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ABSTRACT

Context. Trans-Neptunian objects (TNO) represent the leftovershefformation of the Solar System. Their physical properties
provide constraints to the models of formation and evolutibthe various dynamical classes of objects in the outear®ystem.

Aims. Based on a sample of 19 classical TNOs we determine radimnsézes, geometric albedos and beaming parameters. Our
sample is composed of both dynamically hot and cold classivée study the correlations of diameter and albedo of these
subsamples with each other and with orbital parameterstrspaslopes and colors.

Methods. We have done three-band photometric observationsiétischelPACS and we use a consistent method for data reduction
and aperture photometry of this sample to obtain monochtiorflax densities at 70.0, 100.0 and 16@:m. Additionally, we use
SpitzefMIPS flux densities at 23.68 and .42 um when available, and we present n8pitzerflux densities of eight targets. We
derive diameters and albedos with the near-Earth asteneitnal model (NEATM). As auxiliary data we use reexaminesiodiite
visual magnitudes from the literature and data bases, parhich have been obtained by ground based programs in suppour
Herschelkey program.

Results. We have determined for the first time radiometric sizes ahddis of eight classical TNOs, and refined previous size and
albedo estimates or limits of 11 other classicals. The neevesstimates of 2002 M%nd 120347 Salacia indicate that they are among
the 10 largest TNOs known. Our new results confirm the recedirfgs that there are very diverse albedos among the G3d©Os

and that cold classicals possess a high average albetib®.04). Diameters of classical TNOs strongly correlate withitai
inclination in our sample. We also determine the bulk désiof six binary TNOs.

Key words. Kuiper belt — Infrared: planetary systems — Techniquestghetric

1. Introduction

The physical properties of small Solar System bodisraonstraints on theories of the formation and evolutiothefplanets.
Trans-Neptunian objects (TNO), also known as Kuiper Bejects (KBO), represent the leftovers from the formatioriqeof the
outer Solar System (Morbidelli et al. 2008), and they ardanees to the parent bodies of dust in debris disks arouner tiars
(Wyatt 2008/ Moro-Martin et al. 2008, and references tingre

* Herschelis an ESA space observatory with science instruments peduig European-led Principal Investigator consortia arttl important
participation from NASA.
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In addition to Pluto more than 1400 TNOs have been discov@nea the first Kuiper belt object in 1992 (Jewitt and Luu 1993
and the current discovery rate is 10 to 40 new TN@ar. The dynamical classification is based on the curremt-$érm dynamics.
We use the classification of Gladman (Gladman et al. (200B)M¢r time-scale): classical TNOs are those non-resonar®3 N
which do not belong to any other TNO class. The classical TE@sfurther divided into the main classical belt, the inneit b
(a<39.4 AU) and the outer bela(> 48.4 AU). The eccentricity limit for classicals &< 0.24, beyond which targets are classified as
detached or scattered objects. The classification schethe &feep Eplictic Survey Team (DES, Elliot et al. 2009)etis from the
Gladman system in terms of the boundary of classical andesedtobjects, which do not show a clear demarcation in trbital
parameters. Some of the classicals in the Gladman systesnaitered-near or scattered-extended in the DES systenthémdivi-
sion is made in the inclinatigaccentricity space. Although there is no dynamical sefmarghere seems to be two distinct but partly
overlapping inclination distributions with the low-i “adil classicals, limited to the main classical belt, showinffedtent average
albedo|(Grundy et al. 2005, Brucker et al. 2009), calor (ilfougand Brown 2002), luminosity function (Fraser et al. 2),land fre-
quency of binary systems (Noll et al. 2008) than the higheit"ltlassicals, which has a wider inclination distributiéiurthermore,
models based on recent surveys suggest that there is catdlsub-structure within the main classical belt (Pe#le2011). To
explain these dierences more quantitative data on physical size and surfauposition are needed.

The physical characterization of TNOs has been limited l®yrttarge distance and relatively small sizes. Accuratedciis
help to correctly interpret spectra and are needed to finceledions in the albedo-size-color-orbital parameteecepthat trace
dynamical and collisional history. The determination of #ize frequency distribution (SFD) of TNOs provides onest@int to
formation models and gives the total mass. The SFD of largikekds dominated by accretion processes and they holdniafor
tion about the angular momentum of the pre-solar nebula @@sebodies smaller than 50 to 100 km are the result of calbidio
evolution (Petit et al 2008). The SFD can be estimated viduiménosity function (LF), but this size distribution alsepends on
assumptions made about surface properties such as albedse@iently, ambiguities in the size distributions defirem the LFs
of various dynamical classes are one significant reason lndrg is a wide uncertainty in the total TNO mass estimateingrfgom
0.01Mganh (Bernstein et al. 2004) to OMg,, (Chiang et al. 1999). Among the formation models of our S8kstem the “Nice”
family of models have been successful in explaining thetsuifiplanets and the formation of the Kuiper bglt (Tsiganial€2005,
Levison et al. 2008), although they havéidulties in explaining some of the details of the cold and hstrithutions and the origin
of the two sub-populations (elg. Fraser et al. 2010, Pesit @011 Batygin et al. 2011).

Only a few largest TNOs have optical size estimates basedtect inaging and assumptions about the limb darkeningtfanc
(e.g. Quaoar, Fraser and Brawn 2010). The combination adal@nd thermal infrared observations gives both sizegaothetric
albedos, but requires thermal modeling. Earlier resutimfBpitzerandHerschelhave shown the usefulness of this method (e.g.
Stansberry et al. 2008, Milller etlal. 2010) and signifiganHanged the size and albedo estimates of several TNOs cedhfm
those obtained by using an assumed albedo.

In this work we present new radiometric diameters and geacraedbedos for 19 classical TNOs. Half of them have no presip
published observations in the wavelength regime used §wibrk. Those which have been observed befor&pigzernow have
more complete sampling of their SEDs close to the therma.pEae new estimates of the 19 targets are based on obsewatio
performed with the ESAderschel Space Observatofilbratt et al. 201I0) and its Photodetector Array CamedSpectrometer
(PACS; Poglitsch et al. 2010). Othelerschelresults for TNOs have been presented by Miller &t al. (2(elouch et al. (2010)
and Lim et al. (2010). New estimates of 18 Plutinos are piteseinlMommert et al. (2012) and of 15 scattered disc and Hethc
objects ir_Santos-Sanz et/ al. (2012).

This paper is organized in the following way. We describetatget sample in Sectién 2 Herschelobservations in Sectidn 2.2
andHerscheldata reduction in Sectidn 2.3. New or re-analyzed flux diessitomSpitzerare presented in SectibnP.4. As auxiliary
data we use absolute V-band magnitudes (Setiidn 2.5), wiedmave adopted from other works or data bases taking intwuatc
the factors relevant to their uncertainty estimates. Tla¢modeling is described in Sectibh 3 and the results forviddal targets
in Sectiori 4. In Sectionl 5 we discuss sample properties ofauple and of all classicals with radiometric diametersgaaimetric
albedos as well as correlations (Secfion 5.1) and the bulgities of binaries (Sectién3.2). Finally, the conclusiare in Sectiof]6.

2. Observations and data reduction

Our sample of 19 TNOs has been observed as part oH#rechelkey program “TNOs are Cool (Muller et al. 2009) mainly
between February and November 2010 by the photometry sthtinent of PACS in the wavelength range 60—240

2.1. Target sample

The target sample consists of both dynamically cold and lasisicals (Tablg]l). We use a cuf-6mit of i = 4.5° in illustrat-
ing the two subsamples. Another typical value used in thegdttre isi = 5°. The inclination limit is lower for large objects
(Petit et al. 20111) which have a higher probability of belimggo the hot population. Targets 119951 (2002:4)X120181 (2003
UR2g2) and 78799 (2002 X\4) are in the inner classical belt and are therefore congider&elong to the low-inclination tail of
the hot population. The latter two would be Centaurs in th&BEstem and all targets in Table 1 with 15° would belong to the
scattered-extended class of DES.

The median absolute V-magnitudés/, see Section 215) of our sample are 6.1 mag for the cold suipisand 5.3 mag for the
hot one[ Levison and Stern (2001) found that bright clatsitave systematically higher inclinations than faintegsrirhis trend
is seen among our targets (see Sedfion b.1.3). Another kpomunation characteristics is the lack of a clear color deation line
ati ~ 5° (Peixinho et al. 2008), which is absent also from our sampl@dargets with known colors.



E. Vilenius et al.: “TNOs are Cool”: A survey of the trans-Npian region

Table 1. Target sample. Semimajor axas perihelion distance, inclinationi, eccentricitye, color taxonomy, spectral slope, and
the average absolute visual magnitudes (V or R-band) of 1@ bdrdered according to increasing inclination. RAgrused in our
analysis, see Tab[é 5.

Target KBO a? q i? e?  Color® Spectral slope Hy
location (AU) (AU) () (%/ 100 nm) (mag)
119951 (2002 KXy) inner 389 37.1 04 005 RRR 271z10° 4862+ 0.038
(2001 XRoss)* main 430 417 1.2 0.03 103f 6.030+ 0.017
275809 (2001 Q¥7)* main 440 404 15 0.08 BR 248feh 6.09+ 0.03
(2001 RZ49)" main 444 413 21 0.07 136" 6.69+ 0.10
(2002 G\4y) main 439 40.0 2.2 0.09 Hg = 5.5'+0.4
79360 Sila (1997 C8)* main 439 434 22 0.01 RR 7+ 3.0° 5.59+ 0.06"
88611 Teharonhiawako (2001 @F)* main 442 432 26 0.02 42 5.97+0.03
120181 (2003 URy) inner 326 268 27 0.18 28 5 Hr = 6.7°+0.3
(2005 Ehgg) main 439 401 29 0.09 RR Hg = 5.8 +0.3
138537 (2000 Ok;) main 46.8 40.0 4.9 0.14 RR 203n3tmn 6.47+ 0.09™
148780 Altjira (2001 UQy)* main 445 418 52 0.06 RR 3569 6.47+0.13"9
(2002 KWig) main 465 373 9.8 0.20 . .88+ 0.05
(2001 KA;7) main  47.3 428 119 0.10 RR 383ehime 5.64 + 0.08°
19521 Chaos (1998 W) main 46.0 411 120 0.11 IR 2g2himnpa 497+ 0,059
78799 (2002 XWs) inner 37.6 283 143 0.25 . Hg = 4.8 +0.6
(2002 MS) main 417 356 17.7 0.15 22¢ Hg = 3.5 £0.4
145452 (2005 Rb) main 41.8 406 192 003 RRfR 230+11° 3.89+0.05
90568 (2004 GY) main 418 387 220 007 BR 15+3¢ 4.25+0.04"
120347 Salacia (2004 $§* main 422 379 239 0.10 B+ 2.0° 4.26+0.02'

Notes. The horizontal line marks the Ilimit of dynamically cold andoth classicals according to our dynamical analy-
sis using the Gladman system. * denotes a known binary sys(@mulletal. 2008). References ® I[AU Minor Planet
Center, http://www.minorplanetcenter.net/iau/Ephemerides/Distant/, accessed July 2011.®) Taxonomic class from
Fulchignoni et al. (2008) unless otherwise indicatet?) [Baruccietal. (2011). @ [Pernaetal. (201D).© [Fornasier et al. (200D).
(MBenecchi et al. (2009¥? [Doressoundiram et al. (200%). Calculated using the techniquel of Hainaut and DelsantiZR@0Santos-Sanz et al.
(2009).0) Values from the Minor Bodies in the Outer Solar System dat@datp: //www.eso.org/- ohainaut/MBOSS. ¢ Stephen Tegler, priv.
comm. ") Benecchi et al. (2011f™ [Doressoundiram et al. (2002} [Delsanti et al. (2001)© [Peixinho et al. (2004)(P [Barucci et al. (2000).
@ Tegler and Romanishin (20009} [Rabinowitz et al. (2007)® |Grundy et al. (2009) IAU Minor Planet Center List of Transneptunian
Objects athttp://www.minorplanetcenter.net/iau/lists/TNOs.html, accessed June 2011. See Secfion 2.5 for conversidt, to
([Romanishin and Tegler (200%Y. Perna et al.in prep.™ [DeMeo et al. (2009).

2.2. Herschel observations

PACS is an imaging dual band photometer with a rectanguldrdfeview of 1.75 x 3.5 with full sampling of the 3 m-telescope’s
point spread function (PSF). The two detectors are bolonzetays, the short-wavelength one has<@® pixels and the long-
wavelength one 32 16 pixels. In addition, the short-wavelength array has erfiltheel to select between two bands: 60 u85or
85—125um, whereas the long-wavelength band is 125 —210In the PACS photometric system these bands have beemedsig
the reference wavelengths.@@m, 1000 um and 160 uzm and they have the names “blue”, “green” and “red”. Both budters
are read-out at 40 Hz continuously and binned by a factorwfdo-board.

We specified the PACS observation requests (AOR) using @@ s@p Astronomical Observation Template (AOT) in HSpot,
a tool provided by the Herschel Science Ground Segment Ctiunso The scan-map mode was selected due to its betterlbvera
performance compared to the point-source made (Milllekl&x® 0). In this mode the pointing of the telescope is sleatd
constant speed over parallel lines, or “legs”. We used 10 ks in each AOR, separated bY. & he length of each leg was(B,
except for Altjira where it was %', and the slewing speed was20'. Each one of these maps was repeated from two to five times.

To choose the number of repetitions, i.e. the duration oénlagions, for our targets we used the Standard Thermal Msele
SectiorB) to predict their flux densities in the PACS bandsdgl on earlieBpitzerwork (Stansberry et al., 2008) we adopted a
geometric albedo of 0.08 and a beaming parameter of 1.2%&®rwation planning purposes. The predicted thermal fldepend
on the sizes, which are connected to the assumed geoméeitoednd the absolute V-magnitudes via Equafion (3). In ssames
the absolute magnitudes used for planning purposes aedjfiérent (by up to 0.8 mag) from those used for modeling our data a
more recent and accurate visible photometry was taken gttount (see Sectidn 2.5).

The PACS scan-map AOR allows the selection of either thedalgeeen channel; the red channel data are taken simultalyeou
whichever of those is chosen. The sensitivity of the bluendlehis usually limited by instrumental noise, while the wwnnel
is confusion-noise limited (PACS AOT release note 2010k $énsitivity in the green channel can be dominated by estharce,
depending on the depth and the region of the sky of the obwanv&or a given channel selection (blue or green) we grdygaers
of AORs, with scan orientations of 7@nd 110 with respect to the detector array, in order to make optirsalaf the rectangular
shape of the detector. Thus, during a single visit of a tasgegjrouped 4 AORSs to be observed in sequence: two AOR4fiereit
scan directions and this repeated for the second chaneetissl.

The timing of the observations, i.e. the selection of théilisy window, has been optimized to utilize the lowest-fafrared
confusion noise circumstances (Kiss et al. 2005) such tieagestimated signal-to-noise ratio due to confusion naéseits maxi-
mum in the green channel. Each target was visited twice viitlilar AORs repeated in both visits for the purpose of baokgd
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Table 2. Individual observations of the sample of 19 TNOsHbgrschelPACS. OBSIDs are the observation identifiers, duration is
the total duration of the four AORs (see text), mid-time ie thean UT timer is the mean heliocentric distancg,is the mean
Herscheltarget distance, andis the mean phase angle. Each line corresponds to one vis#lthree channels were observed at
each visit.

Target OBSIDs Duration Mid-time r A a
(min) (AV) (AU) @)
119951 (2002 KX4) 1342205144-5147 59.8 26-Sep-2010 21:52:54 39.3993 35.861.30
119951 (2002 KX4) 1342205175-5178 59.8 27-Sep-2010 15:35:54  39.3993 86.871.29
(2001 XRs4) 1342205184-5187 78.6 27-Sep-2010 18:48:10 44.1004 32.401.25
(2001 XRs4) 1342205264-5267 78.6 28-Sep-2010 15:48:21 44.1004 88.381.25
(2001 QYag7) 1342209492-9495 97.4 18-Nov-2010 10:06:17 43.2452 4®351.31
(2001 QYag7) 1342209650-9653 97.4 19-Nov-2010 20:50:15 43.2455 4R381.31
(2001 RZ43) 1342199503-9506 97.4 01-Jul-2010 00:52:31 41.3006 47.691.31
(2001 RZ43) 1342199614-9617 97.4 01-Jul-2010 20:28:08 41.3005 49.681.32
(2002 G\4y) 1342198847-8850 59.8 20-Jun-2010 20:07:56  40.2818 38.521.42
(2002 G\4y) 1342198897-8900 59.8 21-Jun-2010 21:55:30 40.2817 4@.541.41
79360 Sil& 1342187073 94.4 18-Nov-2009 14:24:02 43.5090 43.2410 1.27
79360 Sila 1342196137-6140 59.8 09-May-2010 01:29:23 0835 43.6530 1.33
79360 Sila 1342196137-6140 59.8 10-May-2010 09:15:12 083.5 43.6753 1.32
88611 Teharonhiawako 1342196099-6102 78.6 09-May-20119Z5 45.0856 45.3612 1.24
88611 Teharonhiawako 1342196145-6148 78.6 10-May-20130188  45.0857 45.3475 1.25
120181 (2003 URy) 1342199618-9621 59.8 01-Jul-2010 21:49:00 26.7872 27.142.04
120181 (2003 URy,) 1342199646-9649 59.8 02-Jul-2010 12:43:03 26.7872 28.132.05
(2005 Ekgg) 1342208962-8965 97.4 03-Nov-2010 20:07:09 40.7207 4&B171.25
(2005 Ekgg) 1342208999-9002 97.4 04-Nov-2010 10:08:12 40.7207 47.161.25
138537 (2000 Oky) 1342197665-7668 78.6 03-Jun-2010 00:55:51 40.3008 80.351.46
138537 (2000 Oky) 1342197717-7720 78.6 04-Jun-2010 13:55:32 40.3006 40.331.46
148780 Altjira 1342190917-0920 76.0 21-Feb-2010 23:32:145.5387 45.5571 1.25
148780 Altjira 1342191120-1123 76.0 24-Feb-2010 01:31:065.5390 45.5940 1.25
(2002 KWi4) 1342204196-4199 59.8 09-Sep-2010 11:11:36  40.8385 20.071.38
(2002 KWi4) 1342204282-4285 59.8 10-Sep-2010 09:37:01  40.8389 42.081.38
(2001 KAy7) 1342205962-5965 78.6 06-Oct-2010 21:09:43 48.1789 48.621.07
(2001 KAy7) 1342206013-6016 78.6 07-Oct-2010 14:32:45 48.1787 454.631.07
19521 Chaos 1342202285-2288 41.0 08-Aug-2010 19:40:036944. 42.1566 1.24
19521 Chaos 1342202316-2319 41.0 09-Aug-2010 11:34:49 6943. 42.1464 1.25
78799 (2002 XWs) 1342190913-0916 57.8 21-Feb-2010 22:20:43 44.6271 83.311.22
78799 (2002 XW5) 1342191116-1119 57.8 24-Feb-2010 00:19:32 44.6279 48.351.23
(2002 MS) 1342204140-4143 41.0 08-Sep-2010 21:12:31 47.1673 25.901.19
(2002 MS) 1342204292-4295 41.0 10-Sep-2010 15:03:37 47.1670 @%.931.20
145452 (2005 RDY) 1342195583-5586 41.0 25-Apr-2010 22:21:44 40.6885 4£R151.26
145452 (2005 RDY) 1342195600-5603 41.0 26-Apr-2010 21:43:12  40.6885 4B131.28
90568 (2004 GY) 1342202869-2872 41.0 11-Aug-2010 18:35:31 39.1876 39.381.46
90568 (2004 GY) 1342202921-2924 41.0 12-Aug-2010 15:22:58 39.1877 B4.391.46
120347 Salacia 1342199133-9136 41.0 22-Jun-2010 01:1720.1464 44.0169 1.33
120347 Salacia 1342199133-9136 41.0 22-Jun-2010 18:57421466 44.0058 1.32

Notes.r, A anda are from the JPL Horizons Ephemeris Systém (Giorgini et@36). @ Observation in the chopped and nodded point-source
mode and only at the blue and red chanriels (Muller et al. 2010

subtraction. The timing of the second visit was calculatechsthat the target has moved 30“S@etween the visits so that the
target position during the second visit is within the highverage area of the map from the first visit. Thus, we can daterthe
background for the two source positions.

The observational details are listed in Table 2. All of thegéds observed had predicted astrometrciBcertainties less than
107 at the time of theHerschelobservations (David Trillingpriv. comm).

2.3. Data reduction

The data reduction from level 0 (raw data) to level 2 (maps) d@ne using Herschel Interactive Processing Environni# i)
with modified scan-map pipeline scripts optimized for théNQs are Cool” key program. The individual maps (see Eig. 1 for
examples) from the same epoch and channel are mosaickeldaakground-matching and source-stacking techniquegpied.
The two visits are combined (Figl 2), in each of the three baadd the target with a known apparent motion is locateceatenter
region of these maps. The detector pixel sizes &€ 8 3.2” in the blue and green channels, and’6x 6.4” in the red channel

1 Data presented in this paper were analysed using “HIPE”, iat jdevelopment by the Herschel Science Ground Segment
Consortium, consisting of ESA, the NASA Herschel Sciencent@e and the HIFI, PACS and SPIRE consortia members, see
http://herschel.esac.esa.int/DpHipeContributors.shtml.
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Fig. 1. Individual maps of 120347 Salacia. Each map is the produchefobservation (AOR). The first row (M1-M®6) is from the
first visit and the second row (M7-M12) from the follow-on iis'he first two columns (M1-M2, M7-M8) are observations firet
100um or “green” channel and the others in the 180 or “red” channel. The two scan angles are {@fd-numbered maps) and
70°. The source is clearly seen in the map center in the greemeharhereas the red channel is mofteated by background
sources and confusion noise. Orientation: north is up astig#o the left.

whereas the pixel sizes in the maps produced by this datatiedare 11” / 1.4” / 2.1” in the blue/ greery red maps, respectively.
A detailed description of the data reduction in the key pangis given in Kiss et al.if prep).

Once the target is identified we measure the flux densitidgegihiotocenter position using DAOPHOT routiries (Stets@v19
for aperture photometry. We make a correction for the etezirenergy fraction of a point source (PACS photometer PSP por
each aperture used. We try to choose the optimum apertutestiadhe plateau of stability of the growth-curves, whishyipically
1.0-1.25times the full-width-half-maximum of the PSEX5/ 7.7 / 12.0” in the blue/ greery red bands, respectively). The median
aperture radius for targets in the “TNOs are Cool” prograBpsxels in the final maps (pixel sizes 1/174"/2.1" in the blug/ green
/ red maps). For the uncertainty estimation of the flux dens#implant 200 artificial sources in the map in a region clasthé
source € 50”) excluding the target itself. A detailed description of haperture photometry is implemented in our program is
given inlSantos-Sanz etlal. (2012).

In order to obtain monochromatic flux density values of t&sdmaving a spectral energy distributiorffdrent from the default
one color corrections are needed. In the photometric sysfene PACS instrumerftux densityis defined to be the flux density that
a source with a flat spectrumi, =constant, whera is the wavelength anf, is the monochromatic flux) would have at the PACS
reference wavelengths (Poglitsch et al. 2010). Insteakeofiat default spectrum we use a cool black body distributiazalculate
correction coéicients for each PACS band. The filter transmission and bdmesponse curves needed for this calculation are
available from HIPE, and we take as black body temperat@reigk averaged day-side temperature calculated itelafimeeach
target (g X Tss, using STM assumptions from Sectign 3, the Lambertian eamssodel and the sub-solar temperature fromEq. 2.)
This calculation yields on the average 0.982986/ 1.011 (flux densities are divided by color correction fastdor the blue/
greery red channels, respectively, with small variation amondahgets of our sample.

The absolute flux density calibration of PACS is based ondstathstars and large main belt asteroids and has the umtirsai
of 3%/ 3%/ 5% for the blueg/ green/ red bands| (PACS photometer — Point Source Flux Calibrattdd 2 We have taken these
uncertainties into account in the PACS flux densities usetiénrmodeling, although their contribution to the total utaiaty is
small compared to the signal-to-noise ratio of our obsémat

The color corrected flux densities are given in Tdlle 3. Theyendetermined from the combined maps of two visits, in total
4 AORs for the blue and green channels and 8 AORs for the regl ofily exceptions are 19521 Chaos and 90568 (2004) GV
whose one map was excluded from our analysis due to a probl@ftaining reliable photometry from those observatiorse T
uncertainties in Tablel 3 include the photometrie &nd absolute calibrationd uncertainties. 17 targets were detected in at least
one PACS channel. The upper limits are the doise levels of the maps, including both the instrumentadeiand residuals from
the eliminated infrared background confusion noise. 798 has a flux density which is lower by a factor of three in the
channel than the one published [by Milller et al. (2010). Weeha-analyzed this earlier choppeddded observation using the
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Table 3. Color correctedHerschelflux densities of the sample of 19 classical TNOs from coadahedjes of two visits. fo, Fioo
and Fgp are the monochromatic flux densities of the PACS Blgesery red channels.

Target Fzo F100 F160
(mJy) (mJy) (mJy)
119951 (2002 KX4) 74+0.7 102+ 1.3 72+17
(2001 XRos4) 25+0.7 <10 <14
275809 (2001 QY¥) 11+11 42+08 2411
(2001 RZ43) 22+07 <11 <11
(2002 G\4y) <08 <11 <17
79360 Sila P+08 55+11 <57
88611 Teharonhiawako .9+ 0.7 21+09 <21
120181 (2003 UR,) <46 39+11 <38
(2005 ERgg) 14+06 17+0.8 <19
138537 (2000 Oky) <09 < 0.8 <31
148780 Altjira 34+10 43+16 <21
(2002 KW,4) 1.9+08 <30 <14
(2001 KA) <21 27+10 <17
19521 Chaos Q+222 113+12 103+18
78799 (2002 XW5) 170+ 09 178+ 15 129+19
(2002 MS) 263+ 1.3 358+15 216+42
145452 (2005 R) 248+13 239+18 13919
90568 (2004 GY) 169+1.0 193+19° 183+29
120347 Salacia 30+12 378+20 281+27

Notes.® Observation 1342202317 excludé¥ Observation 1342202923 excluded.

Fig. 2. Combined maps of 120347 Salacia from the individual maps [Biin the green (left) and red channels. Orientation:mort
is up and east is to the left.

latest knowledge on calibration and data reduction anddaumsignificant change in the flux density values. As speedlat
Miller et all (2010) the 2009 single-viditerschelobservation was most probably contaminated by a backgrsounde.



E. Vilenius et al.: “TNOs are Cool”: A survey of the trans-Npian region

Table 4. Complementangpitzerobservations. The duration includes the total time of sdugsits. Observing epochs lasted 1-14
days. The other quantities are as in Tdble 2. Targets belewdhizontal line have> 4.5°.

Target Duration Startingday r A a Previous works This work

(min)  of observing MIPS k4 MIPS Fq MIPS k4 MIPS Fq

epoch (mJy) (mJy) (mJy) (mJy)

119951 128.10 2005-08-26 39.61 39.59 1.B.0786+0.008% 222+145 | 0.080+0.013 77+17
119951 37.27 2006-03-30 39.58 39.20 1.4 <0.0362 <390 0.083+ 0.029 e
275809 594.87 2008-11-21 42.76 4239 1.3 e . <0.01 <15
(2001 RZ43) 203.30 2004-12-26  41.38 40.98 1{3 0.046+ 0.008 <072 e e
79360 494.70 2008-05-18 43.52 4330 1.3 0.05+ 0.01 <27
88611 398.42 2004-11-04  45.00 44.67 1.2 e e 0.029+0.010 Q7+0.6
138537 257.45 2004-11-04 40.57 40.11 1.30.031+0.007~ <08 . ..
148780 400.92 2006-02-16  45.33 45.08 1.D.0167+0.002% < 0.85* 0.020+ 0.008 <167
(2002 KWi4) 213.05 2005-08-26  40.04 40.03 1|5 <0.006 33+112 e e
(2001 KAy7) 400.90 2006-03-31  48.56 48.35 1}20.0077+0.002%3 4.12+0.81% < 0.025 <14
19521 66.06 2004-09-24 42.05 41.68 1.3 e . e 90+ 3.0
(2002 MS) 82.04 2006-03-31 47.39 47.48 1{2 0.391+0.022 200+ 4.1° 040+ 002 247+29
90568 57.00 2005-01-28 38.99 39.01 1.50.166+0.010° 175+22°
120347 227.62 2006-12-03  43.82 43.39 1.20.546+0.021° 366+ 3.7°

Notes.The Spitzerprogram IDs are: 55 (for the observations of Chaos), 32284f@hiawako), 3283 (2002 KX14 in 2006, 2002 MS4, 2004
GV9), 3542 (2002 KX14 in 2005, 2001 RZ143, 2000 OK67, Altji2@02 KW14, 2001 KA77), 30081 (Salacia), 40016 (Sila), abdZ} (2001
QY297).References® Color corrected MIPS flux density withdt measurement uncertainty fram_Brucker et al. (2009) togeifigh quadrat-
ically added calibration uncertaintie®.[Stansberry et al. (2008), uncertainty calculated from SNRiacludes quadratically added calibration
uncertainties, upper limits shown here are.19 [Stansberry et al. (2012).

2.4. Complementary Spitzer observations

About 75 TNOs and Centaurs in the “TNOs are Cool” program wels observed by theSpitzer Space Telescope
(Werner et al. 2004) using the Multiband Imaging Photomé&ieiSpitzer (MIPS{ Rieke et al. 2004). 43 targets were detbeit

a useful signal-to-noise ratio in both the 2 and 7Qum bands of that instrument. As was done for bl@rschelprogram, many
of the Spitzer observations utilized multiple AORs for agéintarget, with the visits timed to allow subtraction of kamund
confusion. The MIPS 24m band, when combined with 70-166n data, can provide very strong constraints on the temperafu
the warmest regions of a TNO.

The absolute calibration, photometric methods and colaections for the MIPS data are described in Gordon et aD{20
Engelbracht et al. (2007) and Stansberry et al. (2007). Nahaalibration uncertaintes are 2% and 4% in theu84and 70um
bands respectively. To allow for additional uncertaintiest may be caused by the sky-subtraction process, appticat color
corrections, and the faintness of TNOs relative to the MIte8as calibrators, we adopt uncertainties of 3% and 6% ashieen
done previously for MIPS TNO data (e.g. Stansberry ét al8Z80ucker et al. 2009). Thdfective monochromatic wavelengths of
the two MIPS bands we use are.@8um and 7142 um. With an aperture of 85 m the telescope-limited spatial resolution s 6
and 18 in the two bands.

Spitzerflux densities of 13 targets overlapping our classical TN@a are given in Tablgl4. The new and re-analyzed flux
densities are based on re-reduction of the data using uppdpteemeris positions. They sometime$atiby 10’ or more from those
used to poinSpitzer The ephemeris information is used in the reduction of te#@um data, for generating the sky background
images, and for accurate placement of photometric apettiifes is especially important for the Classical TNOs wtdol among
the faintest objects observed Bpitzer Results for four targets are previously unpublished: 2B5@001 QYg7), 79360 Sila,
88611 Teharonhiawako, and 19521 Chaos. As a result of tmeaegsing of the data, the fluxes for 119951 (2002 4X148780
Altjira, 2001 KA77 and 2002 Mg differ from those published in Brucker et al. (2009) and Stamgletral| (2008).

The 70um bands of PACS and MIPS are overlapping and the flux densityegadgree typically withia5% for the six targets
observed by both instruments with SNR2.

2.5. Optical photometry

The averages of V-band or R-band absolute magnitude valadialale in the literature are given in Taljle 1. The mostiek way
of determining them is to observe a target at multiple phagges and over a time span enough to determine lightcuryesepties,
but such complete data are available only for 119951 (2002,)X our sample. For all other targets assumptions aboutlhse
behavior have been made due to the lack of coverage in the cfrhase angles.

The IAU (H,G) magnitude system for photometric phase cuoreactions|(Bowell et al. 1989), which has been adoptediimeso
references, is known to fail in the case of many TNOs (Belalethal. 2008). Due to the lack of a better system we prefeatine
methods as a first approximation since TNOs have steep phagesovhich do not deviate from a linear one in the limitedggha
angle range usually available for TNO observations. Theosjiipn surge of very small phase angles<£ 0.2°, Belskaya et al.
2008) has not been observed for any of our 19 targets due tadkef observations at such small phase angles. All oHarschel
andSpitzerobservations are limited to the rang€°1< o < 2.1°.



E. Vilenius et al.: “TNOs are Cool”: A survey of the trans-Npian region

Table 5. Overview of optical auxiliary data. The average absoluteavid (or R-band) magnitudes from literature are given in
Table[d, and this table gives the absolute V-magnitudes wvittertainties which take into account the lightcurve (Lacnplitude
Amg (either in the UBVRI system R-band or Sloan’s r'-band). Thephase method (see text) tells how the extrapolation to zero
phase was done (either in the reference or in this work). @teclolumn indicates which corrections are significant mtigbuting

to the correctedy .

Target Hy 0°-phase method L.Amg L.c. period CorrectedHy Corrections
ref. ([Bl=mag®) (mag) (h) (mag) included
119951 (2002 KXy4) @ phase study .86+010 assumedmg
(2001 XRess)* (b) @) (> afew 0.1:5) 605+ 0.15 Amg
275809 (2001 Q¥7)* (c,d,e) 1) 0.49-0.66 586+ 0.31 Amg
(2001 RZ49)* (f B =0.16' 669+ 0.13  assumedmg
(2002 G\4y) (9) ) 61+0.6 e
79360 Sila (h,i,j,k) @) <0.08 556+ 0.04 Amg
88611 Teharonhiawako 0] 2) 0.2 4.7526+ 0.0007 6.00+0.13 Amg
120181 (2003 URy,) (9) Br =014 74+04 .
(2005 Ekgg) (9) ) 64+ 0.5 e
138537 (2000 Ok;) (mn) B=015"/014 647+ 0.13 assumedmnmg
148780 Altjira (0,p,d) Q) <0.3 644+0.14 Amg
(2002 KWi4) (o) @) 0.21/0.26 588+ 0.11 Amg
(2001 KA77) (0) Q) 564+0.12 assumedmg
19521 Chaos (h,i,n,r) (1) <0.1¢ 500+ 0.06 Amg
78799 (2002 XWs) (9) 2 54+ 0.7 .
(2002 MS) (9) ) 40+ 0.6 e
145452 (2005 Rdb) (o) 1) 004+ 0.01° 5.62/7.32 3.89+0.05 Amg
90568 (2004 GY) (s) B =0.18+0.06° 0.16+0.03" 5.86+ 0.03" 4.23+0.10 B, Amg
120347 Salacia (a) (1) 003+ 0.01* 6.09/8.1% 4.24+0.04 Amg

Notes. * denotes a known binary systerh (Noll et al. 2008). (1) V-bdimar phase cd&cient 3 = 0.14 + 0.03 (Sheppard and Jewitt
2002, B calculated from values therein). (2) R-band linear phasefficent g = 0.12 (Average from | Belskaya etlal.
2008). References. ® [Rabinowitz et al. (2007). ® [Grundy etal. (2009). © [Thirouinetal. (2012). @ [Grundy et al. (2017).
@ [Doressoundiram et al. (2007)\" [Santos-Sanz etal. (2009f9 IAU Minor Planet Center/ List of Transneptunian Objects at
http://www.minorplanetcenter.net/iau/lists/TNOs.html, accessed June 2014 [Boehnhardt et al. (2001)" [Davies et al. (2000).

() Barucci et al. (2000).% [Grundy etal. (2012)." [Benecchi et al. (2009)™ [Benecchietal. (2011)™ [Doressoundiram et al. (2002).
© |Doressoundiram et al. (20055 [Sheppard (2007)@ Perna et al.in prep ) [Tegler and Romanishin (2000}? [DeMeo et al. (2009).

O Calculated from MPC data from 16 observatiof$.Sheppard and Jewitt (2002)) [Osip et al. (2003), lightcurve caused by secondary
component, amplitude calculated for the combined systéibotto et al. (2008)™ [Thirouin et al. (2010).

We have used the linear methddi( = V —5log(rA) — Ba, whereV is the apparent V-magnitude in the Johnson-Coussins or the
Bessel V-band, and other symbols are as in Table 2paadhe linearity cofficient) to calculate thély, values from individual V-
magnitudes given in the references (see Table 5) for 20QX®R75809 (2001 Q¥e7), 79360 Sila, 88611 Teharonhiawako, 148780
Altjira and 19521 Chaos. In order to be consistent with méshe Hy values in the literature we have adopgee 0.14 + 0.03
calculated from Sheppard and Jewitt (2002). Tfiea of slightly diferent values g or assumptions of its composite value used in
previous works is usually negligible compared to uncetiagcaused by lightcurve variability (an exception is 88004 G\4)).

For five targets with no other sources available we take tls®late magnitudes in the R-banti{ in Table[3) from the
Minor Planet Center and calculate their standard deviasonce the number of V-band observations for these targetery
low, and use the average (V-R) color index for classical TNG9 + 0.15 (Hainaut and Delsanti 2002) to derit . While the
MPC is mainly used for astrometry and the magnitudes areidere to be inaccurate by some works (e.g. Benecchil et &ll,20
Romanishin and Tegler 2005), for the five targets we use thmge of 9 to 16 R-band observations and adopt the averagadR-b
phase coficientSr = 0.12 (calculated fror Belskaya et|al. 2008).

The absolute V-magnitudes used as input in our analysis‘@GhaectedHy” column in Tablegb) take into account additional
uncertainties from known or assumed variabilityHgy. The amplitude, the period and the time of zero phase of giedurves
of three hot classicals (145452 (2005 BN 90568 (2004 GY) and 120347 Salacia) are available in the literature, bahdar
these three targets the uncertainty in the lightcurve gasitoo large to be used for exact phasing wigrschelobservations. The
lightcurve amplitude or amplitude limit is known for half ofir targets and for them we add 88% of the half of the peakettkp
amplitude (1o i.e. 68% of the values of a sinusoid are within this rangedgatically to the uncertainty dly,. According to a study
of a sample of 74 TNOs from various dynamical classesti@bd et al. 2009) 70% of TNOs have a peak-to-peak amplixu@e2
mag, thus we quadratically add 0.09 mag to the uncertainkj,dfor those targets in our sample for which lightcurve infotioa
is not available.
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3. Thermal modeling

The combination of observations from thermal-infrared aptical wavelengths allows us to estimate various phygioaperties
via thermal modeling. For a given temperature distributiendisk-integrated thermal emissibrobserved at wavelengthis

€ fs B(LT(S)) dS-u, (1)

F) = =5
wheree is the emissivityA the observer-target distandg(1, T) Planck’s radiation law for black bodie§,(S) the temperature
distribution on the surfac8 andu the unit directional vector toward the observer from thdase elemendS. The temperature
distribution of an airless body depends on physical pararastch as diameter, albedo, thermal inertia, and surfaggness.

There are three basic types of models to predict the emisdian asteroid with a given size and albedo assuming an equi-
librium between insolation and re-emitted thermal radiatithe Standard Thermal Model (STM), the Fast-rotatinghlsonal
Latitude thermal model (Veeder et al. 1989), and the thehysipal models (starting from Matson (1971), €.9. Spentat. 4989,
Lagerros 1996). While originally developed for asteroidghe mid-IR wavelengths these models are applicable for SN ose
thermal peak is in the far-IR.

The STM (cf., Lebofsky et al. 1986 and references therein)raes a smooth, spherical asteroid, which is not rotatingcand
has zero thermal inertia, and is observed at zero phase. ditglesubsolar temperatufesis

(1-A)So]
enor?

)

whereA is the Bond albedoSg is the solar constang; is the beaming factokr is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant ané the
heliocentric distance. In the STk does not depend on wavelength. The beaming fagttjusts the subsolar temperature. The
canonical valugy = 0.756 is based on calibrations using the largest few main ls&#tr@ids. The STM assumes an average linear
infrared phase cdicient of 0.01 maglegree based on observations of main belt asteroids.

In this work we use the Near-Earth Asteroid Thermal Model NEW(Harris 1998). The dference to the STM is that in the
NEATM 7 is fitted with the data instead of using a single canonicaleaFor rough surfacegtakes into account the fact that
points on the surfac8 radiate their heat preferentially in the sunward directidigh values § > 1) lead to a reduction of the
model surface temperature, mimicking théeet of high thermal inertia, whereas lower values are a residurface roughness.
Furthermore, the phase anglés taken into account by calculating the thermal flux an olesarvould detect from the illuminated
part of S assuming a Lambertian emission model and no emission fremdh-illuminated side.

Whenever data quality permits we tregas a free fitting parameter. However, in some cases of poarqietlity this method
leads taoy values which are too high or too low and therefore unphysicdhese cases we fix it to a canonical valug ef 1.20+0.35
derived by Stansberry etlal. (2008) frdapitzerobservations of TNOs. The physical rangenofalues is determined by using
NEATM as explained in Mommert et al. (2012) to bé & n < 2.6.

Throughout this work we assume the surface emissivity0.9, which is based on laboratory measurements of silicatalpow
up to a wavelength of 22m (Hovis and Callahan 1966) and a usual approximation folldmdies in the Solar System. At far-
IR wavelengths the emissivity of asteroids may be decrgassma function of wavelength (Miller and Lagerros 199824 to
160 um, but the amount depends on individual target propertiBsisTa constant value is assumed for simplicity. The vamati
of emissivity of icy surfaces as a function of wavelengthldom principle provide hints about surface compositionCHice
has an emissivity close to one with small variations (Schetil. 1998) whereas other ices may show a stronger wauwbleng
dependence (e.g. Stansberry et al. 1996). Near-IR speopigssurface studies have been done for five of our targétsdne of
them show a reliable detection of ices, even though manyrdigaly hot classicals are known to have ice signaturesair gpectra
(Baruccietal. 2011).

For the Bond albedo we assume ti#atz Ay since the V-band is close to the peak of the solar spectrura.ufderlying
assumption is that the Bond albedo is not strongly varyingsscthe relevant solar spectral range of reflected light. Bbnd
albedo is connected to the geometric albedoAsia= pvq, whereq is the phase integral angl, the geometric albedo in V-band.
Instead of the canonical value gf= 0.39 (Bowell et al. 1989) we have adopted- 0.336py + 0.479 (Brucker et al. 2009), which
they used for &pitzerstudy of classical TNOs. From the definition of the absoluégnitude of asteroids we have:

Tss= [

PvSproj = 78 x 108(Mo), 3)

whereSyy; is the area projected toward the obserags, the distance of one astronomical unig, is the apparent V-magnitude of
the Sun, andHy is the absolute V-magnitude of the asteroid. Wemge= (-26.76+ 0.02) mag (Bessell et al. 1998, Hayes 1985).
An error of 0.02 mag irHy means a relative error of8% in the product(3).

We find the free parametepy, D = @ andn in a weighted least-squares sense by minimizing the costifum
N N 12
X;Z/ — }Z [F (/ll) Fzmodel(/ll)] i (4)
v i=1 o

wherev is the number of degrees of freedofis the number of data points in the far-infrared waveleng®(g;) is the observed
flux density at wavelengthy with uncertaintyo;, andFmogelis the modeled emission spectrum. When only upper flux delirsiits
are available, they are treated as having zero flux denstty avlo- uncertainty equal to the upper limit flux density uncertaint
(0 + o). The cost function[{4) does not follow thé statistical distribution since in a non-linear fit the resits are not normally
distributed even if the flux densities had normally disttégiuncertainties.
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3.1. Error estimates

The error estimates of the geometric albedo, the diametktrembeaming parameter are determined by a Monte Carlo ehetho
described in Mueller et al. (2011). We generate 500 setsmthsic flux densities normally distributed around the obsé flux
densities with the same standard deviations as the obeersaSimilarly, a set of normally distributédl, values is generated. For
those targets whog€ >> 1 we do a rescaling of the errorbars of the flux densities leefpplying the Monte Carlo error estimation
as described in Santos-Sanz et al. (2012) and illustrai®tbmmert et al. (2012).

The NEATM model gives us theffective diameter of a spherical target. 70-80% of TNOs arevkrto be MacLaurin spheroids
with an axial ratio of 1.15 (Dfiard et al. 2009, Thirouin et al. 2010). When the projectethserhas the shape of an ellipse instead
of a circle, then this ellipse will emit more flux than the @sponding circular disk which has the same surface bechestun is
seen at higher elevations from a larger portion of the aighthan on the sphere. Therefore, the NEATM diameters majidetly
overestimated. Based on studies of model accuracyl(e.giskE2806) we adopt uncertainties of 5% in the diameter esémand
10% in thepy estimates to account for systematic model errors when NEA&TApplied at small phase angles.

4. Results of individual targets

In this Section we give the results of model fits using the NEX® determine the area-equivalent diameters (see Sédtiasn\Bell
as geometric albedos and beaming factors. We note that genaiions did not spatially resolve binary systems, weefioee find
area-equivalent diameters of the entire system ratherdbaponent diameters; this will be further discussed iniSe.2.

In cases where alspitzefMIPS data are available for a target we determine the freanpaters for both PACS only and the
combined data sets. The solutions are given in Table 6. Aifigatsolution is only adopted if itg? is not much greater than unity.
The exact limit depends on the number of data points.NFer 5 this limit is y? < 1.7. For the PACS-only data set we may adopt
floating+# solutions only if there are no upper-limit data points. 138%2000 Ok7) has only upper limits from PACS, therefore
only the solution using combined data is shown. 2001 RHas five data points, three of which are upper limits. The PA®S
density at 7Qum is approximately a factor of three higher than the MIPS ufipet (see Table§I3 arld 4). For this target we adopt
the model solution determined without the MIPSff channel. The best solution for each target is shown inFig. 3

The radiometric diameters determined with data from theihgtruments are on the average close to the correspondintjge
using PACS data alone, but there are some significéligrdnces as well, most notably 275809 (2001,)and 2002 KW,. The
former has a PACS-only solution, which is within the errorsbaf the green and red channel data points, but above the BA@S
channel data point. When the two upper limits from MIPS ameadn the analysis the model solution is at a lower flux leetbly
the PACS green channel data point but compatible with theratata (see Fifl 3). 2002 KMhas upper limits in the PACS green
and red channels as well as in the MIPS.24 channel. Without this upper limit in the shortest wavetbrthe PACS-only solution
is at higher flux levels in short wavelengths and gives a Idiuarat long wavelengths.

When choosing the preferred solution we are comparing twanith different numbers of data points used, therefore in this
comparison we calculage for the PACS-only solution using the same data points as®combined solution taking into account
the diferent observing geometries durilgrschelandSpitzerobservations. In all cases where MIPS data is availabledh#icn
based on the combined data from the two instruments is tHierped one.

2002 G\4; is the only non-detection by both PACS and MIPS in our samplE9dargets. The astrometrico3uncertainty at
the time of the PACS observation was4” (semimajor axis of the confidence ellipgé)idwhich is well within the high-coverage
area of our maps.

The error bars from the Monte Carlo error estimation methay sometimes be too optimistic compared to the accuracy of
optical data and the model uncertainty of NEATM (see Se@jpiwWe check that the uncertainty of geometric albedo is etteb
than the uncertainty implied by the optical constraint (Bgdue to uncertainties iHy andmg. The lowerpy uncertainty of four
targets is limited by this (see Taljle 6).

5. Discussion

Our new size and geometric albedo estimates improve theawcof previous estimates of almost all the targets witlstaxg
results or limits (Tabl€l7). Two thirds of our targets havghar albedos (Tablg 6) than thed8 used in the planning of these
observations, which has lead to the lower than expected S3N&several upper limit flux densities (Table 3). Previogsite from
Spitzerare generally compatible with our new estimates. Howewar targets are significantly fierent: 119951 (2002 Ky) and
2001 KAz7, whose solutions are compatible with the optical constrin.[3), but the new estimate has a large diameter and low
albedo (target 119951) instead of a small diameter and Higdda, or vice versa (target 2001 KA. It can be noted that there is a
significant diference in the re-process8gitzerflux densities at 7@m compared to the previously published values (see Table 4),
which together with the PACS 1Q0n data can explain the significant change in the diameter aathgtric albedo estimates. Our
new estimates for 148780 Altjiraffier from the previous upper and lower limits basedSmitzerdata alone (Tablg 7). This change
can be explained by the addition of the i#fh and 10Qum PACS data points (Tablé 3) to the earlier MIPS24 value and the
MIPS 70um upper flux density limit (Tablgl4).

The diameter estimates in our sample are ranging from 100fki2@181 (2003 URy,) up to 930 km of 2002 M§{ which is
larger than previously estimated for it. 2002 M&hd 120347 Salacia are among the ten largest TNOs with dindarsto those
of 50000 Quaoar and 90482 Orcus. The size distribution otlastsicals in our sample is wider than that of the cold otads)

2 Asteroids Dynamic Site by A. Milani, Z. Knezevic, O. Arratd al. http://hamilton.dm.unipi.it/astdys/} accessed August 2011,
calculations based on the OrbFit software.
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Table 6. Solutions for radiometric diameters and geometric albédes text for explanations). For binary systelnss the area-
equivalent system diameter. In case of two solutions thiepel one is based on data from both PACS and MIPS instrignent

Target Instruments D Bin- pv?@ n
(km) ary?
119951 (2002 KXa) PACS 48553 no 0086:§;§g§ 2.o7j§;§g
PACS,MIPS 455+ 27 Q0975013 179918
(2001 XRes4) PACS 2003  yes 0177352 1.2+ 0.35 (fixed)
275809 (2001 Q¥%7)  PACS 273%; yes 01o4i§;§§g 1.2 + 0.35 (fixed)
PACS, MIPS 20022 0.205 1.2 + 0.35 (fixed)
(2001 RZ45) PACS 168‘% yes m:{%%% 1.2+ 0.35 (fixed)
PACS,MIPS® 1403 0.1917378¢ 0.75'3%3
(2002 G\4) PACS <130 no >0.22 12+ 0.35 (fixed)
79360 Sila PACS 338  vyes 0095j§;§§g 1.2 + 0.35 (fixed)
PACS,MIPS  343+42 009072, 1.36'922
88611 Teharonhiawako PACS 27% yes 012915:5;5 1.2 + 0.35 (fixed)
PACS, MIPS 1773 0.22:5%2 0.86'237
120181 (2003 UR)  PACS 1042 no 016*53° 1.2 + 0.35 (fixed)
(2005 Ekgg) PACS 1742 no 016053 1.2+ 0.35 (fixed)
138537 (2000 Ok;) PACS, MIPS 15837 no 0207553 1.2 + 0.35 (fixed)
148780 Altjira PACS 3155% yes 004815;5225 1.2 + 0.35 (fixed)
PACS, MIPS 25750 0.071553 146+ 041
(2002 KWy4) PACS 1813 no 024ﬁ§;g‘; 1.2 + 0.35 (fixed)
PACS, MIPS 3194 0.087 o2 25004
(2001 KA77) PACS 252;5‘73 no 0155t§;§§§ 1.2+ 0.35 (fixed)
PACS, MIPS 310%° 0.099772 2.52:018
19521 Chaos PACS eggg no 0050:§;§‘;§ 22738
PACS, MIPS 60075 0.050705:8 2.2
78799 (2002 XWs) PACS 56573 no 00385073 0.79'32%
(2002 MS,) PACS 988%.  no 0046j§;§§§ 1.2 + 0.35 (fixed)
PACS,MIPS 934+ 4T 0.051° 5555 1.06+ 0.06
145452 (2005 Rb) PACS 67933 no Q1075523 1.2 + 0.35 (fixed)
90568 (2004 GY) PACS 670%5  no 008j8-(1,20 1.9;1%;;
PACS,MIPS 680+ 34° 0.0770709084 1.935%
120347 Salacia PACS 998  yes 0036173992 14702
PACS, MIPS 901z 45 0.0439:+ 0.0044 1.156+ 0.031

Notes. @ Lower uncertainty limited by the uncertainty b, for 275809/ PACS-MIPS, 2005 Efs, 78799, and 2002 M/ both solutions.
® MIPS 70um channel excluded? Error estimate limited by the adopted diameter uncertaon& of the NEATM model©@ Error estimate
limited by the adoptegh, uncertainty of 10% of the NEATM model.

which are limited to diameters of 100-350 km (Hig. 4). Thentkders of eight hot classicals from literature data (Tepkr& within
the same size range as the hot classicals in our sample. Tindative size distribution of this extended set of 20 hossieals

(Fig.[d) shows two regimes of a power law distribution withuening point between 500 and 700 km. The slope of the cunvelati
distributionN(> D) « D™9is g ~ 1.4 for the 100< D < 600 km (N=11) objects. There are not enough targets for a reliable
slope determination in thB > 600 km regime. The size distribution is an important propértunderstanding the processes of
planet formation. Several works have derived it from the Isihg simplifying assumptions about common albedo and niista
Fraser et al. (2010) reported a slope of thffedlential size distribution of.8 + 1.0 for a dynamically hot TNO population (38
AU < heliocentric distance 55 AU andi > 5°). Ourq + 1 based on a small sample of measured diameters of interraesitkz

hot classicals is compatible with this literature valueeFighq tail at D > 650 km in Fig[5 indicates a change of slope when
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Fig. 3. Adopted model solutions from Takllé 6. The black data poirgsfrmm PACS (70, 100 and 166n) and the gray points are
from MIPS (24 and 7m) normalized to the geometry bferschelobservations by calculating the NEATM solution (for givien
pv andn) at both the epochs of thderschelandSpitzerobservations and using their ratio as a correction factor.

the population transitions from a primordial one to a cadlislly relaxed population. Based on LF estimates, thisigkdn slope
for the whole TNO population was expected at 20800 km (Kenyon et al. 2008 based on data fiom Bernstein e08K)or at
somewhat larger diametefs (Petit et al 2006). For Plutiraisage to a steeper slope occurs at 450 km (Mommert et al)2012
The dynamically cold and hot sub-populations are showiffgidint geometric albedo distributions (FiYy. 6) with the dyially

cold objects having higher geometric albedos in a narrougtrildution. The average geometric albedo of the six coddgicals is
0.17 + 0.04 (un-weighted average and standard deviation). The kigdlbedo object is 88611 Teharonhiawako with= 0.22, or
possibly 2002 GY; with the lower limit of 0.22. These findings are compatibléhathe conclusions of Brucker etlal. (2009) based
on Spitzerdata that cold classicals have a high albedo, although wedwonfirm their extreme geometric albedo of 0.6 for 119951
(2002 KXq4).
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Fig. 3. continued.

The darkest object in our sample is the dynamically hot tar§&99 (2002 XWs) with a geometric albedo of 0.038. The
highest-albedo hot classicals are found in the lopart of the sub-sample (see Fig. 7): 138537 (2000:;Qlti = 4.9° has
pv = 0.20 and the inner belt target 120181 (2003 g4Rhas a geometric albedo of 0.16. The 12 hot classicals inamapk have,
on the average, lower albedos than the cold opgs:= 0.09 + 0.05. The average of the combined hot classical sub-populafio
this work and literature is.@1 + 0.04 if 55636 (2002 TXgg) is excluded.

From the floatings solutions of eight targets with data from both instrumentsuded in the fitted solution (see Table 6 and
Sectiori#) we have the average 1.47+ 0.43 (un-weighted). Most of these eight targets hawel implying a noticeable amount
of surface thermal inertia. It should be noted, though, thigrences about surface roughness and thermal condwatiould
require more accurate knowledge of the spin axis oriematiad spin period of these targets. Our avenageconsistent with our
default value of 220+ 0.35 for fixedy fits. For comparison with other dynamical classes, the aeeb@aming parameter of seven
Plutinos isp = 1.117018 (Mommert et al. 2012) and of seven scattered and detachedtehj= 1.14 + 0.15 (Santos-Sanz etlal.
2012). The dierence of using a fixegl-= 1.47 instead of fixed; = 1.20 is that diameters would increase, on the average, by 10%
and geometric albedos decrease by 16%. These changessirethét average relative uncertainties (19% in diametersaidd in
geometric albedo) of the fixeglsolutions.

5.1. Correlations
We ran a Spearman rank correlation test (Spearmarn 1904)kddo possible correlations between the geometric alirdaiam-

eterD, orbital elements (inclination eccentricitye, semimajor axis, perihelion distanceg), beaming parametey visible spectral

13
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Table 7. Adopted physical properties in comparison with previousksoBinary systems are indicated by 'B’. Columectlists
the wavelengths used in the reference for radiometric diarsdf no radiometric result is available then binary epsmass is used
to give the diameter of the primary component assuming eglbatlos. The second part of this table lists all other atat3iNOs
with radiometric or other reliable size estimates. The efZ&0000 Quaoar is derived from boBpitzerand from direct imaging by
Hubble All targets in the lower part are dynamically hot.

This work Previous work

Target D (km) pv Adetect (M) D (km) pv Reference
119951 (2002 KX4) 455+ 27 0097j§:§}§ 24,71 18@28 O.60jgjgg Brucker et al. (2009)
(2001 XRes4) B ZOOf‘ég 0.17j§:8g (binary) 130-208 0.09-0.23 Grundy et al. (2011)
275809 (2001 Q%) B 200t38 0.205% (binary) 128-200  0.13-0.32 Grundy et al. (2011)
(2001 RZ45) B 14033 0.191’:5:5;; 24 < 160 > 0.23 Brucker et al. (2009)
79360 Sila . B| 343+42 OOQOi%)17 70, 160 250-420  0.06-0.14 Mduller et al. (2010)
88611 Teharonhiawako B 177:3% 0.22j§:8? (binary) 114-180 0.13-0.32 Grundy et al. (2011)
138537 (2000 Ok;) 151% 0.20f038% 24 < 160 > 0.16 Brucker et al. (2009)
148780 Altjira B| 2575 007175 24 <200 >0.10 Brucker et al. (2009)

(binary) 128-200 0.06-0.14 Grundy et al. (2011)
(2002 KWi4) 319°/4 0.08j8;§% 71 < 360 > 0.05 Brucker et al. (2009)
(2001 KAz7) 310%;0 0.099f8;8§§ 24,71 634334 0.025'2929 Brucker et al. (2009)
19521 Chaos 600j138 0.050j8:8ég 1200 <742 > 0.033 Altenhdf et al. (2004)
(2002 MS) 934+ 47 0051’:018%% 24,71 730+ 120 0073j§:§§ Brucker et al. (2009)
90568 (2004 GY) 680+ 34 0077005% 24,71 684%  0073%%  [Bruckeretal. (2009)
120347 Salacia B 901+45 00439+ 0.0044 | (binary) 720-1149 0.01-0.03 Grundy et al. (2011)

24,71 95480 003572972 [Stansberry etal. (2012)
(2001 QDyes) N 24,71 15030  0.1870% Brucker et al. (2009)
(1996 TSe) - 24,71 1008 0128% Brucker et al. (2009)
50000 Quaoar B e 24,71, (direct) 89@&7(* 0.18+0.04 [Fraserand Brown (2010)
(2002 Gg,) . 24,71 2203 0.12:014 Brucker et al. (2009)
20000 Varuna ... 71 71Oj1800 O.nggfgg Brucker et al. (2009)
55637 (2002 UXs) B . 24,71 68@% 0.12fg;§§ Stansberry et al. (2008)
55636 (2002 TXg0) ... (occultation) 286+ 10 088, Elliot et al. (2010)
55565 (2002 AWay7) . 24,71 740+ 100 012j§3§§ Brucker et al. (2009)

Notes. @ Diameter of the primary component.

Table 8. Selected correlation results (see text).

Variables sub-sample Number of Correlation  Significance nfidence
data points  co@cient limit (o)
D, i this work 18 0697073 0.002 3.2
this work/ cold 6 —O.1Of8‘61 0.8 0.2
this work/ hot 12 oszjgf%1 0.0011 3.3
this work and previous works 26 .&BjSﬁ 0.0004 3.6
this work/ hot and previous works 20 wgiﬁ? 0.005 2.8
D, pv this work 18 -0.76'pz: 0.0002 3.7
this work/ cold 6 —O.4Oj818g 0.4 0.8
this work/ hot 12 —0.628;%% 0.03 2.2
this work and previous works 26 —O.59j811g 0.002 3.2
this work/ hot and previous works 20 —0.46f§‘%§ 0.04 2.1
Hy, i this work 18 -0.5670¢7 0.015 24
this work/ cold 6 —0.02j8158 1.0 0.03
this work/ hot 12 —0.74j§?§§ 0.006 2.7
spectral slopd, this work/ hot and previous works 15 -0.6575; 0.011 2.6

slope, as well as B-V, V-R and V-1 col@sThe Spearman correlation is a distribution-free test sessitive to outliers than some
other more common methods (e.g. Pearson correlation). ¥e usodified form of the test, which takes into account asymimet
error bars and corrects the significance for small numbatissts. The details of our method are described in Pedxathal. (2004)
and[Santos-Sanz etlal. (2012). The significalRad a correlation is the probability of getting a higher or aboorrelation coef-
ficient value-1 < p < 1 if no correlation existed on the parent population, fromalihwe extracted the sample. Therefore, the
smaller the P the more unlikely would be to obserye a 0O if it was indeed equal to zero, i.e. the greater the confidemcthe
presence of a correlation is. The 99.7% confidence inteB«a),(or better, corresponds 8 = 0.003, or smaller. We consider a
'strong correlation’ to havép| > 0.6, and a 'moderate correlation’ to have8( |p| < 0.6. Selected results from our correlation
analysis are presented in Table 8 and discussed in the folicsubsections.

3 From the Minor Bodies in the Outer Solar System datatiasey: //www. eso . org/- ohainaut/MBOSS) accesses Nov 2011.
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Fig. 4. Distribution of diameters from this work (upper left), theld classicals of this work (upper right), the hot classiaai this
work (lower left), and all hot classicals including litewat results from Tablg 7 (lower right). The last plot incladaly dynamically
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Fig. 5. Cumulative size distribution of dynamically hot classi&célom this work and literature (Tablé 7). The power law has a
change between 500 and 700 km. The intermediate size déshiave a slope parametergpE 1.4.

5.1.1. Correlations with diameter

We detect a strong size-inclination correlation in our ¢argample (see Fi@l 7 and Table 8). When literature targietsf whom
are dynamically hot, are included in the analysis we get aetation of similar strength. Previously this presumabénd has
been extrapolated from the correlation between intrinsightness and inclination (Levison and Siern, 2001). Wetlsisestrong
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Fig. 6. Distribution of geometric albedos from this work (uppet)ethe cold classicals of this work (upper right), the hetsslicals
of this work (lower left), and all hot classicals includinigetature results from Tablg 7 (lower right). The bin siz€)i65. The
Haumea family member 55636 (2002 3p%) with py = 0.88 is beyond the horizontal scale.

size-inclination correlation also among the hot classisab-sample, but not among our cold classicals where wénzted by the
small sample size.

Other orbital parameters do not correlate with size. We fiodcorrelation between size and colors, or spectral slopas, n
between size and the beaming paramgt&he possible correlation between size and geometric alisetiscussed in Sectién 5.11..2.

5.1.2. Correlations with geometric albedo

We find evidence for an anti-correlation between diameter ggometric albedo, both in our sample and when combined with
other published data of classical TNOs (see Elg. 8 and T3bl®©tier dynamical populations with accurately measuredne+
tergalbedos show a fferent behavior: there is no such correlation seen amonduiiads (Mommert et al. 2012) and a combined
sample of 15 scattered-disc and detached objects showtvpasirrelation between diameter and geometric albed®at Rvel
(Santos-Sanz et al. 2012).

As it might be suggested visually by the distribution of d&ters of classical TNOs (see Fifs. 4 &hd 8), we have analiieed t
possibility of having two groups with fferent size-albedo behaviors, separating in sif2at500 km regardless of their dynamical
cold’hot membership. We have found no statistical evidence for it

With our method of accounting for error bars, which tend &grhde’ the correlation values, geometric albedo doesancglate
with Hy, orbital parameters, spectral slopes, colors, nor beapangmeterg. Also when the literature targets are added we find
no evidence of correlations.

5.1.3. Other correlations

The known correlations between surface c@pectral slope and orbital inclination (Trujillo and Bro2602/ Hainaut and Delsanti,
2002), and between intrinsic brightness and inclinaticev{ifon and Stefn 2001), usually interpreted as a sizeniatitin correla-
tion, might lead us to conclude there was a consequent/stipe-size correlation. Our analysis with measured diareatoes
not show a correlation neither with spectral slope nor lésiwlors, as one might expect. Note, however, that we do ostgss
information on the surface colgstopes of~ 1/2 of our targets{ 1/3 when complemented with other published data) leading
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Fig. 8. Geometric albedo vs radiometric diametblug triangles= cold classicalsted crosses= hot classicals from our sample,
gray = other hot classicals from literature, see Tadble 7).

to the non-detection of the cojstope-inclination trend, which is known to exist among sieals. Thus, a more complete set of
color/slope data would be required for our targets. Only when camgithe hot sub-sample from this work and literature we see
a non-significant anti-correlation between slope and mation (see Tablgl 8). We do not find any correlations of the B-R and
V-1 colors with other parameters.

The apparenHy vsi anti-correlation in our target sample mentioned in SedBdhis almost significant (Z ) for our hot
sub-population (see Tallé 8).

5.2. Binaries

Binary systems are of particular scientific interest beedligy provide unique constraints on the elusive bulk coitipaswhereas
all other observational constraints of the compositiorygrértain to the surface of the object. The sizes of binargshe con-
strained based on the relative brightneskedénce of the primary and the secondary components, buifsuijtable assumptions
about the relative geometric albedo are made. Alterngtigelometric albedos can be constrained under certain gsisuns about
the relative sizes. The ranges given in the literature amellysbased on the following assumptions: i) the primary aedondary
objects are spherical, ii) the primary and secondary havaleg|bedos, and iii) objects have densities within a lichisgsumed
range.

Six of our targets are binaries with known total mesand brightness élierence between the two componetts(see Tablgl9).
Assuming the two components to have identical albedosatterican be converted into an area ratio and, assumingisphstrape,
a diameter ratik = D,/D; (with component diamete®; and D,). Component diameters follow from the measured NEATM
diameterD (see Tabl&l6) an®,/D;: D? = D% + D§ (sinceD is the area-equivalent system diameter). This leads to lartvetric

3\1/3
diameter’D’ = % D. The mass densitie&?; are given in TablEI9. Within the uncertainties, the meashreiddensities scatter

around roughly 1 g cn¥, consistent with a bulk composition dominated by water asexpected for objects in the outer Solar
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Table 9. New density estimates for binaries.

Target Adopted\V? Mass$ Bulk density
(mag) 10*® kg) (genr3)
(2001 XRs4) 0.43 4055+ 0.065 14772
275809 (2001 Q¥y7) 0.20 4105+ 0.038 14%2
79360 Sila 0.12 1084+ 022 073+028
88611 Teharonhiawako 0.70 425+ 0.032 114087
148780 Altjira 0.23 P86+ 0.067 063j§§§
120347 Salacia 2.32 46622 138+ 0.27

Notes. Referenced? [Grundy et al. (2011)® [Grundy et al. (2012).

System. Significant mass contributions from heavier malgrsuch as silicates, are not excluded however, and wavie fo be
compensated by significant amounts of macroporosity. Tige object, 120347 Salacia, has a bulk densityg cnt3. This could
indicate a lower amount of macroporosity for this objectjehtis subject to significantly larger gravitational setfrgpaction than
our other binary targets.

6. Conclusions

The number of classical TNOs with both the size and the geteredbedo measured radiometrically is increased by eigimh f
22 to 30. Four other targets, which previously had estimatee ranges from the analysis of binary systems, now have mor
accurate size estimates. The number of targets observedratysed within the “TNOs are Cool” program_(Muller et 1D,
Lellouch et al. 2010, Lim et al. 2010, Santos-Sanz et al. 20A@nmert et al. 2012) is increased by 18 and the observation o
79360 Sila disturbed by a background sourde in Miller §28110) has been re-observed and analyzed. Furthermoee, tdngets
which earlier had upper and lower limits only basedSpitzerdata alone (148780 Altjira, 138537 (2000 gKand 2001 R443)
now have accurately estimated diameters and albedos. Whéltiga solution is outside of the previous limits based $pitzer
data alone. The three PACS data points near the thermal pegdt@viding reliable diametglbedo solutions, but in some cases
addingSpitzerdata, especially the 24m data point in the lower-wavelength regime, constrainssthiation and allows smaller
error bars and more reliable estimates of the beaming paean@mpared to previous works the size estimates of 11@8HEI2
KX14), and 2002 Mg have increased. 2002 M$34 km) is similar in size to 50000 Quaoar and the refineda120347 Salacia
(901 km) is similar to that of 90482 Orcus. We find a diamete2f@01 KAz, which is approximately half of the previous estimate
(Brucker et al. 2009), and a geometric albedo approximateignes higher. The largest change in estimated geomebédalis
with 119951 (2002 KX4) from 0.60 to 0.097.

The main conclusions based on accurately measured cleEBICs are:

1. There is a large diversity of objects’ diameters and geno@bedos among classical TNOs.

2. The dynamically cold targets have higher (averadd @ 0.04) and dfferently distributed albedos than the dynamically hot
targets (009« 0.05) in our sample. When extended by seven hot classicalsliterature the average is1l + 0.04.

3. Diameters of classical TNOs strongly correlate with @adbinclination in the sample of targets, whose size and ggooalbedo
have been accurately measured, i.e. low inclination obgeet smaller. We find no clear evidence of an albedo-inatinatend.

4. Our data suggests that geometric albedos of classicalsTét@-correlate with diameter, i.e. smaller objects pss$egher
albedos.

5. Our data does not show evidence for correlations betweéace colors, or spectral slope, of classical TNOs and thiaineters
nor with their albedos.

6. We are limited by the small sample size of radiometricalBasured accurate diametaisedos of dynamically cold classicals
(N=6) finding no statistical evidences for any correlations.

7. The cumulative size distribution of hot classicals basethe sample of measured sizes in the range of diametersdetihd0
and 600 km (N-11) has a slope af ~ 1.4.

8. We determine the bulk densities of six classicals. Thagtescaround- 1 g cnt3. The high-mass object 120347 Salacia has a
density 0f(1.38+ 0.27) g cnm 3.
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