetic field of white dwarfs.
WD2326+049 has several measurements in the rotational period, two
of which are in the volatile-shielding region.

5. Summary and conclusion

White dwarfs have been observed to have atmospheres pol-
luted by heavy elements, which are thought to be accreted from
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planetary objects (Zuckerman et al. 2003). Refractory pollution,
such as silicate and iron elements, is more commonly observed
than volatile pollution, which includes carbon, nitrogen, oxygen,
and sulfur (Xu et al. 2017). It is currently unclear whether this
scarcity of volatile pollution is due to the prevalence of dry pol-
lutants, such as asteroids and rocky planets, or some unknown
mechanism that shields the volatiles.

Recently, Zhang et al. (2021) proposed a scenario in which
the orbital circularization of long-period comets is achieved
through Alfvén wing drag, which would allow comets from the
exo-Oort Cloud to be accreted onto the white dwarf. However,
this scenario does not explain the scarcity of volatile pollution.
In light of this problem, we investigate the evolution of volatile
content in comets

We find that the volatile content in the tidal fragments of
comets can effectively sublimate during the process of orbital
circularization. Following sublimation, the resulting volatile va-
por may be shielded by the magnetosphere of white dwarfs, pro-
vided that the magnetosphere radius is greater than the corotation
radius. The effectiveness of this volatile-shielded mechanism is
determined by the extent of sublimation occurring outside the
corotation radius. The main processes in this scenario are the
following:

(1) Tidal fragmentation and orbital circularization of comets.
Comets are tidally disrupted within the tidal disruption
radius. The generated fragments with a maximum size of
∼ 200 m migrate inward due to the Alfvén wing drag and/or
dust drag. In this work, we incorporate the Alfvén wing drag
to model the behavior of exo-Oort Cloud objects.

(2) Volatile sublimation. After crossing the ice line, the interior
of fragments gets heated up to the sublimation temperature of
volatile materials, resulting in gas release from the surface.
We adopt the physical properties of Solar System comets to
study the thermal evolution and vapor evolution.

(3) Magnetic shielding. Given that the corotation radius is
smaller than the magnetosphere radius, the photoionized va-
por is shielded from the corotation radius.

Our findings reveal that objects with a size smaller than 500
m can experience complete volatile loss within 1 Myr. The effec-
tiveness of the volatile-shielded mechanism hinges on whether
the orbital circularization timescale is shorter or longer than the
dry-out timescale. If it is longer, all the volatile content can be
shielded from the corotation radius of the white dwarf. However,
for a shorter circularization timescale, smaller icy objects can be
completely dried out while larger objects retain some volatile
content, leading to partial dryness and the presence of volatile
material within the corotation radius. Consequently, the volatile-
shielded mechanism cannot provide effective protection in such
cases. A surface magnetic field weaker than 100 T could al-
low a sufficiently long circularization timescale for the volatile-
shielded mechanism to work. As we mentioned, the prerequisite
of this mechanism is that the magnetosphere radius is larger than
the corotation radius. For example, for a white dwarf with a rota-
tional period of two days, the magnetic field must be larger than
1 T.

By introducing the magnetic shielding of volatile, we ex-
trapolated a correlation between a white dwarf’s magnetic field,
spin period, and the composition of the pollutants. We ap-
plied our model to nine white dwarfs with known magnetic
fields, rotational periods, and atmosphere compositions, and ob-
served that the polluted white dwarf G29-38 (WD2326+049) is
volatile shielded in our model, potentially explaining the excess
of volatile elements such as C and S in the disk relative to the

white dwarf atmosphere. The other eight white dwarfs under in-
vestigation exhibit receptivity to volatiles. This is consistent with
the presence of hydrogen in the four investigated DBA white
dwarfs. However, the lack of hydrogen in the four examined
DB white dwarfs cannot be explained by our shielding mech-
anism and may be attributed to the absence of planetary systems
or other unknown mechanisms. We suggest that future obser-
vations of white dwarfs with different magnetic fields and rota-
tional periods will provide more insights into the efficiency of the
volatile-shielded mechanism. Additionally, our model is highly
sensitive to the orbital evolution and material properties of exo-
comets, and a comparison between observations and our model
may lead to valuable constraints on the properties and origins of
pollutants.
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Appendix A: Tidal disruption of comets

A.1. Tidal disruption radius

A comet can break up due to the tidal force once its or-
bit is within the tidal disruption radius Rtidal. For a gravity-
dominated object (>200 m), the tidal disruption radius is (Srid-
har & Tremaine 1992)

Rtid,grav = 1.05
(

M⋆
ρ

)1/3

= 1.6
(
ρ

1 g/cm3

)−1/3

R⊙. (A.1)

For a strength-dominated object (< a few hundred meters), the
tidal disruption radius is (Holsapple 2007; Holsapple & Michel
2008; Zhang & Lin 2020)

Rtid,str =

 √3
4π

1/3  5k
4πGr2

0ρ
2
+ s

−1/3 (
M⋆
ρ

)1/3

, (A.2)

where

k =
6C cos ϕ
√

3(3 − sin ϕ)
, (A.3)

s =
2 sin ϕ

√
3(3 − sin ϕ)

. (A.4)

Here r0 is the radius of the comet. The cohesive strength C can
range from 0.1 Pa to 10 MPa, which introduces uncertainty, and
the frictional angle ϕ ranges from 25◦ to 50◦. For simplicity, we
assume the size of the parent body is larger than 1 km, as the
observed abundance of heavy elements in a white dwarf implies
an average 100 km sized pollutant (equivalent to the accretion
rate of 108 g/s) (Wyatt et al. 2014). Therefore, the comet con-
sidered in this work is in the gravity-dominated regime and the
corresponding tidal radius is

Rtid ≃ 1.27R⊙, (A.5)

with ρ = 2 g/cm3.

A.2. Size distribution

The fragments of a tidally disrupted comet typically follow a size
distribution with a maximum radius rfrag,max determined by

rfrag,max =

 5k

4πGρ2(
√

3M⋆/4πρR3 − s)

1/2

. (A.6)

For the region R < (
√

3M⋆/4πρs)1/3 ≈ Rtidal,grav, Rfrag,max is
approximately

rfrag,max =

 5kR3

√
3GρM⋆

1/2

≈ 212
( C
1 Pa

)1/2 (
R

1.27R⊙

)3/2

m,

(A.7)

which is consistent with the lower bound of the size of a rubble
pile object (Walsh 2018). The fragments follow a size distribu-
tion described by a power law

dNfrag

drfrag
= CNr−αfrag, (A.8)

dmfrag

drfrag
=

4π
3

CNρr3−α
frag (A.9)
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Fig. A.1. Bound mass fraction (denoted by the color scale) after tidal
disruption as a function of the size and the initial semimajor axis of the
parent body.

for r < rfrag,max, where α ≈ 3.5 (Wyatt et al. 2011) and CN is
constrained by mass conservation:

CN = (4 − α)r3
0rα−4

frag,max. (A.10)

The fragments smaller than rfrag,min are blown out by radiation
pressure (Burns et al. 1979; Brouwers et al. 2022a), which is
given by

rfrag,min = 0.15
(a0

au

) ( R
R⊙

)−1 (
L⋆

0.001L⊙

) (
M⋆

0.6M⊙

)−1

µm. (A.11)

A.3. Orbital distribution of fragments

After disruption, fragments of the parent body obtain new semi-
major axes (Brouwers et al. 2022a)

afrag,0 = a0

(
1 −

2a0xr0

Rtid(Rtid + xr0)

)−1

, (A.12)

and new eccentricities

efrag,0 = 1 −
Rtid + xr0

afrag,0
, (A.13)

where a0 and r0 are the semimajor axis and radius of the parent
body, respectively. The parameter x in the range of (-1,1) de-
scribes the initial location of the fragment before the disruption.
The inner bound of the fragments is expressed as

ain = a0

(
1 +

2a0r0

Rtid(Rtid + r0)

)−1

. (A.14)

Fragments could have a very far outer bound and even be un-
bound if the parent body size is larger than a critical size (Mala-
mud & Perets 2020)

r0 >
r2

R

2a0 − rR
≈

r2
R

2a0
= 187.5

(
rR

1R⊙

)2 ( a0

10 au

)
km, (A.15)
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which is obtained by setting afrag,0 < 0 in Eq. (A.12). In this case,
the remaining mass ratio due to tidal disruption is approximately

ηtidal =
1
2
+

r2

2r2
0(2a0 + r)

. (A.16)

Figure A.1 shows the remaining mass ratio with dependence on
the size and the semimajor axis of the parent body. It can be seen
that objects larger than 1 km from the Oort Cloud (∼ 104 au) lose
about half of their mass, and those from the Kuiper belt (∼ 50 au)
could maintain most of their mass if they are smaller than 100
km.

Appendix B: Circularization by Alfvén drag

When fragments move through a magnetized flowing plasma,
Alfvén wave is induced and dissipates the orbital energy with a
power (Drell et al. 1965; Neubauer 1980)

P ≃
πU2

µ0v̄A
, (B.1)

where U = rfragvrelaB is the electric potential of the induced elec-
tric field across the radius rfrag, vrela is the relative speed of the
fragment to the magnetic field, B is the local magnetic field flux
density, and µ0 = 4π × 10−7N A−2 is the permeability of free
space. We neglect the spin of the white dwarf such that vrela is
equivalent to the orbital speed v. The parameter v̄A is estimated
as 3 × 107 m/s in the low gas number density regime (Zhang
et al. 2021).

The dissipated energy within an orbital period is

∆E = −
P
m
∆teff , (B.2)

where m is the fragment mass and ∆teff is the effective time of
energy dissipation. The local magnetic field B decreases rapidly
with the distance to the white dwarf as

B = B⋆

(
R

R⋆

)3

. (B.3)

Therefore, the orbital energy dissipation is efficient only around
the pericenter Rp = a(1 − e) when the orbital is highly eccentric.
The effective time ∆teff can be expressed as

∆teff =
a
Ωperi

, (B.4)

where Ωperi is the angular speed at the pericenter

Ωperi =

√
GM⋆Rp(1 + e)

R2
p

(B.5)

and α ≃ π/2.24 is an empirical value (Zhang et al. 2021). Com-
bining above equations, we obtain the energy change

∆E ≃ −
3αB2

⋆R6
⋆

2ρr0µ0v̄A p5

√
GM⋆

p
. (B.6)

Since the aphelion of fragments is distant where the magnetic
effect is inefficient, the distance of the pericenter to the white
dwarf Rp does not change a great deal. Therefore, the energy
change is nearly constant over the orbital evolution.
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Fig. B.1. Timescale for the fragments of different sizes to be circularized
by the Alfvén-wave drag as a function of the distance to the white dwarf,
accounting for pericenter distances of 0.2R⊙, 0.6R⊙, 1R⊙ denoted by
different line widths from the thickest to the thinnest.

The change of the semimajor axis and the eccentricity in an
orbital period due to the energy dissipation are

∆a = −
a∆E

E
(B.7)

and

∆e = −(1 − e)
∆E
E
, (B.8)

respectively. With the orbital energy E = −GM⋆/2a and the or-
bital period P f rag = 2π

√
a3/GM⋆, we obtain the orbital migra-

tion rate

ȧ ≃
∆a

P f rag
= −

∆E
π
√

GM⋆

√
a, (B.9)

which gives

a ≃
(
√

a0 +
∆E

2π
√

GM⋆
t
)2

, (B.10)

and

e ≃ 1 − p
(
√

a0 +
∆E

2π
√

GM⋆
t
)−2

. (B.11)

Figure B.1 shows the circularization timescale of fragments of
different sizes caused by the magnetic drag. The timescale of
this orbital circularization is

τB,circ =
2π
√

GM⋆a0

−∆E

= 2.7
( r
1 m

) ( B⋆
100 T

)−2 ( a0

100 au

)1/2
(

q0

0.2R⊙

)11/2

kyr.

(B.12)

Here we use the approximation ȧ ≃ ∆a/Pfrag, which is valid
when t ≫ Pfrag. A more precise description of the orbital evolu-
tion is given as a function of the number of orbits (Zhang et al.
2021).

Article number, page 12 of 13



Zhou et al: White dwarf magnetospheres: Shielding volatile content of icy objects and implications for volatile pollution scarcity

Appendix C: Photoionization of hydrogen

The volatile vapor is ionized by stellar radiation on a timescale

τion = 1/Pion. (C.1)

Here Pion is the probability per unit time of photoionization,
given by

Pion =

∫ ∞

νL

Lν(T )σH(ν)
4πr2hν

dν, (C.2)

where Lν(T ) is the specific luminosity, σH is the photoioniza-
tion cross section, and hνL = 13.6 eV with h denoting the Plank
constant. The specific luminosity Lν is obtained by

Lν(T ) = 4π2R2
wdBν(T ), (C.3)

where Bν describes the blackbody radiation

Bν(T ) =
2ν2

c2

hν
exp(hν/kT⋆) − 1

. (C.4)

The photoionization cross section σH approximately follows a
power law

σH ≈ σ0

(
ν

νL

)−3

(C.5)

for photons with frequency ν > νL. Here σ0 = 6.3 × 10−22 m2.
The ionization timescale is

τion = 1.5 × 10−5
(

R
R⊙

)2

yr. (C.6)

Appendix D: Photoionization equilibrium

The photoionization equilibrium is obtained when the photoion-
ization rate is equal to the recombination rate. The timescale of
radiative recombination is

τrec =
1

neαA
, (D.1)

where ne is the number density of electrons, and αA is the radia-
tive recombination coefficient that can be estimated by

αA ≈ 4.13 × 10−13
( T⋆
104K

)−0.71−0.011 ln(T⋆/104K)

(D.2)

for an optically thin regime. The electron number density can be
assumed as ne = nH = 2nH2O, where

nH2O =
Ṁ

4πr2vgmH2O
, (D.3)

where Ṁ is the mass accretion rate, mH2O is the mass of H2O
molecule, and the gas incoming velocity vg is assumed to be less
than the Kepler velocity

vg ≤

√
GMwd

r
. (D.4)

Therefore, the recombination timescale is

τrec = 1.8 × 104
(

R
R⊙

)3/2

yr ≫ τion. (D.5)
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Fig. E.1. Material shielding conditions in the Bwd–Pwd parameter space.
DA, DB, and DAZ white dwarfs are denoted as open circles, open
circles, and solid circles, respectively. The purple line represents the
magnetosphere condition, above which the magnetic effect is active.
The vertical lines are the rotational periods where the corotation ra-
dius equals the sublimation radius for refractory materials (solid lines)
and volatile materials (dashed lines). To the left of the vertical lines, the
shielding effect works as the corotation radius is smaller than the subli-
mation radius. Overall, the material-shielding regime is represented by
the upper left region of the plot separated by lines.

At the photoionization equilibrium

nHI

τion
=

np

τrec
, (D.6)

the ionization ratio is

ηion =
np

nHI + np
=

τrec

τrec + τion
≈ 1, (D.7)

which indicates that near the white dwarf, gas is nearly com-
pletely ionized on a timescale much shorter than the orbital cir-
cularization timescale.

Appendix E: Test on refractory-shielding
mechanism

White dwarfs of spectral types DB, DAZ, DBZ, and DZ are suit-
able targets for examining the refractory-shielding phenomenon.
However, the sample size is currently limited, as only two DAZ
and three DB white dwarfs with known magnetic fields and
periods are available. To broaden the scope of the study, 21
DA white dwarfs were also included in the sample pool. Nev-
ertheless, it is worth noting that inferring the existence of the
refractory-shielding phenomenon in DA white dwarfs from the
absence of pollution might not be entirely accurate, given that
heavy elements in DA white dwarfs tend to rapidly sink. Fig-
ure E.1 presents the result, which does not reveal any discernible
feature. Therefore, we recommend that further investigations be
conducted in the future to study this issue.
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