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ABSTRACT

The (778) Theobalda asteroid family attracted little attenso far, but our study shows that
it is important in several aspects. In this paper we invastighe origin and evolution of
Theobalda family. Firstly, we identify the family as a sstitally relevant group in the space
of synthetic proper elements. Using the hierarchical eliisyy method and adopted cut-off
velocity of deutorr = 85 ms~! we found that Theobalda family currently consists of 128
members. This family is located in the outer belt, near prepeni-major axis, ~ 3.175 au.
This region is crossed by several three-body mean motiamegges which give rise to signif-
icant chaotic zones. Consequently, the majority of famigmmbers reside on chaotic orbits.
Using two independent methods, chaotic chronology andvsaik integration, we found
Theobalda family to be only 6.2 2.3 Myr old. We have also estimated, that the family was
likely produced by the cratering impact on a parent body afrditerDpp =~ 78 + 9 km.
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1 INTRODUCTION than 1 Myr) such as Datura, Emilkowalski, 1992YC2, and Lucas
cavin (Nesvorny & Vokrouhlicky 2006), suffer little eres dur-
ing the period of time after a breakup event. Thus, they pi@vi
a unique opportunity to study a collisional outcome almogifu
fected by orbit evolution.

In this paper we study Theobalda asteroid family. We present
its basic properties including the identification of its nimrship,
and the study of cumulative absolute magnitude distrilputibthe
family members. Moreover, the diameter of the parent body ha
been estimated. We studied in detail the dynamical chaisiits
in the region occupied by the Theobalda asteroid family arat a
lyzed the role of the dynamics in shaping the family .

As was noted by Novakovic etlal. (2010a) this family is a
very good candidate to estimate its age by the method of ichaot
chronology (MCC). In order to apply MCC the family has to be
located in the region of the main asteroid belt where diffosi
takes place. Also, it is necessary that diffusion is fastugho
to cause measurable effects, but slow enough so that most of

impact situations, due to chaotic diffusion, gravitatioaad non- the family members are still forming a robust family struetu
gravitational perturbations (Milani & Farinella 1994; Bt et al. As we show, it turns out that Theobalda family is an excellent

2007: [Carruba et Al 2003: Dell'Oro ef al. 2004). These mecha case in this respect. Given that, as our main result we haie es
nisms changed the original shapes of the families producedli mat_ed t_he age of tt‘f family. l{smg two different methods, MCC
lisions, and consequently complicated physical studiesigh- (TS|_gan|5 et dl. 20{)1. Novakovic et/al. 2_010a) and backwm_(ei-
velocity collisions. grations [(Nesvorny et £l. 2002), we estimate the age ofahely

Unfortunately, most of the observed asteroid families ade o to be 6.9+ 2.3 Myr. Thus, we establish it as another young asteroid

enough (older than 100 Myt (Nesvorny etial. 2006)) to be sub- family. ) ]
stantially eroded and dispersed. On the other hand, youegpis The paper is organized as follows: In Sectidn 2 we present
families (younger than 10 Myr) such as Karin, Veritas anchlan the basic properties of the Theobalda family. We use thetdbi-

(Nesvorny et al. 2002, 2003) or even very young familiesioger cal clustering method (HCM), proposed by Zappala =t al9(}9
; to identify family members. Next, the cumulative absolutagn

nitude distribution of identified family members is discedsand
* E-mail: bojan@matf.bg.ac.rs the size of parent body is estimated. The dynamical characte

Asteroid families are believed to originate by a catastiogfsrup-
tion of large asteroids. To identify an asteroid family, doeks
for clusters of asteroids in the space of proper orbital efes
(Milani & Knezevit[1990| 1994): the proper semi-majoraii,),
proper eccentricityd,,) and proper inclinationi(,). The orbital el-
ements describe the size, shape and tilt of orbits. Projéabel-
ements, being more constant over time than instantaneces on
provide a dynamical criterion of whether or not a group ofibed
has a common ancestor. Up to now, ejecta from a few tens ofrmajo
collisions have been discovered in the main belt (e.q. Zagtaal.
1994 Mothé-Diniz et al. 2005).

The size and velocity distributions of the family members
provide important constraints for testing our understagaif the
break-up process, but erosion and dynamical evolution efoth
bits over time can alter the original signature of the cihs It is
nowadays well known that the kinematical structures of gieraid
families evolved over the time, with respect to the origipakt-
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tics of the region occupied by Theobalda family are prestate
discussed, and main mean motion and secular resonancéstin t
region, identified. The dynamical stability of the family miers

is analyzed, in particular the stability of the largest memaif the
family (778) Theobalda. In Sectidd 3 we estimate the age ef th
family. This is performed firstly by using the backward imgtipn
method, and then by using the method of chaotic chronologg. T
good agreement between these two results indicates alectigh
determination. Finally, in Sectidd 4 we summarize our ressulis-
cus some possibly interesting relations to other works, drasy
our conclusions.

2 THEOBALDA FAMILY: THE BASIC FACTS

This asteroid family has attracted little attention so faginly
because the number of asteroids associated with it wasvedyat
small. However, the situation is different at present, @sdye will

show later, Theobalda family now has over 100 known members.

This number is large enough that the family characteristaosbe
reliably determined.

2.1 Identification of the family members

The identification of family members is the first step in ourdst

of the Theobalda family. This is done by applying the HCM to
the catalog of synthetic proper elements of numbered adgero
(KneZzevit & Milanil 2000} 2003) from AstDﬁb(database as of Oc-
tober 2009). The HCM requires that distances among the yamil
members, in the proper elements space, are less than théesb ca
cut-off distance {cutor¢), Which has dimension of velocity. As
the cut-off distance is a free parameter of HCM, we testeférdif
ent values ranging frorg0 to 135 ms~'. Also, we apply HCM
using two differentcentral objects (i) (778) Theobalda which
has a chaotic orbit, and (ii) (8489203Q D79 which is on the
relatively stable orbit. The results are shown in the topepar
Fig.[. The HCM identified the family around (778) Theobalda
for dewtory > 60ms™!, while around (848922003Q D~y fam-

ily exists even for lowest tested value @f,:o5f = 20 ms~ L. For
dewtors > 60 ms™! resulting family is the same. This suggests
that (778) Theobalda probably has been displaced from iigg- or
nal position due to the chaotic diffusiBnin the bottom panel of
Fig.[d the best-fit power-law index of the form NH) o 107#

of the cumulative absolute magnitude (H) distribution ia tange
He[13-15], as a function of cut-off distanc€{,:os ), is showE].
Fordeutors €[75,115] ms* the number of asteroids as well as in-
dex~ are nearly constant, and probably each value from this-inter
val can be safely used to identified family members by HEwre
adopted value ofl...or; = 85 ms™! to identify nominalfamily.
For this value otd..:0fr, HCM linked 128 asteroids to Theobalda
family. There are two main reasons for our choice. The firg on

1 http://hamilton.dm.unipi.it/astdys/

2 Note, that this is very similar to Veritas family, and siiioat with the
largest member of this family (490) Veritas (Tsiganis ePa07).

3 Instead of the indexy, the exponent of the cumulative distribution
can be obtained in terms of diameters rather than absolutmitudes
(Dell'Oro & Celling 12007). However, as we do not know albedos most
of the asteroids, necessary to convert from absolute matgstto diame-
ters, we chose to work with.

4 Usually one adopts the value @10y that corresponds to the center of
the interval over which the indexis constantl (Vokrouhlicky et &l. 2006).
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Figure 1. Number of asteroids associated with Theobalda family (top)
and a power-law index of the cumulative magnitude distribution in the
range H:[13-15] (bottom) as a function of the cut-off distane&.{;, 1)-
Note that in both cases the respective values are nearlytacanfor
deutof s €[75,95] ms-1. In the bottom panel horizontal solid line and
two dashed lines represent background level and its eenarigspectively.
In the top panel two obvious critical values @f,,;. sy are: (i) 60 ms~1,
when group around (778) Theobalda merge with the group dr(@4892)
2003Q D79, and (ii) 130 ms~1, when the family starts to merge with the
local background population. However, the number of aglsrassociated
with the family is constant fotl.,;, rr €[75,95] ms~!. For the nominal
family we chosel., 055 = 85 ms~1! (see text for additional explanation).

is that this value of velocity cutoff corresponds to the eeiwif the
plateauwhich can be seen in Figl 1. The second reason is very good
agreement between the ages of family estimated applying MCC
two different groups of family members. We will explain this
more detail in Sectiohl3.

Note that the values ofy for family members are always
larger than the value of the same index calculated for backgt
asteroids. This is the first indication that the family isatelely
young. On the other hand, Parker etlal. (2008) estimat€d44 for
He[13.0-15.5]. This value is much lower than ours, as we found
~+=0.60+£0.02 for the nominal family, and very close to the value
that we found for background population in the region of Teda
family. Probably, Parker et al. (2008) underestimateduaige due
to the observational incompleteness, as they worked inahger
He[13-15.5] and used smaller dataset for which Sloan Digikyl S
Survey (SDSS) colors were available. Although they linkéd &s-
teroids with the family, a significant number of these astrare
probably interlopers.
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Figure 2. Distribution (top) and cumulative distribution (bottomj the
members of Theobalda asteroid family as a function of thelabes magni-
tude.

2.2 Size of the parent body

To estimate the diameter of the parent bodyp() of the
Theobalda family, it is necessary to account for small anitl st
undiscovered family members. In general, data set on adsdoe-
low H=15 mag is basically complete (Gladman et al. 2009). How-
ever, as we are dealing with the family at the edge of outey thed
family members are the C-type asteroids which are sevemasti
darker than the S-type asteroids, and, since we are usialpgatf
synthetic proper elements which does not include all knostara
oids, the completeness limit for our sample has to be andlyxe
indication about the completeness limit can be obtainedroply
looking at Fig[2 for the value off where slopes of two distribu-
tion curves change. This is approximately at abBut14.5 mag.
Somewhat better estimation of completeness limit can kerried
using the catalog of asteroids, which are not included ircéttalog
of synthetic proper elements we deal with, i.e. the catafagudti-
opposition objects maintained at AstDys web site. As ab&uter
cent of multi-opposition objects, with osculating semijonaaxes
in the range [3.15,3.20] au, havé >14.2 mag (see Fidl]3), we
assume that the catalog of synthetic proper elements abadten
this region is complete up t§=14.2 mag.

In order to overcome the problem of observational incom-
pleteness, using the size-frequency distribution (SFOhefmain
belt asteroids estimated by Gladman et al. (12[6@91)1 the fact that
SFD of asteroid families is considered to be somewhat shaflo
than that of the background (Morbidelli etlal. 2003) we adstaaie
fictitious bodies withH €[14.2,17.0] to the family. This was per-
formed in such a way to make SFD of "extended” family (reatgst
oids + fictitious objects), to be somewhat shallower thamioled
SFD for background asteroids. More precisely, in order tafte
to estimate the uncertainty of our approach, we generatedlifo
ferent sets of fictitious objects and then estimated the afizbe
parent body from each of the 100 sets.

Dpp corresponds to a spherical body with volume equal

5 The asteroid size distribution at diameterscDD km is still poorly

known. Various models and extrapolations yield very défer esti-

mates of the number of km-sized and smaller main belt asterdiow-

ever, other possible estimates (e.g. lvezi€ gt al. 200deJep et al. 2005;
Wiegert et all 2007 Yoshida & Nakamura 2007) would not aff@ar re-

sults significantly.
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Figure 3. The distribution of multi-opposition asteroids, in theHaplane,

from AstDys web site (database as of October 2009). Theatatainsists
mostly of the objects discovered more recently than objectsided in the
catalog of synthetic proper elements. Thus, it providesdgoeportunity

to estimate completeness limit of the catalog of synthetiper elements,
which is marked by a red line. The green dots represent thebmenof

Theobalda family.

to the estimated total volume of all the family members, tidel
ing these added members witH €[14.2,17.0]. Next, we as-
sume all family members have the same geometric albedp (
as (778) Theobalda, that is,=0.0589 according to Tedesco et al.
(2002). Having the values df andp,, the radiusR of a body can
be estimated, using the relation (e.g. Bowell et al. 1989)

—H
1075
2 /DPv

This allows us to infer that the diamdfeof the parent body was
Dpp ~ 78 £ 9 km. The estimated uncertainty accounts for uncer-
tainties in albedos, absolute magnitudes and SFD. Alskéstato
account the dependence on the HCM cut-off. However, theureal
certainty is somewhat larger, e.g. because of the possitddap-
ers. According to our estimate, the largest remnant (778pbalda
contains 87 per cent of the mass of the parent body. Althohigh t
should be considered as an upper bound, because it does-not ac
count for small family members withf > 17, our result suggest
that Theobalda family was produced by a cratering impace Th
typical density p) for C-type asteroids ip = 1500 kg m— (e.g.
Broz et all 2005). Given that, the escape vel@titpm Theobalda
family parent body wa¥.s.~ 32 ms™!.

R (km) = 1329

@)

2.3 Dynamical characteristics

The dynamics in the region of the phase space occupied by
Theobalda family members is much like in the case of the Veri-
tas family because two families stretch over the similageanf

6 Probably the better way to estimate the size of the parent isatie one
proposed by Durda et al. (2007). However, we were unable dafipropri-
ate match with SFDs published in that paper using simpleavisamparison
of plots.

7 Compensating for collective effects in the cloud of dispeysragments,
Vese =1.64x GM /R, whereGM is the product of the gravitational con-
stant and the parent body massjs radius of the parent body, while 1.64
is an empirical factor (Petit & Farinella 1993).
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Figure 4. The dynamical structure of the region occupied by Theobalda
family along with surrounding area. The color scale codesployinov Char-
acteristic Exponents (in the units 0~ yr—1) for 10,000 test particles.
The ellipse represents assumed positions of the Theol=aitiyyfmembers
immediately after break-up.

the proper semi-major axes. The dynamics in the region of Ver
tas family is very well studied (see e.g. Milani & Farin=Il894;
Knezevit & Pavlovit| 2002; Nesvorny etlal. 2003; Tsigaei al.
2007). Therefore, here we will focus only on some differanioe-
tween dynamics in the regions occupied by two families. Tifie d
ferences arise from the fact that proper eccentricitieshefobalda
family members ¢,~0.25) are significantly higher than those of
Veritas family €,~0.06). Also, the proper inclinations are by
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Figure 5. The same as in Fif] 4 but for LCEs of the real family members.
The linear interpolation is used in order to cover the coteplegion shown
in the figure.

tion[3:2.1) that these resonances increase diffusion speedably
this is because these resonances are effective only inmaands
within the Theobalda fam. Consequently, some of the family
members, during their secular cycles, might be temporediyted

in one or both secular resonances, but most of the time tlese a
teroids are outside the secular resonances. InFig. 6 tleain-
lution of the critical anglesr;=w+Q-w5-Q6, and o2=w+Q-we-

Qg, for asteroid (778) Theobalda are shown. This asteroid nhigh
temporally trapped in both secular resonances. Althougtshiort
episodes of "libration” are visible, these events may bateg to

about5” higher. These make Theobalda family members even more resonance crossing rather then to the resonance trappisj. dfl

strongly chaotic than Veritas family members.

In Fig.[4 the Lyapounov Characteristic Exponents (LCEs), as
a function of proper semi-major axis and eccentricity, ia tbgion
occupied by Theobalda family members, as well as in the sado
ing area are shown. Most of the orbits in that region are bhsta
even for comparatively low values of proper eccentricitijle for
eccentricity above 0.3 almost all chaotic zones are coeddorm-
ing a widechaotic seawith a fast diffusion therein. The chaos is
also dominating in the region where Theobalda family is teda
(inside or close to the equivelocity ellipse). This can btdveap-
preciated from Fig.]5 where LCEs of Theobalda family members
are shown. The vertical strip of the largest.g#©3.174 au values of
LCEs is associated with (5, -2, -2) three-bddyMR, but it seems
that this chaotic zone includes (3, 3, -2) and (7, -7, -2)dHredy
MMRs as well. Most of the bodies have LCE1x10™% yr—1!,
which corresponds to the Lyapounov tim&g,., < 10,000 yr
and these bodies are probably in the so-callddrikov regime
(Guzzo et al. 2002; Morbidelli 2002).

Using the proper frequencigs(average rate of the perihelion
longitude ) and s (average rate of the node Iongitudﬂ we
found that Theobalda family region is also crossed by twallsec
resonanceg + s — gs — s¢ andg + s — gs — s¢ (Fig.[6). Both are
of the order 4, i.e. they arise from the perturbing terms gfree of
at least 4 in eccentricity and inclination (Milani & Kneze\d1990);
Knezevit et al. 1991). However, we did not find evidence Sec-

8 All three-body mean motion resonances_(Nesvorny & Morkild®98)
discussed in this paper are among Jupiter, Saturn and igstero

9 The secular frequencies of Jupitgs] and Saturndg,sg) are taken from
Nobili et all (19898).

the time both critical arguments circulate.

In Fig.[@ distributions of family members, as identified by
HCM, are shown along with the positions of main mean motion
and secular resonances. Obviously, the structure of thiyfisra
result of dynamical mechanisms at work, which are mainly-con
trolled by MMRs. The largest spread of family members, irhbot
(ap,ep) and @p,I,) planes, is associated to (5, -2, -2) resonance.
Somewhat smaller spread is observable in the (3, 3, -2) aesen
while (7, -7, -2) resonance caused only small diffusion ¢iasds.
This agree very well with obtained values of LCEs (see[Hig. 5)

It is interesting to note that there are gaps (without family
members) between the (3, 3, -2) and (5, -2, -2) resonanceslhs
as between the (5, -2, -2) and (7, -7, -2) resonances. We stugge
that this is another confirmation that all these three rescemare
connected and make one wide chaotic zone. Because of ftas; al
teroids froma,~3.167 au toa,~3.181 au reside in one of these
three resonances. The asteroids can switch from one resEman
to another (see Fidl] 9), but on the time scale of a few Myr this
is a rare event, so that each asteroid spends most of the riime i
one of the resonances. As a result, due to the some uncgrtaint
in the procedure of computation of synthetic proper elesémt
resonant asteroids, i.e. averaging does not work well, adids
appear to be located in (or close to) the center of one of the re
onances. This can be verified by using the analytical profeer e
mentE] of [Milani & KneZevié (1990). These elements are calcu-

10 The secular resonangef s — gg — s has much more influence on dy-
namics of family members in the case of Padua family (seeuGar20009).
11 We did not use analytical proper elements, in our other aisatiirough-
out the paper, because they are not enough accurate inghietcentricity
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Figure 6. Time evolution of the critical angles=w+Q-ws-Q6 (top)
and o2=w+Q-wg- ¢ (bottom) of the secular resonances for period from
1.2 Myr to 1.6 Myr in the past. The short episodes of trappirgide the res-
onance seem possible, but several events of resonancéngrass clearly
visible. Reversal of direction of circulation is relatedpgeriods when the
orbit interact with these secular resonances.

lated by means of analytical theory based on the series ajevel
ment of the perturbing Hamiltonian, and which does not idelu
averaging. The distribution of Theobalda family membershia
space of analytical proper elements (in thee, plane) is shown
in Fig.[8. The shown distribution is roughly random and witho
gaps in terms of proper semi-major axis, what confirms ouncla
that the gaps appear due to the averaging procedure. Mayéiove
means that switching from one resonance to another mustdre a r
event, but, the fact that not all of the asteroids are locatetie
center of one of the resonances, is another evidence tluataiese
switching is possible, i.e. these three resonances arescteth

The position of the largest remnant, asteroid (778) Thetzhal
is not close to the center of the family. This is evident also i
(ap,Ip) plane, but it is more obvious iruf,e,) plane. As we al-
ready mentioned above, this asteroid has probably beefadép
from its original position due to the some dynamical mechasi.
It is located close to or inside the (7, -7, -2) three-body MMR
which might be responsible for its relatively high propecet
tricity. However, its proper semi-major axis is also largen that
of the center of family, and this could not be explained by 77;2)
resonance. Because of that, we investigate dynamics oasités-
oid in more detail. The orbit of (778) Theobalda is propaddte
100 Myr back in tim&3. As we will show later, the family is about
6-7 Myr old. Why than it is meaningful to integrate 100 Myr?eTh

region. This can be appreciated comparing the distribst@inTheobalda
family members withu, >3.183 au, shown for two different kinds of proper
elements. Obvious grouping of the regular members, whictesrly vis-
ible in the space of synthetic proper elements (Elg. 7),pisars in the
space of analytical proper elements ([Eib. 8).

12 All integrations presented in this paper are performedgutiie public
domain ORBIT9 integrator embedded in the multipurpose @néckage
(http://hamilton.dm.unipi.it/astdys/), and dynamicadael that includes the
four major planets (from Jupiter to Neptune) as perturbiadiés. The in-
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Figure 7. Distribution of the known Theobalda family members in the
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lipses represent equivelocity curves, computed accorttirthe equations
of Gauss (e.d._Morbidelli et Bl. 1995), for a velocitieswof= 35 ms~!
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of pericentrew = 95°. The blue points represent family members identi-
fied ford.yiory = 65 ms—!, while red points represent additional fam-
ily members identified fotl.,;orr = 85 ms~!. The size of each point
corresponds to the diameter of the body. The green dashesi hivark ap-
proximately borders of three-body MMRs, while pink dashiee¢d show
locations of secular resonances.
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Figure 9. Time evolution for 100 Myr back-in-time of the mean semi-oraj
axis for asteroid (778) Theobalda. For the first about 15 Mymtegration it
resides in (7, -7, -2) resonance, but then, it switches te2(52) resonance
where it spends most of the time covered by integrationso,Alexhibits
short episode of trapping inside (3, 3, -2) resonance attatiMyr.

answer is hidden in the chaotic motion of this asteroid. A&mav,
chaos is not predictable on the time scales of several tihesit
verse of LCE, which is in the case of (778) Theobade®,000 yr.
All that we can achieve is to show what kind of behavior (i.@-m
tion) is possible. In this respect, our 100 Myr long integmas are
equivalent to many shorter integrations with slightly eiént initial
conditions. Similar technique was used| by Laskar (1994}udys
stability of the Solar system.

Fig.[d shows 100 Myr of the back-in-time evolution of the
mean semi-major axis of asteroid (778) Theobalda. Injtiats
semi-major axis oscillates around 3.181 au (close to (7;2),
resonance), but after about 15 Myr (in the past) the valuéef t
semi-major axis drops te23.174 au. Around this time it actually
switches from (7, -7, -2) to (5, -2, -2) resonance. There wtlzar
switch of the resonance about 42 Myr, when the asteroid is tem
porally trapped in (3, 3, -2) resonance sa8.168 au. Finally, at
about 95 Myr in the past, it went back from (5, -2, -2) to (7,-2),
resonance. This is the confirmation that these three reseaare
connected at higher eccentricities, (> 0.25). But again, due to
the chaoticity, the behavior of the mean semi-major axisstéra
oid (778) Theobalda does not represent quantitativelyeis$ mo-
tion, but qualitatively. Still, behavior of its semi-majaxis suggests
that chaos may be responsible for displacement of (778)3dida
from the center of family in terms of, and I,,. However, if this
was the case, this asteroid probably spend some time rgsidin
(5, -2, -2) resonance which is strong enough to increasedsre
tricity from e,~0.253 toe,~0.259, on the time scale of several
Myr.

Studying the distribution of family members shown in Fiy. 7,
it can be noted that there are no family members located énsid
equivelocity ellipses, at,~3.165 au. Contrary to the gaps between
the resonances, the absence of asteroids that belong tarttily f
in this region cannot be explained by dynamical instabitityby
"weakness” of the procedure of proper elements calculaidn
though, a detail study of this problem is beyond the scopeuof o
work, we believe that this may be related to the impact charac

direct effect of the inner planets is accounted for by apya barycentric
correction to the initial conditions.

istics (cratering event), which "forced” fragments to bensyetri-
cally distributed around the semi-major axis of the larfeggment
(778) Theobalda.

3 THE AGE OF THEOBALDA FAMILY
3.1 Backward integration

Backward integration of orbits is very accurate method é&mify
age estimation, which works well with young families. It isded

on the fact that due to the planetary perturbations the taiiem

of orbits in the space changes over time. Consequently, hgtea
that determine the orientation of orbits in space, the loug of
the ascending nod&€j and the longitude of perihelion), evolve
with different but nearly constant speeds for individudits. Af-

ter some time this effect spreads dutand = uniformly around
360°. On the other hand, immediately after the disruption of the
parent body, the orientations of the fragments’ orbits nhate
been nearly the same. Given that, the age of an asteroidyfamil
can be determined by integrating the orbits of the family rers
backwards, until the orbital orientation angles clusteuad some
value. This method was used by Nesvorny etlal. (2002,/20®3) t
determine the ages of the Karin cluster (682 Myr) and Veritas
family (8.3£0.5 Myr).

Here we applied Nesvorny et al.'s method to try to estimage t
age of Theobalda family. By integrating the orbits of the dledda
asteroid family back in time, hopefully, we can find a conjimt
of orbital elements{ and =), which occurred only immediately
after the disruption of the parent body. This method is, hawre
limited to groups of objects moving on regular orbits, whietien
in that case, can be accurately track up to 20 Myr in the past.
Similarly as in the case of Veritas family (Nesvorny et a003;
Tsiganis et gl. 2007), only a fraction of Theobalda familynme
bers satisfies this condition and can be accurately integiaack
in time. Also, as was pointed out by Nesvorny et al. (2008e(s
also Nesvorny et al. 2008) the region aroune3.175 au is close
enough to the 2/1 MMR with Jupiter to undergo fast differahti
evolution of the arguments of perihelion. This induces alaitt
ity in the evolution histories and complicates any attenoptié-
termine the age of the Theobalda family using arguments Bf pe
ihelion. Thus, we selected 13 Theobalda family members lwhic
have Lyapounov time%},,, > 10°yr and propagated their orbits
20 Myr backwards. All these members are located,at3.183 au.

In Fig.[I0 the average value ak(2, for these 13 asteroids, is
shown. Conjunction of nodal longitudes=a6.2 Myr suggests that
the Theobalda family, or at least a part of the family locaatd
ap>3.183 au, was formed by a catastrophic collision at that.time
The average\(?, at~6.2 Myr, is~58°, much smaller than at any
other time. This suggests a statistical significance okibe2 Myr
event. In this case, howevelAQ?) values are substantially more
spread at=6.2 Myr than in the case of Karin cluste(X() is
~210°) or Veritas family {A2) ~40°). This is primarily due to two
reasons: (1) at least a few MMRs exist in the semi-major axige
from 3.18 to 3.19 au; thus, despite the present long Lyapouno
times of the selected orbits, these orbits might have expeed
periods of chaotic motion in the past; and (2) all regulariésd
whose orbits can be accurately tracked back in time, ard S

ies (S5 km) and consequently subject to Yarkovsky thermal force,
which, even on this relatively short time scale, can prodacge
enough changes in the semi-major axes, and consequenffedo a
the secular frequencies in a way that is difficult to recarctr
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In order to estimate how sensitive this result is on the semi-
major axis drift due to the Yarkovsky effect, an additiomadstiga-
tion should be carried out. As the Yarkovsky induced drifpeteds
on several parameters, we had to decide the values of thmeara
ters characterizing it. These are asteroid spin axis @it (y),
rotational period (P), surface and bulk densitigy 6urface ther-
mal conductivity (K) and specific heat capacity (C). As Thaldh
family members are most likely C-type asteroids, we havetaib
the following values of parameter&® = 0.01—0.5 [W (m K) 1],

C = 680 — 1500 [J (Kkg)~'], and the same value for surface and
bulk densityp = 1300 — 1500 [kgm~3]. The rotational periods
are chosen according to a Gaussian distribution peakBd-a8 h,
while the distribution of spin axes orientation is assunaebe uni-
form. These values are consistent with C-type asteroidsy{B006;
Broz & Vokrouhlicky|20083).

Next, we made 20 "yarko” clones for each of the 13 regu-
lar members, by assigning random values of the parameters, f
adopted intervals, to each clone. Then, we integfatéite orbits
of all clones (260 orbits in total), but accounting not onty §rav-
itational perturbations, but also for Yarkovsky effect.eTimitial
orbital elements of the asteroids and planets were the sante a
the previous experiment. Finally, we checked how the vafieve
erageAf) change with different combinations of clones. We found
that the result shown in Fig. 110 is very sensitive to the Yasky
induced drift, as expected. In a few cases any significasteting
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Figure 10. The average differences in nodal longitudéa\(2)) for 13

even disappeared, but in most of the cases we obtained ardeepemembers of Theobalda family, with regular orbits. The ressobtained in a

minimum. The deepest minimum that we found is related to the
clustering within~31° at about 6.4 Myr ago (Fid._10), which
is still within the error bars obtained from the integrasonith-

out Yarkovsky force. We would like to note here that this high
sensitivity of the result on the Yarkovsky parameters ccuth

us to estimate the rotational periods and spin axis oriemstof
these 13 asteroids. This can be achieved similarly as was lopn
Nesvorny & Bottke [(2004) for the Karin cluster members, et
reserve this for a future work.

Although, the clustering at about 6.2 Myr withia58° is the
most significant on the time scale of 20 Myr, there is anothgs-c
tering at about 15.5 Myr withim65° (see Fig[ID). As this clus-
tering appears in the more distant past where we should ebgssc
tight clustering, itis not possible to rule out its significa. Also, to
use the argument of perihelions is impossible, becauseémes
in the semi-major axes, caused by Yarkovsky effect, couplitial
large gradie% of secular frequencydgy/da ~0.3° yr~' au,
whereg is the longitude of perihelion frequency), erase evolution
histories of these angles. Given that, we believe that,erctse of
the Theobalda family, backward integration method is nough
to draw a firm conclusion about the age of the family.

3.2 Chaotic chronology

In this section we present results obtained by using MCCdeiatio
estimate the age of Theobalda family. This model was suftdBss
applied by Novakovit et al. (201/0a) to estimate ages oft&srnd
Lixiaohua asteroid families (see also Novakovic et al. @)1 In
order to apply MCC the family has to be located in the regiotinef

13 These integrations were performed using ORBIT9 integiiattve Grid
environment|(Novakovic et &l. 2009).

14 Caused by the proximity of the Theobalda family to the 2/bresice
with Jupiter.

purely gravitational model (top) and with yarko clones {bot), are shown.
The most important feature is clustering at about 6.2 Mynaigioin ~58°.
This minimum becomes significantly deeper3(1°) with yarko clones, and
also slightly shifted to 6.4 Myr ago.

main belt where diffusion takes place. Also, it is necessaay dif-
fusion is fast enough to cause measurable effects, but siowg
so that most of the family members are still forming a robastify
structure. As our results about diffusion speed suggesob&lda
family is an excellent example in this respect (see SeEti2AlR

The basic steps and the model which we used in our
Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) simulations are explainad i
Novakovi€ et al.|(2010a), and thus we will describe these baly
briefly. Our model simulate the evolution of the family in tBeD
space, i.e. proper semi-major axis and two actions/,, J> (see
Sectio 3.2.11 for definition of these actions). At the begigrof a
simulation therandom walkersare distributed in the region which
was presumably occupied by the family members immediafely a
ter the impact event. Then, at each time stefhe random walkers
can change their positions in every direction, in the 3-Dcepahe
length of the jump imz,, is controlled by Yarkovsky thermal force
(Farinella & Vokrouhlicky 1999), while the length of themps in
Ji and J> depend on diffusion speed, i.e. on the diffusion coeffi-
cients. At the time step when 0.3 per cent of random walkergele
an eIIipsE] in the (J1, J2) plane, which corresponds to a 8onfi-
dence interval of a two-dimensional Gaussian distribytioa sim-
ulation stops. The number of time steps multiplied by theststep
dt gives the age of the family.

15 The ellipse is determined by the present size of the famila®in this
case, by the present size of particular part of the familghtiuld not be
confused with equivelocity ellipses shown e.g. in Eig. 7.
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Figure 11. The values of diffusion coefficient®(.J1) (red) andD(J2)
(blue) in the Theobalda family region, shown here as funstiof the proper
semi-major axis:,. Note thatD(J2) is practically zero for,, >3.18 au.

3.2.1 Diffusion coefficients

One of the most important information, which are needed pistin
for MCMC simulations, are the values of diffusion coeffidem
the region of interest. As was shown |by Novakovic etlal. ()1
to obtain good estimate of the family age by MCC, it is enough t
determine diffusion coefficients as a function of proper iserajor
axisayp. This is our next step.

As well as MCC, the procedure of determination of diffu-
sion coefficients, as the functions of proper semi-majos,ais
described in_Novakovic et al. (2010a). Let us mention herly o
its main features and numbers related to this work: the it
~5,000 fictitious bodies distributed randomly in the samegeaof
osculating orbital elements as the real family members egqt,
are propagated for 10 Myr; then, the time series of mean ele-
ments|(Milani & Knezevi¢ 1998) for all of them are calcuddf the
mean elements are transformed to actions according taoresH
Ji Zen and J2 ~ é\/%sirﬁ Im; next, the family is
split in the small cells, in terms af,, using a kind of moving-
average technique with cell size 8fa, = 5 x 10~* au and step
size ofda, = 2x 10~* au; finally, the mean squared displacements
((AJ)?), for both actions, are calculated, and the diffusion coeffi-
cientsD(J1), D(J2) for each cell as the least-squares fit slope of
the ((AJ)?)(t) curve, are determined.

The obtained values of diffusion coefficieni3(.J;) and
D(J2), in the Theobalda family region are shown in Figl 11. The
fastest diffusion is associated to (5, -2, -2) three-body RJNdut
the diffusion is very fast in (3, 3, -2) three-body MMR as waelhd
these two chaotic zones seem to be connected. The thirdichaot
zone, associated to (7, -7, -2) resonance, is connectece tfirsh
two in terms of diffusion inJy, but not in terms of diffusion in
Jo. This is in a relatively good agreement with results presgnt
in Sectio Z.B. The diffusion is somewhat fasterjinthan inJ,
and while the local minimum near the center of (5, -2, -2) feso
nance exist forD(.J1), similarly as in the case of Veritas family
(seel Novakovic et al. 2010a), while there is no such a fedfir
D(J2). In the region fora, >3.18 au the values aD(.J;) are
practically zero, but there is some diffusion in the. It should

~ 1
2

16 |n these relations.; denotes Jupiter's semi-major axis,, the mean
eccentricity and,,, the mean inclination of the asteroids.

be noted here that this might affect age estimation usingviac

integration method, but not significantly, because the b8 as-
teroids that we used to apply backward integration methedaar
cated close ta, =3.185 au, where both valueB(J,) andD(J2),

are close to zero.

The important general conclusion can be drawn by comparing
the values of diffusion coefficients obtained for the regionupied
by Veritas family ((Novakovit et al. 2010a) to the valuesaibed
here. Two families stretch over the similar range of the serajor
axis, but members of Theobalda family have somewhat higher i
clinations and significantly higher eccentricities. Théreated dif-
fusion is about one order of magnitude faster in the regiaupied
by Theobalda family than in the region occupied by Veritasifa
This confirms the fact that chaos is dominant at higher edcent
ties.

3.2.2 Monte Carlo simulations

Having obtained the values of diffusion coefficients, we raady

to apply MCC to estimate the age of the family. There are tvpase
rate parts of the Theobalda family suitable for applicabbMCC.
These are bodies inside (5, -2, -2) and (3, 3, -2) three-bokiRist
Following| Tsiganis et al! (2007) who deal with Veritas faynilve
called these bodies Group A (5, -2, -2) and Group B (3, 3, -3). A
the results about diffusion coefficients confirmed, theristexsig-
nificant diffusion in both groups. This gives an unique oppoity

to apply MCC to both groups and to obtain two independent age
estimates. A good agreement between these two estimates|las
as with the age derived using backward integration method)dv
suggest a reliable result.

As the present size of the chaotic zone is a critical paramete
our model, we start with the family as identified by applyinGM
for velocity cutoff of deuiofy = 65 ms t. This is probably the
lowest acceptable value df..+.y ; in the case of Theobalda family.
With this cutoff velocity we identified 30 bodies from Groupafd
16 bodies from Group B. Corresponding sizes of these groups i
and.J; are: Group A (0.67 £ 1.03) x 10™* and .82 # 0.47) x
10~%; Group B (10.32 + 1.05) x 10~* and @.00 £ 1.06) x 10,

Using these sizes of two chaotic groups, for each group, we
performed 16 sets of MCMC simulations (each set consisting o
100 runs), by using different number of random walker&000
or 5000), time ste@lt (from 100 yr to 2000 yr) and for two initial
sizes of the family which correspond to velocitieswof= 35 ms™*
andv = 40 ms ™! (see Figl}). From these simulations we derived
the age of family to be 2.5 1.1 Myr (using Group A bodies)
and 7.2+ 3.1 Myr (using Group B bodieEﬂ The obvious dis-
crepancy between two results needs to be investigatecefuithe
age obtained from Group B is in agreement with what we found
using backward integration method, while the age obtaimenh f
Group A suggests that the family could be much younger. Also,
discrepancy between ages derived from two different groonasy
be an indication that identification of family members hasbeen
good, i.e. the velocity cut-off of 65 m3 is too low.

Because of that, we repeated all simulations using our nom-
inal family. For deuto;r = 85 ms ' we identified 40 bodies
from Group A and 18 bodies from Group B. In this case, the
corresponding sizes of these groupsJinand J» are: Group A

17 The main source of the error is uncertainty in the deterritnabf the
present size of the Group B, due to the small nhumber of menibdtgs
Group.
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Figure 12. The age of Theobalda family derived using different methods
asteroids and parameters: (i) MCC applied to Group Adg:or5 =

85 ms~1; (ii) MCC applied to Group A ford.,:orf = 65 ms1; (iii)
MCC applied to Group B fotl., 05 = 85 ms~1; (iv) MCC applied to
Group B fordeyiopy = 65 ms~1!; (v) age obtained by backward integra-
tion method. The bold horizontal line and dashed area qooresto our
final estimate of Theobalda family age and its error respelgti

(14.86 &+ 1.24) x 10™* and 6.03 £ 0.65) x 10~*; Group B
(11.87 & 1.29) x 10™* and §.80 £ 0.95) x 10~*. From these

4 SUMMARY, DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

We have presented here a detailed study of Theobalda aktenoi

ily. We found that family now consists of 128 members. By ana-
lyzing SFD of the identified family members we were able to in-
fer diameter of the parent body to Berp ~ 78 + 9 km. How-

ever, this estimate is based on the assumption that allyfameim-

bers have the same albedo as the largest family member; aster
oid (778) Theobalda. In order to obtain better estimate,atbe-

dos of as many as possible family members are desirable.-Ongo
ing projects, such as Wide-Field Infrared Survey ExploWtSE)
should improve situation significantly in this respect.

The most, but not all, of Theobalda family members move on
chaotic orbits, thus, giving rise to the significant chadiiffusion
which has been changing the kinematical structure of theljam
over time. The study of dynamical characteristics, in thyme oc-
cupied by the family, showed that three three-body MMRs hee t
most efficient in shaping the family. These are (3, 3, -2);25;2)
and (7, -7, -2) resonances, and they are connected in tHiselig
centricity region, allowing bodies to switch from one reance to
another.

The fact that some of the family members have stable orbits
was the reason why we were able to apply backward integration
method to estimate the age of the family. On the other hared-pr
ence of the chaos in the region occupied by the family, alltws
use MCC in order to estimate the age. Using both methods, and
combining the results, we found the age of Theobalda farnilyet

sizes and the same sets of MCMC simulations as in the previous 6.9+ 2.3 Myr. Given the very good agreement between results ob-

case, we derived the age of Theobalda family to bet6 28 Myr
(using Group A bodies) and 72 3.0 Myr (using Group B bodies).

tained with different methods as well as when applied tcedéit
groups, we believe this estimate is very robust. Thus, sramother

Now, the agreement between two results is very good, and family younger than 10 Myr. This result has several impdrtem

also, both results agree quite well with the age obtaineddnk-b
ward integration methdt] This, in our opinion, is a very strong
indication that Theobalda family was formed about 7 Myr ago.
The fact, that four out of five, different age estimates, agre
well, is the reason why we reject the age of 251.1 Myr, de-
rived using Group Adcutor s = 65 ms '), as a possible solution.
Thus, in order to obtain our final estimate of the age of Thitzba

plications, and some of them we mention bellow.

The young asteroid families are also known to be source of
solar system dust bands (see e.g. Grinlet al.| 1985; Nesebal.
2003). The origin of three main dust bands is known, and they
correspond to Karin, Veritas and Beagle family (Nesvorhale
2006b;| Nesvorny et al. 2008). Also, the very young Emilkbwa
ski family is the most probably source of incomplete dustdban

family, we use four results which are in a good agreement (see at 17° (Espy et all 2009). On the other hand, the origin of some

Fig.[12). The values of the meap)(and standard deviatiow ) of
non-overlapping sub-samples, of the same size, can belatdu
as:

DIy

p= ol @)
m

\/ S ((r — 1)o? + rp2) — mrp?
o =

mr —1 ®)
wherem is the number of sub-samplesjs the size of each sub-
sample (100 in our case), is the mean of-th sub-sample, and
o, is the standard deviation éfth sub-sample. Using Eds| 2 and
we obtain the final age estimate, Theobalda asteroid faisily
6.9+ 2.3 Myr old.

18 The good agreement between ages obtained applying MCCupg#
i B, is one of the reasons why we adopted valuelgfi, sy = 85 ms~!
to identify nominal family. It should be noted here that itification of
resonant family members is not straightforward. Too smatHaff, on one
hand, may prevents identification some of the real family imers. On the
other hand, the large cut-off could associate some intertoith family.
This may be one of the reasons for the variations of age estinudbtained
by MCC for two different cut-off velocities.

less prominent bands, such as so called M/N dust band, Is stil
not quite clear. The Theobalda family’s young age, and itper
inclination of I, ~ 14°.3 suggest that it might be a possible
source of M/N dust bandlf ~ 15°) (Sykes 1990). On the other
hand, this dust band was linked to (170) Maria asteroid famil
(Reach et al. 1997), and more recently to (1521) Seinajalstet
(Nesvorny et dl. 2003). In any case, dust band produced ¢y su
young family, as Theobalda, should be observable. The $iie o
parent body also suggests that it should produce a proméhesit
band. If this is not M/N dust band, then there must be anothst d
band which can be linked to this family. Alternatively, itasid be
explained why and how this dust band has disappeared.
Theobalda asteroid family is located very close to the megio
where three (out of four) so-callemhain belt comet:{MBCs
have been discovered (see e.g. Jewitt &t al.|2009). As waesiagl
bylHsieh (2009), it is possible that this kind of bodies carfidumd
among the members of other young families, probably many of
which waiting to be discovered. Being young and dominated by

19 The MBCs are bodies with asteroid-like dynamical propertiet comet
like physical properties (Hsieh et/al. 2004). These are oycaly ordinary
main-belt asteroids on which, probably, subsurface icerbesntly been
exposed e.g. because of a collision.
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C-type asteroids, we believe Theobalda family is very goade
to start.
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