arXiv:2108.11001v1 [astro-ph.SR] 25 Aug 2021

Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 000, 1−15 (2021) Printed 26 August 2021 (MN L^ATEX style file v2.2)

Detailed elemental abundances of binary stars: Searching for signatures of planet formation and atomic diffusion^⋆

Fan Liu (刘凡),^1† Bertram Bitsch,^2 Martin Asplund, Bei-Bei Liu (刘倍贝),^{3,4} Michael T. Murphy,^1 David Yong,^5 Yuan-Sen Ting (丁源森)^{5,6,7,8} and Sofia Feltzing^3

1Centre for Astrophysics and Supercomputing, Swinburne University of Technology, Melbourne, VIC 3122, Australia 2Max-Plank-Institute für Astronomy, Königstuhl 17, 69117 Heidelberg, Germany 3Lund Observatory, Department of Astronomy and Theoretical physics, Lund University, Box 43, SE-22100 Lund, Sweden 4Department of Physics, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310027, China 5Research School of Astronomy and Astrophysics, Australian National University, Canberra, ACT 2611, Australia 6Institute for Advanced Study, Princeton, NJ 08540, USA 7Department of Astrophysical Sciences, Princeton University, Princeton, NJ 08540, USA 8Observatories of the Carnegie Institution of Washington, Pasadena, CA 91101, USA

Accepted ? Received ?; in original form 2020 December 28

ABSTRACT Binary star systems are assumed to be co-natal and coeval, thus to have identical chemical composition. In this work we aim to test the hypothesis that there is a connection between observed element abundance patterns and the formation of planets using binary stars. Moreover, we also want to test how atomic diffusion might influence the observed abundance patterns. We conduct a strictly line-by-line differential chemical abundance analysis of 7 binary systems. Stellar atmospheric parameters and elemental abundances are obtained with extremely high precision (< 3.5%) using the high quality spectra from VLT/UVES and Keck/HIRES. We find that 4 of 7 binary systems show subtle abundance differences (0.01 - 0.03 dex) without clear correlations with the condensation temperature, including two planet-hosting pairs. The other 3 binary systems exhibit similar degree of abundance differences correlating with the condensation temperature. We do not find any clear relation between the abundance differences and the occurrence of known planets in our systems. Instead, the overall abundance offsets observed in the binary systems (4 of 7) could be due to the effects of atomic diffusion. Although giant planet formation does not necessarily imprint chemical signatures onto the host star, the differences in the observed abundance trends with condensation temperature, on the other hand, are likely associated with diverse histories of planet formation (e.g., formation location). Furthermore, we find a weak correlation between abundance differences and binary separation, which may provide a new constraint on the formation of binary systems.

Key words: stars: abundances -stars: atmospheres -stars: evolution – stars: binaries: general – stars: planetary systems – planets and satellites: formation

⋆ Based on observations collected at the European Organisation for Astronomical Research in the Southern Hemisphere under ESO Programme 0101.D-0921(A). Part of the data presented herein were obtained at the W.M. Keck Observatory, which is operated as a scientific partnership among the California Institute of Technology, the University of California and the National Aeronautics and Space Administration. The Observatory was made possible by the generous financial support of the W.M. Keck Foundation.

† E-mail: fanliu@swin.edu.au

1 INTRODUCTION

Thousands of exoplanets around solar-type stars have been detected via radial velocity and transit surveys during the last two decades. The properties of these planetary systems (i.e. mass, radius, distance from host star) exhibit a surprisingly enormous degree of diversity (Winn & Fabrycky 2015). The diversity of exoplanets, in another sense, may correspond to different variations during the formation processes (Bitsch et al. 2019; Izidoro et al. 2019; Lambrechts et al. 2019; Liu et al. 2019; Liu & Ji 2020), making it compli-

© 2021 RAS

2 F. Liu et al.

cated to examine the real influence of planet formation on the host star’s chemical composition (Liu et al. 2020). In addition to the well-established correlation between stellar metallicity and giant planet occurrence rate (Gonzalez 1997; Santos, Israelian & Mayor 2004; Fischer & Valenti 2005), a few hypotheses were proposed to build further connections between the elemental abundances of planet-hosting stars and the process of planet formation but none of them are conclusive.

In particular, Meléndez et al. (2009, hereafter M09) proposed that the formation of terrestrial planets can take away more refractory material (elements with high condensation temperature T_{cond}) than volatile material (low T_{cond} elements) from the proto-planetary disc during the early accretion stage. This process thus results in lower abundances in refractory elements than volatile elements of a star hosting rocky planets. This hypothesis is favoured in explaining the peculiar abundance pattern of the Sun - deficiency in refractory elements, when compared to the majority of solar twins (M09, Ramírez et al. 2010; Bedell et al. 2018). Following M09 scenario, several studies discussed in theory the impact of different properties and formation processes of exoplanets (e.g., Chambers 2010; Bitsch et al. 2018; Kunitomo et al. 2018). Among these studies, Bitsch et al. (2018) demonstrated that different formation location and history of a super-Earth or ice-giants (inside/outside H2O or CO ice-line) should play a key role in determining the observed abundance pattern of planet-hosting systems, which can be tested by comparing binary stars with or without planets.

A recent study by Booth & Owen (2020), however, attributed the observed abundance pattern of the Sun to the formation of Jupiter analogs (i.e. giant planets at large separations). In their scenario, forming a giant planet can create a gap that traps a large amount of exterior dust in early stage, preventing them being accreted by the host star in contrast to the gas, thus leading up to a 10% - 15% refractory depletion^1.

A tentative explanation for the abundance signatures found in M09 was proposed by Gustafsson (2018a,b). They suggested that the observed solar chemical composition may be due to the dust cleansing of the proto-solar cloud. Their scenario associates the peculiar solar abundance patterns to its birth environment.

Alternatively, post-formation accretion of inner planetary material, namely planet engulfment, can also pollute the stellar chemical composition (Chambers 2001; Pinsonneault, DePoy & Coffee 2001). For a stellarplanetary system with the history of strong dynamical interaction, it is possible that the inner planets or material have fallen into the host star, thus enhancing the stellar surface abundances (see e.g., Church, Mustill & Liu 2020). A T_{cond}-dependent trend, where most refractory elements being over-abundant relative to the volatile elements, can be induced by this process. However, Théado & Vauclair (2012) demonstrated that this is unlikely due to the rapid erasure of such metal-rich material from the convection zone,

1 The exact depletion would depend on the formation time of the giant planet and when it starts to trap the dust exterior to its orbit.

as a result of thermohaline mixing. Although on theoretical grounds chemical signatures of planet engulfment are unexpected, various observational studies have suggested it as a possibility (e.g., HAT-P-4 A/B from Saffe et al. 2017, and HD 240429/30 from Oh et al. 2018).

In most formation channels, binary star systems with wide separations (a hundred AU to 1 pc) are assumed to form from the same gas at about the same time (Offner et al. 2010; Reipurth & Mikkola 2012; Kouwenhoven et al. 2010; Tokovinin 2017), and share identical chemical composition. Therefore, any relative abundance differences between binary components likely reflect astrophysical processes including signatures of planetary formation, and provide clues to test the hypotheses of planet formation. High-precision spectroscopic studies have been applied to two dozens of solar-type binary systems (with/without known planets). These studies have attempted to measure relative elemental abundances in each binary system, where both components are similar to each other in terms of their atmospheric parameters. This approach minimises the systematic uncertainties in a strictly differential abundance analysis, enabling the investigation of subtle abundance anomalies.

The correlation between differences in elemental abundances of two binary components and T_{cond} was reported in Tucci Maia, Meléndez & Ramírez (2014); Tucci Maia et al. (2019) and Ramírez et al. (2015) for the 16 Cygni A/B and XO-2 systems. A similar abundance pattern was detected in another binary system (HD 20807/20766), in which one of the components is surrounded by a debris disc (Saffe et al. 2016). These studies favour the M09 scenario, where they found the planet-hosting stars are depleted in refractory elements. Meanwhile, Saffe et al. (2017); Oh et al. (2018); Ramírez et al. (2019) and Nagar, Spina & Karakas (2020) have studied several binary systems and found that one of the binary components exhibits a significant increase in elemental abundances (0.1 - 0.2 dex) of e.g., HAT-P-4 system, HD 240430/29 and HIP 34407/26. They tentatively attributed the large abundance differences to the effects of planet engulfment. Furthermore, subtle or moderate abundance differences (∼< 0.03 dex) without clear T_{cond} trend were reported in several binary systems (e.g., WASP-94 A/B, HD 133131A/B, HD 106515A/B, HD 20781/20782, HAT-P- 1 system and HD 80606/07) by Teske, Khanal & Ramírez (2016a), Teske et al. (2016b, hereafter T16), Saffe et al. (2019, hereafter S19), Mack et al. (2014), Liu et al. (2014) and Liu et al. (2018), respectively. These studies may demonstrate that hosting close-in giant planets does not necessarily alter the stellar surface abundances, although no conclusive interpretation was offered. To summarise, it remains unclear how and when planet formation leaves an imprint in the observed elemental abundance differences between binary components.

Unveiling the subtle abundance differences within binary systems not only allows us to examine the hypotheses about planet formation, but also helps us to test the chemical homogeneity of binary systems as ’mini-clusters’. Recent studies have attempted to characterise and understand the subtle elemental abundance variations of systems that expected to have common composition, such as binaries (Andrews et al. 2019; Hawkins et al. 2020; Nelson et al. 2021) and open clusters (Liu et al. 2016; Spina et al. 2018). The deviation from chemical homogeneity might indicate

Detailed elemental abundances of binary stars 3

that the interstellar medium (ISM) mixing is not homogeneous. In fact, the subtle correlation between the deviation among elemental abundances has been proposed to be an useful probe to study both stellar nucleosynthesis and ISM mixing (Ting & Weinberg 2021).

In this paper we study in detail the elemental abundances of 7 binary star systems with high-precision differential analysis and search for signatures of planet formation and atomic diffusion. In Section 2 we describe the sample selection, observations and data reduction. The differential stellar atmospheric parameters and chemical abundances of our programme binaries are presented in Section 3. We discuss the potential hypotheses of planet formation and the atomic diffusion effects in Section 4, and summarise the conclusions in Section 5.

2 SAMPLE SELECTION, OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

Our targets were initially selected from Desidera et al. (2004, 2006), with observability in the proposed semester being considered. We selected binary systems with projected separation > 300 AU (> 5”) so that they are spectroscopically distinct and the proto-planetary discs around the individual stars, if present, can not exchange mass. We required that both components of each pair in our sample have magnitude of Gaia G < 9.2 mag, colour of 0.6 < Gaia (BP−RP) < 1.0 and colour difference of Δ(BP−RP) < 0.1. This would facilitate high-precision differential abundance analysis since the binary components are similar to each other.

In total we obtained high resolution, high S/N spectra of 7 binary systems (14 stars), of which two pairs host known giant planet(s) (HD 106515A/B and HD 133131A/B). The observational information of our objects are listed in Table 1, where the photometric and astrometric data were taken from Gaia Data Release 2 (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2018). The ’A’ and ’B’ components of each pair are labelled in the table for clarification. The colour-magnitude diagram of our objects is shown in Figure 1. We note the differences in both colours and absolute magnitudes are ∼< 0.1 mag between binary components in our sample.

Three programme binary systems (HD 108574/75, HD 216122A/B and HIP 92961/62) were observed on 2016- 05-18, using the High Resolution Echelle Spectrometer (HIRES; Vogt et al. 1994) mounted on the Keck I telescope^2 . We chose the E4 slit (width of 0.^{′′} 4) which corresponds to a spectral resolving power of R ≈ 86,000. The obtained spectra cover a range of wavelength from 400 nm to 800 nm. The MAuna Kea Echelle Extraction (MAKEE) data reduction pipeline was applied to reduce the raw Keck/HIRES spectra.

Four programme binary systems (HD 106515A/B, HD 111484A/B, HD 133131A/B and HD 146368A/B) were observed using the ESO UV-visual echelle spectrograph (UVES; Dekker et al. 2000), assembled on the ESO’s Very Large Telescope (VLT-UT2)^3. We used the standard DIC- 2 437+760 setting with the image slicer#3. The obtained UVES spectra have a spectral resolving power of R ≈

2 Keck Programme ID: Z007Hr, 2016A. 3 ESO Programme ID: 0101.D-0921(A).

Figure 1. Colour-magnitude diagram of our programme binary systems: Gaia (BP−RP) as a function of absolute magnitude M_G. The two components of each pair are linked by solid lines.

100,000, and cover a wavelength range of 380 nm - 500 nm and 600 nm - 800 nm. We made use of the EsoReflex pipeline (Freudling et al. 2013) to reduce the raw data.

The reduced individual spectra were radial-velocity corrected, co-added and normalised using IRAF^4. The combined spectrum of each binary component attained extremely high S/N (> 400 per pixel near 600 nm). A portion of the reduced spectra of two binary systems (HD 133131A/B and HD 108574/75) is shown in Figure 2 as an example. The spectral quality is suggested to be proportional to R × (S/N) at a given wavelength (Norris et al. 2001). Therefore the quality of our spectra are at least 2 - 3 times better than the previous available data (e.g., HD 106515A/B and HD 133131A/B, both with R ∼< 65,000 and S/N ∼< 250). Only with such high-quality spectra are we able to achieve the abundance precision of 0.01 dex, which allow us to detect and disentangle the subtle abundance differences due to e.g., planet formation and atomic diffusion.

The line-lists from Meléndez et al. (2014); Liu et al. (2014, 2018) were combined to provide a master list of more than two hundred non-blended spectral lines of up to 30 elements (C, O, Na, Mg, Al, Si, S, K, Ca, Sc, Ti, V, Cr, Mn, Fe, Co, Ni, Cu, Zn, Sr, Y, Zr, Ba, La, Ce, Nd, Sm, Eu, Gd and Dy). When analysing a single binary, we selected the lines from the master list that could be used to analyse the spectra of both stars; this list of lines used is slightly different for different binaries. The equivalent widths (EWs) of selected spectral lines were measured using the IRAF/splot function manually with Gaussian or Lorentz profile fitting. For a single pair, we set the local continuum to be consistent for each spectral line of both components. The method is similar to Liu et al. (2016, 2018), which leads to precise

4 IRAF is distributed by the National Optical Astronomy Observatory, which is operated by the Association of Universities for Research in Astronomy, Inc., under cooperative agreement with the National Science Foundation.

4 F. Liu et al.

Table 1. Observational information of the programme binary systems. The photometric and astrometric data were adopted from Gaia Data Release 2 (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2018).

Object RA Dec Gaia G BP−RP Parallax PMRA^a PMDEC^a M_G Instrument Planets (deg) (deg) (mag) (mag) (mas) (mas/yr) (mas/yr) (mag)

HD 106515A 183.7763 −7.2575 7.78 0.95 29.304 −251.58 −51.39 5.11 VLT/UVES 1^b HD 106515B 183.7744 −7.2577 8.02 1.00 29.392 −244.68 −67.93 5.36 VLT/UVES ... HD 108574^c 187.0174 44.7943 7.28 0.71 21.951 −182.13 −4.69 3.99 Keck/HIRES ... HD 108575^d 187.0189 44.7918 7.86 0.82 21.937 −180.39 0.44 4.57 Keck/HIRES ... HD 111484A 192.3947 3.8182 8.66 0.70 11.449 −79.88 −4.47 3.95 VLT/UVES ... HD 111484B 192.3955 3.8206 8.70 0.71 11.450 −76.70 −3.73 3.99 VLT/UVES ... HD 133131A 225.8985 −27.8431 8.28 0.80 19.399 155.99 −133.72 4.72 VLT/UVES 2^b HD 133131B 225.9000 −27.8416 8.26 0.79 19.465 158.95 −139.10 4.71 VLT/UVES 1^b HD 146368A 244.3625 −34.8189 8.39 0.66 11.921 40.07 81.28 3.77 VLT/UVES ... HD 146368B 244.3610 −34.8182 9.00 0.72 11.788 34.04 83.99 4.36 VLT/UVES ... HD 216122A 342.4226 40.5151 7.96 0.74 12.196 1.08 −37.00 3.39 Keck/HIRES ... HD 216122B 342.4206 40.5148 8.06 0.78 12.911 −3.63 −26.46 3.61 Keck/HIRES ... HIP 92961^c 284.0887 45.5150 9.15 0.73 9.707 22.20 59.08 4.09 Keck/HIRES ... HIP 92962^d 284.0923 45.5073 8.26 0.63 9.764 24.99 58.52 3.21 Keck/HIRES ...

a PMRA and PMDEC: proper motion in Right Ascension and Declination. b Giant planets detected by radial velocity method.

c The ’A’ component of binary.^d The ’B’ component of binary.

Figure 2. A portion of the normalised spectra of two programme binary systems: HD 133131A/B and HD 108574/75. Blue: spectra of HD 133131A and HD 108574; orange: spectra of HD 133131B and HD 108575. The dashed lines mark out several atomic lines (Si i, Ti i, V i and Ni i) adopted in our analysis.

measurements on a differential basis. In order to avoid the adverse effects of line saturation, we excluded strong lines with EW ⩾ 120 mÅ except for a few inevitable elements (Mg i, Mn i, and Ba i). The EW measurements and atomic data of adopted spectral lines for this analysis are presented in Table A1. We note that the influence of adopted atomic data (e.g., gf-values) on a line-by-line differential abundance analysis of similar stars are negligible (e.g., Liu et al. 2014, 2018).

3 ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

3.1 Differential stellar atmospheric parameters

We addressed an elemental abundance analysis using the MOOG 2014 software (Sneden 1973; Sobeck et al. 2011) on the basis of 1D local thermodynamic equilibrium (LTE). The model atmospheres were derived from the Kurucz ODFNEW grid (Castelli & Kurucz 2003). For each binary system, we obtained the stellar atmospheric parameters (i.e. effective temperature T_{eff} , surface gravity log g, microturbulent velocity ξt and metallicity [Fe/H]) of both components with the traditional method, where an excitation and ionization balance were met using the abundances of Fe i and Fe ii lines.

We adopted the derived stellar atmospheric parameters of the ’A’ component as the reference for each pair. The differential stellar parameters of the ’B’ component relative to the ’A’ component were then established separately using an iterative grid-search algorithm described in Liu et al. (2014). Briefly speaking, a best combination of differential stellar parameters from each iteration was obtained from a grid of stellar atmospheric models which is successively refined. The solution minimises the difference between Δ[Fe i/H] and Δ[Fe ii/H], as well as the trend of Δ[Fe i/H] versus reduced EW (log (EW/λ) and lower excitation potential (LEP). We also required the adopted metallicity from the stellar atmospheric model to be consistent with the calculated average [Fe/H]. We decreased the grid’s step-size into half after each iteration, and determined the final solution when the step-size was down to T_{eff} = 1 K, log g = 0.01 dex^5, and ξt = 0.01 km s^{−1}. We clipped the iron lines with differential abundances out of > 3 σ in the final run. The adopted stellar parameters, on a differential basis, fulfil the balance of excitation and ionization. Table 2 lists the final stellar atmospheric parameters of each pair in our sample. These

5 Unit in log(cm s^{−2}).

Detailed elemental abundances of binary stars 5

Figure 3. Differential stellar parameters of 7 programme binary systems. Top panel: Differences in [Fe/H] as a function of differences in T_{eff} . Middle panel: same as top panel but as a function of differences in log g. Bottom panel: same as top panel but as a function of differences in ξ_t.

binary systems have differences up to T_{eff} of ± 400 K, log g of ± 0.2 dex, and [Fe/H] of only ± 0.03 dex.

Following Epstein et al. (2010) and Bensby, Feltzing & Oey (2014), we derived the uncertainties in the differential stellar parameters by taking into account the co-variances between changes in the stellar atmospheric parameters and the differential abundances of Fe i and Fe ii. We achieved very high precision because of the use of high-quality spectra and the application of strictly line-by-line differential method, which reduces remarkably the systematic errors from deficiencies in the modelling (1D LTE) of the stellar atmospheres, formation of spectral lines and atomic line data (see e.g., Jofré, Heiter & Soubiran 2019 and Asplund, Amarsi & Grevesse 2021). The typical uncertainties in our differential stellar parameters are: ∼ 15 K for T_{eff} , ∼ 0.04 dex for log g, and ∼ 0.014 dex for [Fe/H].

We examined the correlation between differential stellar parameters in Figure 3. There are no clear trends between Δ[Fe/H] and other parameters (ΔT_{eff} , Δlog g and Δξt). This demonstrates that the observed differences in [Fe/H] are not necessarily due to the differences in stellar temperature and gravity.

3.2 Differential elemental abundances

The chemical abundances of up to 29 elements in addition to Fe (C, O, Na, Mg, Al, Si, S, K, Ca, Sc, Ti, V, Cr, Mn, Co, Ni, Cu, Zn, Sr, Y, Zr, Ba, La, Ce, Nd, Sm, Eu, Gd and Dy) were derived for our objects, with the 1D LTE analysis and the curve of growth fitting from the spectral lines’ EWs. The differential abundances of the ’B’ component relative to the ’A’ component of each binary system were derived with a strictly line-by-line approach, adopting the stellar parameters listed in Table 2. Hyperfine structure splitting (HFS) corrections were taken into account for V, Mn, Cu and Ba, with the HFS data taken from Kurucz & Bell (1995) and Battistini & Bensby (2015). Following Amarsi et al. (2016), we addressed 3D non-LTE corrections to the oxygen abundances for the 777 nm triplet. The amount of differential 3D non-LTE abundance corrections for oxygen can vary between 0.01 - 0.08 dex for our programme binaries, which need to be taken into account. Except for oxygen, non-LTE effects for our differential abundances between two components of a binary system are almost negligible for available elements (see e.g., Liu et al. 2018), which should not alter our main results.

The differences in elemental abundances of our programme binaries are listed in Table 3. The average abundance differences of all species for our programme binaries vary between 0.01 to 0.03 dex with a typical standard error < 0.01 dex (standard deviation < 0.02 dex). The uncertainties in differential abundances in Table 3 were calculated following the method employed by Bensby, Feltzing & Oey (2014). They were derived by adding in quadrature the standard errors of the line-to-line scatter and the errors introduced from the stellar atmospheric parameters’ uncertainties. The errors in the differential elemental abundances are below 0.02 dex for most species (see Table 3). We note the average error in differential abundances (Δ[X/H]) for all of our programme binaries are only ∼< 0.015 dex (3.5%). The precision of the abundance analysis was improved by 2 - 5 times when compared to the previous studies, as discussed in the section below.

3.3 Comparison to the previous studies

We compared the stellar atmospheric parameters of two common binaries (HD 106515A/B and HD 133131A/B) from this work to that from Desidera et al. (2004) and Desidera et al. (2006). The differences are: 1 ± 60 K for ΔT_{eff} , 0.00 ± 0.07 dex for Δlog g, and −0.013 ± 0.039 dex for Δ[Fe/H]. In addition, we compared the stellar parameters of HD 106515A/B between this work to that of S19. Between the two components, our results show less differences in T_{eff} and log g, but very similar [Fe/H] as in S19. We also compared our results to T16’s for another pair HD 133131A/B. The stellar parameters agree well with these studies within the uncertainties. We note that the typical uncertainties in this work are about 5 times better than that in Desidera et al. (2004, 2006), 2 - 3 times better than that in S19, and 50% better then that in T16. The better quality spectra that lead to more accurate measurements might be the major reason of the more precise results in this study. Meanwhile the critical selection of lines (avoiding potentially

6 F. Liu et al.

Table 2. Adopted stellar atmospheric parameters of the programme binary systems.

Object T_{eff} log g [Fe/H] ξ_t (K) (dex) (dex) (km/s)

HD 106515A^a 5331 4.30 0.005 0.64 HD 106515B −68 ± 8 −0.02 ± 0.02 0.008 ± 0.009 −0.08 ± 0.04 HD 108574^a 6175 4.28 0.092 1.23 HD 108575 −371 ± 16 0.07 ± 0.04 0.015 ± 0.013 −0.04 ± 0.04 HD 111484A^a 6134 4.20 0.048 1.20 HD 111484B −1 ± 18 −0.03 ± 0.04 0.019 ± 0.015 0.04 ± 0.03 HD 133131A^a 5690 4.24 −0.353 0.84 HD 133131B 13 ± 10 −0.02 ± 0.02 −0.004 ± 0.009 −0.05 ± 0.02 HD 146368A^a 6209 4.05 −0.390 1.19 HD 146368B −278 ± 24 0.15 ± 0.06 0.022 ± 0.017 −0.08 ± 0.05 HD 216122A^a 6037 4.00 0.191 1.36 HD 216122B 43 ± 27 0.19 ± 0.06 −0.017 ± 0.021 −0.06 ± 0.05 HIP 92961^a 6062 4.24 0.020 1.18 HIP 92962 356 ± 21 −0.21 ± 0.04 0.032 ± 0.015 0.34 ± 0.03

a Adopted stellar parameters for the reference star.

Table 3. Differential elemental abundances of the programme binary systems.

Species Δ[X/H] Δ[X/H] Δ[X/H] Δ[X/H] Δ[X/H] Δ[X/H] Δ[X/H] HD106515B−A^a HD108575−74 HD111484B−A HD133131B−A^a HD146368B−A HD216122B−A HIP92962−61

C i 0.013 ± 0.032 0.060 ± 0.021 −0.023 ± 0.026 ... 0.054 ± 0.009 −0.004 ± 0.021 −0.047 ± 0.011 O i^b −0.010 ± 0.015 0.072 ± 0.017 0.004 ± 0.011 −0.030 ± 0.015 0.088 ± 0.017 −0.024 ± 0.026 −0.019 ± 0.012 Na i 0.018 ± 0.011 0.006 ± 0.012 0.013 ± 0.009 −0.007 ± 0.008 0.009 ± 0.008 −0.031 ± 0.010 0.056 ± 0.014 Mg i 0.000 ± 0.005 0.035 ± 0.009 0.034 ± 0.005 −0.015 ± 0.005 0.044 ± 0.010 −0.005 ± 0.025 0.032 ± 0.013 Al i 0.004 ± 0.009 0.051 ± 0.016 0.047 ± 0.003 −0.014 ± 0.011 0.066 ± 0.019 −0.001 ± 0.014 0.028 ± 0.012 Si i 0.008 ± 0.007 0.004 ± 0.006 0.033 ± 0.007 −0.012 ± 0.007 0.004 ± 0.009 −0.030 ± 0.010 0.045 ± 0.008 S i 0.019 ± 0.029 0.018 ± 0.029 0.034 ± 0.016 −0.017 ± 0.025 0.053 ± 0.026 −0.022 ± 0.023 0.029 ± 0.017 K i −0.015 ± 0.026 ... −0.002 ± 0.028 0.015 ± 0.026 ... −0.032 ± 0.029 ... Ca i 0.021 ± 0.009 0.048 ± 0.011 0.017 ± 0.011 −0.011 ± 0.007 0.018 ± 0.013 −0.001 ± 0.017 0.050 ± 0.013 Sc ii 0.012 ± 0.015 0.054 ± 0.020 0.023 ± 0.017 −0.026 ± 0.013 0.028 ± 0.026 0.000 ± 0.028 0.039 ± 0.021 Ti i 0.022 ± 0.009 0.031 ± 0.016 0.031 ± 0.016 −0.020 ± 0.011 −0.014 ± 0.022 −0.010 ± 0.024 0.045 ± 0.015 Ti ii 0.003 ± 0.009 0.048 ± 0.016 0.049 ± 0.017 −0.012 ± 0.011 0.028 ± 0.022 −0.011 ± 0.029 0.035 ± 0.019 V i 0.054 ± 0.017 0.053 ± 0.021 0.024 ± 0.020 −0.010 ± 0.019 0.012 ± 0.026 0.004 ± 0.026 0.060 ± 0.020 Cr i 0.021 ± 0.008 0.039 ± 0.014 0.015 ± 0.014 −0.012 ± 0.008 0.028 ± 0.016 −0.042 ± 0.020 0.033 ± 0.014 Cr ii −0.002 ± 0.013 ... −0.007 ± 0.015 −0.016 ± 0.009 0.028 ± 0.019 ... ... Mn i 0.012 ± 0.010 0.028 ± 0.018 0.018 ± 0.017 −0.013 ± 0.011 ... 0.009 ± 0.023 −0.012 ± 0.026 Fe i 0.007 ± 0.006 0.015 ± 0.010 0.019 ± 0.011 −0.004 ± 0.006 0.023 ± 0.013 −0.017 ± 0.016 0.033 ± 0.012 Fe ii 0.007 ± 0.011 0.015 ± 0.014 0.019 ± 0.017 −0.004 ± 0.010 0.022 ± 0.019 −0.018 ± 0.024 0.033 ± 0.018 Co i 0.035 ± 0.016 0.030 ± 0.025 −0.012 ± 0.019 −0.037 ± 0.010 0.043 ± 0.016 −0.053 ± 0.023 0.024 ± 0.024 Ni i 0.008 ± 0.006 0.021 ± 0.011 0.046 ± 0.013 −0.012 ± 0.007 0.043 ± 0.015 −0.009 ± 0.018 0.018 ± 0.013 Cu i 0.044 ± 0.008 0.042 ± 0.027 0.001 ± 0.011 −0.002 ± 0.020 0.046 ± 0.027 −0.012 ± 0.015 ... Zn i 0.028 ± 0.011 0.001 ± 0.024 −0.009 ± 0.013 −0.012 ± 0.032 0.010 ± 0.013 −0.018 ± 0.021 −0.024 ± 0.016 Sr i ... 0.023 ± 0.030 0.030 ± 0.029 0.005 ± 0.026 −0.011 ± 0.031 0.041 ± 0.033 0.061 ± 0.029 Y ii 0.039 ± 0.020 0.048 ± 0.041 0.029 ± 0.022 −0.020 ± 0.012 0.020 ± 0.024 0.004 ± 0.030 0.022 ± 0.031 Zr ii 0.052 ± 0.030 ... 0.036 ± 0.032 0.000 ± 0.028 −0.021 ± 0.035 ... ... Ba ii 0.009 ± 0.013 0.040 ± 0.019 −0.003 ± 0.018 0.002 ± 0.010 ... −0.014 ± 0.028 0.032 ± 0.024 La ii −0.011 ± 0.026 0.044 ± 0.032 0.029 ± 0.032 0.004 ± 0.028 0.010 ± 0.033 0.032 ± 0.038 0.047 ± 0.044 Ce ii 0.010 ± 0.021 0.058 ± 0.024 −0.006 ± 0.022 −0.018 ± 0.017 0.029 ± 0.037 0.001 ± 0.050 0.011 ± 0.024 Nd ii −0.002 ± 0.026 −0.015 ± 0.036 0.003 ± 0.032 −0.036 ± 0.028 0.015 ± 0.039 ... 0.034 ± 0.037 Sm ii 0.059 ± 0.013 0.003 ± 0.035 0.008 ± 0.035 −0.030 ± 0.012 −0.009 ± 0.037 0.034 ± 0.037 0.051 ± 0.031 Eu ii 0.024 ± 0.026 ... 0.024 ± 0.030 ... ... ... 0.015 ± 0.031 Gd ii 0.034 ± 0.027 0.039 ± 0.032 0.036 ± 0.032 −0.024 ± 0.028 ... ... ... Dy ii −0.006 ± 0.026 ... ... 0.005 ± 0.028 ... ... ...

a Planet-hosting pairs.

b Differential 3D non-LTE abundance corrections applied.

Detailed elemental abundances of binary stars 7

Figure 4. The differential abundances from this work in comparison to the previous studies. Top panel: Differences in abundances Δ[X/H] (HD 106515B−HD 106515A) for common elements in this work (black circles) and S19’s work (blue rectangles). The dashed lines mark out the mean values of abundance differences. Bottom panel: Similar as in the top panel, but comparing Δ[X/H] (HD 133131B−HD 133131A) between this work (black circles) and T16’s work (blue triangles).

blended lines and strong lines) might as well help yield stellar parameters more precisely.

In Figure 4 we compare the differential abundances for HD 106515A/B between this work and S19, and for HD 133131A/B between this work and T16^6 For the elements in common, the average abundance differences are 0.007 ± 0.034 dex for HD 106515B (with relative to HD 106515A) when comparing this work to S19. Similarly, the average abundance differences are −0.007 ± 0.018 dex for HD 133131B (with relative to HD 133131A) when comparing our results to T16’s. The average uncertainties in the differential abundances are only 0.012 dex and 0.013 dex for HD 133131A/B and HD 106515A/B, which are about 1.5 - 3 times smaller than that in T16 and S19 (0.018 dex and 0.043 dex, respectively). This emphasizes the significance of higher quality spectra.

4 DISCUSSION

4.1 Relative elemental abundances and

condensation temperature trends

The differential elemental abundances of the programme binary systems as a function of atomic number and condensation temperature were shown in Figure 5 - 11. We note the differences in neutron-capture element abundances for

6 Desidera et al. (2004) and Desidera et al. (2006) only derived stellar parameters, not detailed abundances and hence no such comparison is possible.

a given binary pair exhibits no clear correlation with the rprocess element fractions in the solar system (Bisterzo et al. 2011). The lack of correlation would suggest that neutroncapture element abundance differences cannot be attributed solely to either the s- nor r-process, which is different for the case of 18 Sco (Meléndez et al. 2014).

The correlation between elemental abundances and T_{cond}^7, namely T_{cond} trends, can be attributed to planet formation processes as introduced before. Table 4 lists the overall abundance differences (<Δ[X/H]>), the corresponding standard error, the standard deviation (σ^s) and the average error (<σ[X/H]>), as well as the slopes of T_{cond} trends for our programme binaries. We found that among the 7 pairs, 3 of them (HD 106515A/B, HD 108574/75 and HD 133131A/B) have almost zero slopes of T_{cond} trends (< 1.0 × 10^{−5} K^{−1}) with overall abundance differences of 0.01 - 0.03 dex, including 2 pairs hosting known giant planets (HD 106515A/B and HD 133131A/B). HD 216122A/B shows non-significant slope of T_{cond} trend of (1.82 ± 1.01) × 10^{−5} K^{−1}. Meanwhile the other 3 pairs (HD 111484A/B, HD 146368A/B and HIP92961/62) exhibit slopes of T_{cond} trends of (2.23 ± 0.73) × 10^{−5} K^{−1}, (−3.15 ± 0.99) × 10^{−5} K^{−1} and (4.41±0.91)×10^{−5} K^{−1}, with the significance level of 3.1 σ, 3.2 σ and 4.8 σ, respectively.

In addition, we are aware that the T_{cond} trends can be driven by C and O for some cases. Therefore we also applied the linear square fits to the data excluding C and O. We found that HD 108574/85 shows a T_{cond}-slope with 2.0 σ significance instead of zero slope, and the T_{cond}-slope of HD 216122A/B becomes more significant (2.5 σ). Meanwhile the slopes of T_{cond} trends of HD 111484A/B, HD 146368A/B and HIP 92961/62 become less significant (1.8 σ, 1.3 σ and 2.0 σ). The results indicate that C and O play a key role in determining the T_{cond} trends. In our following analysis, we still adopt the fitting results including C and O.

The volatile-to-refractory abundance ratios ([Vol/Ref]) of the programme binaries are derived by taking the mean for each group of elements^8 and listed in Table 4. Although the binary systems showing visible T_{cond} trends naturally differ most in their [Vol/Ref], the results are not significant enough for us to draw a conclusion, given some might be driven by C and O as stated above. Below we mainly discuss the potential hypotheses of planet formation that can induce the observed differences in elemental abundances and the corresponding T_{cond} trends within a given pair of binary stars.

4.2 Effects of planet formation

M09 has reported that, in comparison to the majority of solar twins, the Sun is depleted by 20% in refractory (high T_{cond}) elements. They proposed the scenario that the formation of rocky planets in early stage takes away from the proto-planetary disc more refractory material than volatile material, leading to the observed differences between refractories and volatiles in a planet-hosting star. A recent study

7 The T_{cond} values (50% condensation) were taken from Lodders (2003).

8 The T_{cond} value that separates volatiles from refractories is defined as 1100 K.

8 F. Liu et al.

Figure 5. Differential elemental abundances of HD 106515B relative to HD 106515A, in which HD 106515A hosts a giant planet. The elements are colour coded with T_{cond}. Top panel: Differential elemental abundances of HD 106515B relative to HD 106515A versus T_{cond}. The dashed lines represent the linear least-squares fits to the data (black: including C and O; blue: excluding C and O). The red dash-dot line represents the T_{cond} trend from M09. Bottom panel: Differential elemental abundances of HD 106515B relative to HD 106515A versus atomic number (Z) for all the elements.

Figure 6. Same as Figure 5 but for HD 108575 relative to HD 108574.

has attributed the observed abundance pattern of the Sun to the formation of its distant giant planets (Booth & Owen 2020), as they can trap significant amounts of dust exterior to their orbits, shutting out the accretion of the dust into the Sun, thereby leading to the lower refractory abundances in the Sun.

Following the scenario that planet formation takes away

Figure 7. Same as Figure 5 but for HD 111484B relative to HD 111484A.

Figure 8. Same as Figure 5 but for HD 133131B relative to HD 133131A, in which both HD 133131A and HD 133131B host giant planets.

material from the star, one would expect the star hosting more massive planets to be more metal-poor in refractory elements. Two pairs in our sample (HD 106515A/B and HD 133131A/B) host known planets. HD 106515A hosts a giant planet with minimum mass of 9.6 MJup and semi-major axis of 4.6 AU. This pair has an overall abundance difference of 0.017 ± 0.004 dex (σ^s = 0.020 dex) with almost zero slope (0.88 ± 0.86) × 10^{−5} K^{−1} of T_{cond} trend. The ’A’ component is marginally more metal-poor than the ’B’ component without clear T_{cond} trend, despite hosting a distant, very massive planet. For HD 133131A/B, the ’A’ component hosts two planets b and c with minimum masses of 1.43 MJup and 0.48 MJup; the ’B’ component hosts a planet with minimum mass of 2.5 MJup. All of these planets are further away

Detailed elemental abundances of binary stars 9

Figure 9. Same as Figure 5 but for HD 146368B relative to HD 146368A. The T_{cond} trend from M09 has been switched to the opposite sign.

Figure 10. Same as Figure 5 but for HD 216122B relative to HD 216122A.

than 1 AU. This pair has an overall abundance difference of −0.012 ± 0.002 dex (σ^s = 0.013 dex) with also zero slope (0.12 ± 0.69) × 10^{−5} K^{−1} of T_{cond} trend. The ’B’ component, which hosts more massive planet(s), is marginally more metal-poor than the ’A’ component. We note that the results, although fulfill the expectation of the sign of abundance differences, can not be fully explained by the hypotheses proposed by either M09 or Booth & Owen (2020), due to the lack of visible T_{cond} trends and the fact that the other 1 - 2 pairs without known planet also exhibit similar abundance pattern. Indeed, our results might imply that formation of (gas) giant planet does not necessarily imprint chemical signatures and the mass of planet does not necessarily produce the corresponding scale of abundance differences. Although

Figure 11. Same as Figure 5 but for HIP 92962 relative to HIP 92961.

we remind the readers it is highly probable that some pairs in our sample do host unknown planet(s).

Furthermore, it has recently been proposed that planet formation location might influence the abundance pattern of planet-hosting stars (i.e. T_{cond} trends). The theoretical simulations in Bitsch et al. (2018) demonstrated that a planet formed inside e.g., H2O/CO ice-line can produce much larger differences in its host stars’ surface abundance ratios (e.g., [Fe/O] or [Fe/C]) than for planets formed out of the H2O/CO ice-line. At the disk location beyond the major volatile snow lines, the disk heavy elements are in the solid phase. The accreted material onto planets has the same refractory-to-volatile ratio compared to the solar value, and therefore, the planet growth has no contribution on the T_{cond} trend. On the other hand, when the planets form interior to the H2O/CO snow lines, the accreted core is volatiledepleted, and the host star would reveal a high abundance of volatile elements compared to the refractory ones. As a consequence, the planet formation location plays a decisive role in determining the observed abundance pattern of binary systems.

Following this hypothesis, whether we are able to detect significant T_{cond} trends could depend on the formation location of potential planets. From our results, 3 of 7 pairs (43%) have marginal abundance differences but without T_{cond} trends; while 3 or 4 of 7 pairs (43% or 57%) show abundance differences with visible T_{cond} trends. The variety in the observed abundance pattern in our sample might arise from the variations of planet formation location (e.g., inside or outside the H2O/CO ice-line). However, the small number of sample and the lack of planet information complicate the situation and limit our capability to draw a solid conclusion.

4.3 Effects of atomic diffusion

Atomic diffusion is the combination effect of two processes – gravitational settling and radiative ac-

10 F. Liu et al.

celeration Michaud, Fontaine & Beaudet (1984); Michaud, Alecian & Richer (2015); Dotter et al. (2017) – that can alter the surface elemental abundances of a star depending on its evolutionary stage. Binaries are assumed to form together and share the same initial chemical composition. However, for a pair of binary stars with different stellar atmospheric parameters (T_{eff} and log g), their surface elemental abundance may still be altered differently when they evolve. The signatures of atomic diffusion were previously detected in the globular clusters Korn et al. (2006); Nordlander et al. (2012); Gruyters et al. (2016) and the open cluster M67 Gao et al. (2018); Liu et al. (2019); Souto et al. (2019), but have yet to be established in binary systems.

In our sample, the effects of atomic diffusion can be revealed because a few pairs have relative large differences in their T_{eff} and log g, and the abundance precision in this study is sufficiently high. Indeed, we suspect the observed abundance offsets in some binaries may be due to atomic diffusion. Therefore we examine the atomic diffusion effects, especially for those pairs with relative large log g differences.

We compare the observed results with the stellar evolutionary models for each pair with its average metallicity and corresponding age range. The adopted models are taken from Choi et al. (2016) and Dotter et al. (2017)^9, where overshooting mixing, turbulent and atomic diffusion were taken into account. Figure 12 shows the expected changes in [Fe/H] against log g of all the pairs, and how they compare with our observed metallicity offsets. We also include two pairs (HD 98744/45 and HIP 70386A/B) from Nagar, Spina & Karakas (2020) for examination, because both pairs show overall abundance offsets but no T_{cond} trends. We found that the observed differences in [Fe/H] agree with the theoretical models for four of our pairs (HD 108574/75, HD 146368A/B, HD216122A/B and HIP 92961/62) and one pair (HD 98744/45) from Nagar, Spina & Karakas (2020), all with log g differences exceeding 0.05 dex.

We then compare the observed abundance differences within each of our four pairs against the model predictions for 8 elements (O, Na, Mg, Si, S, Ca, Ti and Fe) in Figure 13. We found that the observed differences in [X/H] (at a level of 0.02 dex) agree with the theoretical models qualitatively at the estimated age range. This indicates that the overall abundance offsets for these four pairs could be due to the signatures of atomic diffusion, rather than planet formation. Our results emphasize that the effects of atomic diffusion are non-negligible, even in binaries, when the two components are not similar enough. They should be taken into account and examined in high-precision spectroscopic studies.

4.4 Abundance differences and binary separation

Binary systems with separation between a few hundreds AU to ∼ 1 pc are believed to form from the same molecular cloud and they are not expected to interact significantly over their lifetimes (Soderblom 2010; Feng & Krumholtz 2014). Therefore our programme binary systems provide an ideal laboratory to test the chemical homogeneity of these

9 http://waps.cfa.harvard.edu/MIST/.

’mini-clusters’. We note that all of our programme binaries have overall abundance differences between 0.01 to 0.03 dex. The dispersion in relative abundances between binary components are consistent with measurement uncertainties at ≈ 0.01 - 0.02 dex on an element-to-element basis (see Figure 14), indicating these binaries are chemically homogeneous. The amount of abundance dispersion in our programme binaries is less than that in open clusters (0.03 - 0.05 dex) at similar precision level (e.g., Liu et al. 2016; Spina et al. 2018). This implies the effect of imperfect ISM mixing that, within a star forming region, gas is more homogenous at smaller scale (binary) than at larger scale (the whole cluster).

In order to examine the chemical anomaly of each pair in detail, we calculated the value of reduced chi-square (χ^2_{red}) of our programme binaries, which is defined as:

χ^2_{red} = 1 N − 1 N∑ i=1 ( Δ[Xi/H] σXi )^2 (1)

where Δ[Xi/H] is the abundance difference of the i^{th} element within the pair, σXi is its uncertainty and N is the number of elements analysed in a given pair. The χ^2_{red} values of our programme binaries are listed in Table 4. As discussed in Andrae, Schulze-Hartung & Melchior (2010) and Nagar, Spina & Karakas (2020), the χ^2_{red} value has an uncertainty σχ = 2/N. We consider a pair with χ^2_{red} > 1 + 5 σχ as chemically anomalous. We found that the three pairs with significant T_{cond} trends also have the largest χ^2_{red} values (2.716 for HD 111484A/B, 1.506 for HD 146368A/B and 1.716 for HIP 92961/62). As discussed before, the chemical anomaly of these pairs might be due to the effects of planet formation or atomic diffusion.

We examined the absolute differences in [Fe/H] within our binary components as a function of projected binary separation in Figure 15, in a compilation of the data from Ramírez et al. (2019); Hawkins et al. (2020) and Nagar, Spina & Karakas (2020). Visual inspection appears to indicate a weak correlation between metallicity differences and binary separation: the binaries with wider separation tend to have larger metallicity differences. Indeed, this is consistent with the implication that gas is more homogeneous at smaller scale than at larger scale. Our results thus provide useful constraint on the formation theory of binary star system. However, we are still lacking stars with wider separation (> 0.4 pc), in order to confirm such a correlation with strong statistical significance.

In addition, we estimated the boundness of our binary systems by checking their locations in log-scale of total velocity difference (log(ΔV)) and projected binary separation (log(s)) following Andrews, Chanamé & Agüeros (2017), where the parallaxes and proper motions of our binaries were adopted from Gaia Collaboration et al. (2018) as stated. We list the values of ΔV and s in Table 4. Three binary systems (HD 106515A/B, HD 146368A/B and HD 216122A/B) in our sample are potentially unbound and the remaining four are likely bound. We marked the bound and unbound systems with filled and open circles in Figure 15. We note that there is no clear distinction in abundance differences between bound and unbound pairs in our sample.

Interestingly, we seem to find that the absolute values of slopes of T_{cond} trends show dependence on the bi-

Detailed elemental abundances of binary stars 11

Figure 12. Predicted change in [Fe/H] against log g with atomic diffusion taken into account (Choi et al. 2016; Dotter et al. 2017) for the seven binaries in our sample, as well as two additional binaries from Nagar, Spina & Karakas (2020). The first three pairs in the top panel have log g difference < 0.05 dex, A, in which HD 106515A/B and HD 133131A/B host planets.

The next four pairs have relative large difference in log g (HD 108574/75, HD 146368A/B, HD216122A/B and HIP92961/62). The coloured solid lines represent the model predictions for different ages as labelled. The observational results are shown as filled circles.

nary separation with 2.9 σ significance, as shown in Figure 16. It may indicate that the dynamical history of binaries have potential impact on the processes of planet formation. Indeed there was recently the claim that stellar clusters could influence the planet occurrence rates and types of planets (Winter et al. 2020). This effect was also shown in Brucalassi et al. (2016), where they found a large excess of hot Jupiters in the dense open cluster M67. Although such a claim is under debate (see Mustill, Lambrechts & Davies 2021), it is possible that the architecture of planetary systems might be affected in binaries to some level as well, since the dynamical interaction and binary separation is relevant.

However, we note that the visible correlations may be heavily driven by one pair (HIP 92961/62) with relatively large binary separation. A larger sample including binaries with large separation (> 1000 AU and up to 1 pc) will help us to understand such correlation quantitatively.

5 CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

We conducted a high-precision differential analysis of 7 binary star systems from Desidera et al. (2004, 2006), using high resolution and high S/N spectra from

12 F. Liu et al.

Figure 13. Predicted change in [X/H] against atomic numbers (Z) with atomic diffusion taken into account (Choi et al. 2016; Dotter et al. 2017) for four pairs of binary stars with relative large difference in log g (HD 108574/75, HD 146368A/B, HD 216122A/B and HIP 92961/62). The coloured symbols represent the model predictions for different ages as labelled. The observational results are shown as filled circles.

Table 4. Statistical information of the programme binary systems.

Pair <Δ[X/H]> σ^{s,a} <σ[X/H]> χ^{2,b}_{red} Slopes^c [Vol/Ref] Projected separation ΔV (10^{−5} /K) (AU) (km/s)

HD 106515B−A 0.017 ± 0.004 0.020 0.017 0.885 0.88 ± 0.86 −0.009 ± 0.008 233 2.89 HD 108575−74 0.033 ± 0.004 0.021 0.021 1.239 −0.65 ± 0.99 −0.001 ± 0.015 446 1.14 HD 111484B−A 0.017 ± 0.003 0.019 0.019 2.716 2.23 ± 0.73 −0.018 ± 0.009 795 1.35 HD 133131B−A −0.012 ± 0.002 0.013 0.016 0.577 0.12 ± 0.69 0.003 ± 0.008 371 1.46 HD 146368B−A 0.025 ± 0.005 0.026 0.022 1.506 −3.15 ± 0.99 0.022 ± 0.016 430 2.26 HD 216122B−A −0.008 ± 0.004 0.022 0.024 0.373 1.82 ± 1.01 −0.017 ± 0.006 444 4.21 HIP 92962−61 0.026 ± 0.005 0.027 0.021 1.716 4.41 ± 0.91 −0.034 ± 0.019 2996 0.99

a Standard deviation of <Δ[X/H]>.^b Reduced χ^2 for each pair.^c Slopes of T_{cond} trends.

VLT/UVES and Keck/HIRES. Two pairs (HD 106515A/B and HD 133131A/B) host known giant planet(s). We determined the stellar atmospheric parameters of the ’B’ component relative to the ’A’ component, with very high precision. The differential elemental abundances of up to 30 elements were derived for each pair of binary components in our sample. We managed to attain extremely high precision (< 3.5%) in the stellar differential abundances.

We found that among the 7 pairs, 4 of them (HD 106515A/B, HD 108574/75, HD 133131A/B and HD 216122A/B) show subtle abundance differences

(0.01 - 0.03 dex) without clear correlations with the condensation temperature (significance level < 2 σ), including two pairs hosting known planets (HD 106515A/B and HD 133131A/B). Meanwhile another 3 pairs (HD 111484A/B, HD 146368A/B and HIP92961/62) show clear T_{cond} trends (significance level > 3 σ) with similar degree of abundance differences.

We do not find any strong evidence of the occurrence of planet versus T_{cond} trend in our sample. This implies that (giant) planet formation does not necessarily imprint chemical signatures and the mass of planet does not nec-

Detailed elemental abundances of binary stars 13

Figure 14. The dispersion in the absolute difference of [X/H] abundance ratios between binary components (black circles). The average uncertainty in each element is shown as red triangle.

Figure 15. Absolute differences in [Fe/H] as a function of binary star projected separation. Black circles represent the results from this work, while the filled and open circles correspond to bound and unbound binary systems. Blue, magenta and orange symbols represent the data from Ramírez et al. (2019); Hawkins et al. (2020) and Nagar, Spina & Karakas (2020), respectively.

essarily produce the corresponding scale of abundance differences. Although the observed variety in abundance differences with condensation temperature trends might associate with variations of planet formation location (inside or outside H2O/CO ice-line). The results further complicate the current scenario of planet formation and their implications to stellar abundances.

We compared the observed metallicity and abundance offsets with stellar evolutionary models for our binary systems. We found that 4 binaries with surface gravity log g > 0.05 dex (HD 108574/75, HD 146368A/B, HD216122A/B and HIP 92961/62) agree with the models qualitatively. We

Figure 16. Absolute values of the slopes of T_{cond} trends as a function of binary star projected separation for 7 programme binary systems. The dashed line represents the linear least-squares fit to the data.

conclude that the overall abundance offsets between the binary components of these 4 pairs could be due to the effects of atomic diffusion.

In addition, we examined the chemical anomaly in our sample and the correlation between abundance differences and binary separations. We note that our programme binaries have abundance dispersion consistent with typical measurement errors at ≈ 0.01 - 0.02 dex, demonstrating that they are chemically homogeneous in general. Although 3 of 7 pairs might be identified as chemical anomaly with the higher χ^2_{red} values, which could be due to the planet-induced or atomic diffusion effects. The metallicity differences of binary components exhibit weak dependence on the binary separation, which may provide new constraint on the formation theory of binary star systems. We summarise the results of our binary systems in Table 5.

We note the current studies of binary systems are limited. The sample of binary twin stars with high-precision spectroscopic studies are small. Currently only a dozen of binaries have been studied in detail and many of them are lack of complete planet information. This strongly restrict our capability to establish a statistical significant connection between stellar abundance pattern and planet formation. Therefore a comprehensive, high-precision spectroscopic survey of a large number of binaries (preferably > 100) hosting different types of planets (super-Earths, Neptune-like planets, cool and hot giants) will be beneficial to the community. Such a sample will enable us to reveal clearly the planet signatures and constrain the planet formation theory.

Furthermore, stronger observational tests of atomic diffusion, and a potential determination of the ad-hoc turbulent mixing parameter, would come from binaries consisting of a turn-off star and a subgiant star. Such a sample are reasonable to choose from with the recent Gaia Early Data Release 3 (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2021). We note a large numbers of co-moving binaries with much wider separations have been identified by El-Badry, Rix & Heintz (2021). A high-precision differential analysis of a complete binary sam-

14 F. Liu et al.

Table 5. Summary of our binary systems.

System Giant planet(s) T_{cond}-abundance correlation Effects of atomic diffusion Chemical anomaly Bound Sect. 4.1 and 4.2 Sect. 4.3 Sect. 4.4 Fig. 15

HD 106515A/B ✓ HD 108574/75 ✓ ✓ HD 111484A/B ✓ ✓ ✓ HD 133131A/B ✓ ✓ HD 146368A/B ✓ ✓ ✓ HD 216122A/B (✓)^a ✓ HIP 92961/62 ✓ ✓ ✓ (✓)^a

a The correlation or boundness is uncertain.

ple (with e.g., Gaia G < 10 mag) in the log(ΔV)) - log(s) plane (up to 1 pc) will enable us to study the effects of atomic diffusion, chemical homogeneity of wide binaries and the dependence on the binary separation, thus providing a well-established reference sample.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

FL and MTM acknowledge the support of the Australian Research Council through Future Fellowship grant FT180100194. MA and DY acknowledge the support of the Australian Research Council through grants FL110100012, FT140100554 and DP120100991. BB thanks the European Research Council (ERC Starting Grant 757448- PAMDORA) for their financial support. BBL is supported by start-up grant of Bairen program from Zhejiang University. YST is grateful to be supported by the NASA Hubble Fellowship grant HST-HF2-51425.001 awarded by the Space Telescope Science Institute. SF acknowledges support by the grant ”The New Milky Way” from the Knut and Alice Wallenberg Foundation. The authors thank the ANU Time Allocation Committee for awarding observation time to this project. The authors wish to acknowledge the very significant cultural role and reverence that the summit of Mauna Kea has always had within the indigenous Hawaiian community. Finally, the authors are grateful for the valuable comments from the referee that helped improve the manuscript.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The spectral data underlying this article are available in Keck Observatory Archive at

https://koa.ipac.caltech.edu/cgi-bin/KOA/nph-KOAlogin

and ESO Science Archive Facility at

http://archive.eso.org/eso/eso_archive_main.html,

and can be accessed with Keck Program ID: Z007Hr (Semester: 2016A, PI: Asplund) and ESO Programme ID: 101.D-0921(A) (PI: Liu), respectively.

The rest of data underlying this article are available in the article and in its online supplementary material.

REFERENCES

Andrae R., Schulze-Hartung T., Melchior P., 2010, arXiv:1012.3754

Amarsi A. M., Asplund M., Collet R., Leenaarts J., 2016, MNRAS, 455, 3735 Andrews J. J., Anguiano B., Chanamé J., Agüeros M. A., Lewis H. M., Hayes C. R., Majewski S. R., 2019, ApJ, 871, 42 Andrews J. J., Chanamé J., Agüeros M. A., 2017, MNRAS, 472, 675 Asplund M., Amarsi A. M., Grevesse N., 2021, arXiv:2105.01661 Battistini C., Bensby T., 2015, A&A, 577, A9 Bedell M. et al., 2018, ApJ, 865, 68 Bensby T., Feltzing S., Oey M. S., 2014, A&A, 562, A71 Bisterzo S., Gallino R., Straniero O., Cristallo S., Käppeler F., 2011, MNRAS, 418, 284 Bitsch B., Izidoro A., Johansen A., Raymond S. N., Morbidelli A., Lambrechts M., Jacobson S. A., 2019, A&A, 623, A88 Bitsch B., Forsberg R., Liu F., Johansen A., 2018, MNRAS, 479, 3690 Booth R. A., Owen J. E., 2020, MNRAS, 493, 5079 Brucalassi A. et al., 2016, A&A, 592, L1 Castelli F., Kurucz R. L., 2003, IAU Symposium, 210, 20 Chambers J. E., 2010, ApJ, 724, 92 Chambers J. E., 2001, Icarus, 152, 205 Choi J. et al. 2016, ApJ, 823, 102 Church R. P., Mustill A. J., Liu F., 2020, MNRAS, 491, 2391 Dekker H., D’Odorico S., Kaufer A., Delabre B., Kotzlowski H., 2000, SPIE, 4008, 534 Desidera S., Gratton R. G., Lucatello S., Claudi R. U., 2006, A&A, 454, 581 Desidera S. et al., 2004, A&A, 420, 683 Dotter A., Conroy C., Cargile P., Asplund M. 2017, ApJ, 840, 99 El-Badry K., Rix H.-W, Heintz T. M., 2021, arXiv:2101.05282 Epstein C. R., Johnson J. A., Dong S., Udalski A., Gould A., Becker G., 2010, ApJ, 709, 447 Feng Y., Krumholz M. R., 2014, Nature, 513, 523 Fischer D. A., Valenti J., 2005, ApJ, 622, 1102 Freudling W., Romaniello M., Bramich D. M., Ballester P., Forchi V., García-Dabló C. E., Moehler S., Neeser M. J., 2013, A&A, 559, A96 Gaia Collaboration et al., 2021, A&A, 649, A1 Gaia Collaboration et al., 2018, A&A, 616, A1 Gao X. et al., 2018, MNRAS, 481, 2666 Gonzalez G., 1997, MNRAS, 378, 1141 Gruyters P. et al., 2016, A&A, 589, A61 Gustafsson B., 2018a, A&A, 616, A91

Detailed elemental abundances of binary stars 15

Gustafsson B., 2018b, A&A, 620, A53 Hawkins K. et al., 2020, MNRAS, 492, 1164 Izidoro A., Bitsch B., Raymond S. N., Johansen A., Morbidelli A., Lambrechts M., Jacobson S. A., 2019, A&A, 650, A152 Jofré P., Heiter U., Soubiran C., 2019, ARA&A, 57, 571 Korn A. J., Grundahl F., Richard O., Barklem P. S., Mashonkina L., Collet R., Piskunov N., Gustafsson B., 2006, Nature, 442, 657 Kouwenhoven M. B. N., Goodwin S. P., Parker R. J., Davies M. B., Malmberg D., Kroupa P., 2010, MNRAS, 404, 1835 Kunitomo M., Guillot T., Ida S., Takeuchi T., 2018, A&A, 618, A132 Kurucz R., Bell B., 1995, Kurucz CD-ROM, NO. 23, Harvard-Smithsonian Centre for Astrophysics Lambrechts M., Morbidelli A., Jacobson S. A., Bitsch B., Izidoro A., Raymond S. N., 2019, A&A, 627, A83 Liu B.-B, Ji J.-H, 2020, Research in Astronomy and Astrophysics, 20, 164 Liu B.-B, Lambrechts M., Johansen A., Liu F., 2019, A&A, 632, A7 Liu F., Yong D., Asplund M., Wang H. S., Spina L., Acuña L., Meléndez J., Ramírez I., 2020, MNRAS, 2020, 495, 3961 Liu, F., Asplund, M., Yong, D., Feltzing, S., Dotter, A., Meléndez, J., Ramírez, I., 2019, A&A, 627, A117 Liu F., Yong D., Asplund M., Feltzing S., Mustill A. J., Meléndez J., Ramírez I., Lin J., 2018, A&A, 614, A138 Liu F., Yong D., Asplund M., Ramírez I., Meléndez J., 2016, MNRAS, 457, 3934 Liu F., Asplund M., Ramírez I, Yong D, Meléndez J., 2014, MNRAS, 442, L51 Lodders K., 2003, ApJ, 591, 1220 Mack C. E. III, Schuler S. C., Stassun K. G., Norris J., 2014, ApJ, 787, 98 Meléndez J. et al., 2014, ApJ, 791, 14 Meléndez J., Asplund M., Gustafsson B., Yong D., 2009, ApJ, 704, L66 Michaud G., Alecian G., Richer J., 2015, Atomic Diffusion in Stars, Astronomy and Astrophysics Library, ISBN 978- 3-319-19853-8 Michaud G., Fontaine G., Beaudet G., 1984, ApJ, 282, 206 Mustill A. J., Lambrechts M., Davies M. B., 2021, arXiv:2103.15823 Nagar T., Spina L., Karakas A. I., 2020, ApJ, 888, L9 Nelson T., Ting Y. S., Hawkins K., Ji A., Kamdar H., El- Badry K., 2021, arXiv:2104.12883 Nordlander T., Korn A. J., Richard O., Lind K., 2012, ApJ, 753, 48 Norris J. E., Ryan S. G., Beers T. C. 2001, ApJ, 561, 1034 Offner S. S. R., Kratter K. M., Matzner C. D., Krumholz M. R., Klein R. I., 2010, ApJ, 725, 1485 Oh S., Price-Whelan A. M., Brewer J. M., Hogg D. W., Spergel D. N., Myles J., 2018, ApJ, 854, 138 Pinsonneault M. H., DePoy D. L., Coffee M., 2001, ApJ, 556, L59 Ramírez I., Khanal S., Lichon S. J., Chanamé J., Endl M., Meléndez J., Lambert D. L., 2019, MNRAS, 490, 2448 Ramírez I. et al., 2015, ApJ, 808, 13 Ramírez I., Asplund M., Baumann P., Meléndez J., Bensby T., 2010, A&A, 521, A33

Reipurth B., Mikkola S., 2012, Nature, 492, 221 Santos N. C., Israelian G., Mayor M., 2004, A&A, 415, 1153 Saffe C., Jofré E., Miquelarena P., Jaque Arancibia M., Flores M., López F. M., Collado A., 2019, A&A, 625, A39 Saffe C., Jofré E., Martioli E., Flores M., Petrucci R., Jaque Arancibia M., 2017, A&A, 604, L4 Saffe C., Flores M., Jaque Arancibia M., Buccino A., Jofré E., 2016, A&A, 588, A81 Sneden C., 1973, ApJ, 184, 839 Sobeck J. S. et al., 2011, AJ, 141, 175 Soderblom D. R., 2010, ARA&A, 48, 581 Souto D. et al., 2019, ApJ, 874, 97 Spina L., Meléndez J., Casey A. R., Karakas A. I., Tucci Maia M., 2018, ApJ, 863, 179 Teske J. K., Khanal S., Ramírez I., 2016, ApJ, 819, 19 Teske J. K., Shectman S. A., Vogt S. S., Díaz M., Butler R. P., Crane J. D., Thompson I. B., Arriagada P., 2016, AJ, 152, 167 Théado S., Vauclair S., 2012, ApJ, 744, 123 Ting Y. S, Weinberg D. H/, 2021, arXiv:2102.04992 Tokovinin A., 2017, MNRAS, 468, 3461 Tucci Maia M., Meléndez J., Lorenzo-Oliveira D., Spina L., Jofré P., 2019, A&A, 628, A126 Tucci Maia M., Meléndez J., Ramírez I., 2014, ApJ, 790, L25 Vogt S. S. et al., 1994, SPIE, 2198, 362 Winn J. N., Fabrycky D. C., 2015, ARA&A, 53, 409 Winter A. J., Kruijssen J.M.D., Longmore S. N., Chevance M., 2020, Nature, 586, 528

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The following material is available online for this article: Table A1. Atomic line data and the EW measurements adopted for our analysis.