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ABSTRACT

Context. The Kuiper belt is formed of planetesimals which failed towrto planets and its dynamical structure has be®scted

by Neptune. The classical Kuiper belt contains objects frattm a low-inclination, presumably primordial, distriliot and from a
high-inclination dynamically excited population.

Aims. Based on a sample of classical TNOs with observations am@ilervavelengths we determine radiometric sizes, geometric
albedos and thermal beaming factors for each object as wetlialy sample properties of dynamically hot and cold atassi

Methods. Observations near the thermal peak of TNOs using infrafpadestelescopes are combined with optical magnitudes using
the radiometric technique with near-Earth asteroid thémmadel (NEATM). We have determined three-band flux densifrem
HerschelPACS observations at 70.0, 100.0 and.Dg0n andSpitzefMIPS at 23.68 and 742 um when available. We use reexamined
absolute visual magnitudes from the literature and growasgt programs in support berschelobservations.

Results. We have analysed 18 classical TNOs with previously unphbbtisdata and re-analysed previously published targets with
updated data reduction to determine their sizes and geigra#iiedos as well as beaming factors when data quality alleVe have
combined these samples with classical TNOs with radiomeggults in the literature for the analysis of sample pridpeof a total of

44 objects. We find a median geometric albedo for cold clab$NOs of 0147339 and for dynamically hot classical TNOs, excluding
the Haumea family and dwarf planets085' 5952, We have determined the bulk densities of Borasisi-Patii{2g cnt?), Varda-
lImaré (125'343 g cnm3) and 2001 QGas (1.14°23% g cn3) as well as updated previous density estimates of four taryée have
determined the slope parameter of the debiased cumuldteaistribution of dynamically hot classical TNOs @s2.3+0.1 in the
diameter range 16fD<500 km. For dynamically cold classical TNOs we deterngja8.1+1.1 in the diameter range 160<280 km

as the cold classical TNOs have a smaller maximum size.

arxiv:1403.6309v1 [astro-ph.EP] 25 Mar 2014
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1. Introduction

Transneptunian objects (TNO) are believed, based on ttiegrenodeling, to represent the leftovers from the forimatprocess
of the solar system. [erent classes of objects may probéeatient regions of the protoplanetary disk and provide cldeadifo
ferent ways of accretion in those regions (Morbidelli ef2008). Basic physical properties of TNOs, such as size #retla,
have been challenging to measure. Only a few brightest TNWe hkize estimates using direct optical imaging (e.g. Quadh

* Herschelis an ESA space observatory with science instruments peduig European-led Principal Investigator consortia arttl important
participation from NASA.
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Hubble Brown and Trujillg, 2004). Stellar occultations by TNO®pide a possibility to obtain an accurate size estimatethmsge
events are rare and require a global network of observagsR&uto’s moon Charon Ky Sicardy et al., 2006; and a membtreof
dynamical class of classical TNOs, 2002 3 by(Elliot et all, 2010). Predictions of occultations araited by astrometric uncer-
tainties of both TNOs and stars. Combining observationsftécted light at optical wavelengths with thermal emisslata, which

for TNOs peaks in the far-infrared wavelengths, allows udeatermine both size and geometric albedo for large samples-o
gets. Thigadiometric methodising space-based ISO (e.g. Thomas et al., 2@}izer(e.g! Stansberry et al., 2008, Brucker et al.,
2009) andHerscheldata (Muller et al., 2010, Lellouch etlal., 2010, Lim et 2010/ Santos-Sanz etlal., 2012, Mommert et al., 2012,
Vilenius et al., 2012, Pal et al., 2012, Fornasier ét al13(has already changed the size estimates of several TN@gsaced to
those obtained by using an assumed albedo and has reveatge adatter in albedos andtfdrences between dynamical classes of
TNOs.

Observations at thermal wavelengths also provide infammatbout thermal propertiels (Lellouch ef al., 2013). Detaeq on
the thermal or thermophysical model selected it is possibikerive the thermal beaming factor or the thermal ineatial constrain
other surface properties. Ground-based submillimetegrebions can also be used to determine TNO sizes using di@matric
method (e.d. Jewitt et al., 2001), but this technique has bested to very few targets so far.

TNOs, also known as Kuiper belt objects (KBO), have divergaathical properties and they are divided into classes.
Slightly different definitions and names for these classes are availaltheiliterature. Classical TNOs (hereafter CKBO) re-
side mostly beyond Neptune on orbits which are not very ddcesind not in mean motion resonance with Neptune. We use the
Gladman et al. (2008) classification: CKBOs are non-resbhisl®s which do not belong to any other TNO class. The ecagtytri
limit is e<0.24, beyond which objects belong detached objectsr scatteringscattered objectLlassical TNOs with semimajor
axis 394 <a <484 AU occupy themain classical beJtwhereasnnerandouterclassicals exist at smaller and larger semi-major axis,
respectively. Apart from the Gladman system, another comatassification is defined by the Deep Eplictic Survey TeaB$p
Elliot et all 2005). For the work presented here, the mosthetdiference between the two systems is noticed with high-intdina
objects. Many of them are not CKBOs in the DES system.

In the inclinatiorieccentricity space CKBOs show twaffdirent populations, which haveffiirent frequency of binary systems
(Noll et al., 2008), diterent luminosity functions (LF; Fraser et al. 2010}felient average geometric albedos (Grundy et al., 2005,
Brucker et al. 2009) and fiierent color distributions (Peixinho etlal., 2008). The lmelination “cold” classicals are limited to the
main classical belt and have a higher average albedo, moagies and a steeper LF-derived size distribution than-higlnation
“hot” classicals. Some amount of transfer between the hdtaid CKBOs is possible with an estimated maximum of 5% afdts
in either population originating from the other than itsremt location|[(\Volk and Malhotra, 20111).

The“TNOs are Cool”: A survey of the trans-Neptunian regiopen time key program (Miller et al., 2009) ldérschel Space
Observatonhas observed 12 cold CKBOs, 29 hot CKBOs, and five CKBOs inrthericlassical belt, which are considered to be
dynamically hot. In addition, eight CKBOs have been obsgivaly by Spitzer Space Telescgpehose TNO sample was mostly
overlapping with theHerschelone.

This paper is organized in the following way. We begin by di&stg our target sample in Sectign P.1, followed Hgrschel
observations and their planning in Section] 2.2 atedscheldata reduction in Sectidn 2.3. More far-infrared dataSpjtzerare
presented in Sectidn 2.4 and absolute visual magnitudesdtidB[2.5. Thermal modeling combining the above mentiategd is
described in Sectidn 3.1 and the results for targets in aupbain Sectiof 312, comparing them with earlier results nvéneailable
(Sectior 3.B). In Sectidd 4 we discuss sample propertiesytative size distributions, correlations and binariewall as debiasing
of the measured size distributions. Conclusions of the saammlysis are given in Sectibh 5.

2. Target sample and observations
2.1. Target sample

The classification of targets in the “TNOs are Cool” prograithim the] Gladman et al. (2008) framework is based on thaiisd
by Minor Bodies in the Outer Solar System 2 data base (MBO3%alhaut et al. 2012 and C. Ejefajv. comm). The inclination
distributions of the dynamically cold and hot component€&BOs are partly overlapping. A cutfdlimit of i =4.5° is used in
this work, and the inclinations we use from the Minor Planent@r are measured with respect to the ecliptic plane, wdeerates
slightly from the invariable plane of the Solar System, @ @verage Kuiper belt plane. All the cold CKBOs with measisieds
available have inclinationis4.0° (see Tabl€J6 in Sectidd 4). Three CKBOs listed as dynamibaityn Table¥ (2000 Ok, 2001
QD-gg and Altjira) have 4.%i<5.5°. Since the two populations overlap in the inclination spsmee targets close to the cuf-o
limit could belong to the other population. In the DES clfisation system all targets in Tallé 1 witlk 15° would belong to the
scattered-extended class of TNOs. DES uses the Tissereard@i@r and orbital elements in the CKBQ@attered objects distinction,
whereas the Gladman system requires an object to be heatéhacting with Neptune in order to be classified as a seattebject.

In this work we have reduced the flux densities of 16 CKBOs nieskwith Herschel Together witH Vilenius et &l. (2012),
Fornasier et dl. (2013) and Lellouch et al. (2013) this wanknpletes the set of CKBOs observedigrsche) except for the clas-
sical Haumea family members with water signatures in thpEctra, whose propertiedtdir from the “bulk” of CKBOs (Stansberry
et al.,in prep). Photometric 3-band observations were done in 2010-20thi1NerschelPACS in the wavelength range 60-2410.
Seven of the 16 targets have been observed also with two lo&8fsEtzefMIPS imaging photometer at 22—&on in 2004-2008.
In addition, our target sample (Talile 1) includes two presip unpublished targets 2003 @Rind 2001 Q&g observed only with
MIPS and are included in the radiometric analysis of thiskwor

The relative amount of binaries among the cold CKBOs withaatric measurements is high (Table 6) with only very few
non-binaries. While the binary fraction among cold CKBOs baen estimated to be 29% (Noll et al., 2008) the actual &equ
may be higher because there probably are binaries whichriwMgeen resolved with current observing capabilitiestiarmore,
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Table 1. Orbital and color properties of the sample of 18 classicaDENvith new flux densities presented in this work.

Target q i e a Color Spectral sloge  V-R

(AU) AU) () taxa (% /100 nm)
(2001 Q%2 423 461 0.2 0.043 442 . . .
66652 Borasisi (1999 Rs) B 40.0 478 0.6 0.088 43.9 RR B 2.75f 0.646+ 0.058"
(2003 GHs) 406 473 11 0.076 44.0 . 26+ 5.69 0.63+ 0.06°
135182 (2001 Q3zy) in inner belt 36.6 379 1.8 0.018 37.2 . 111" 0.53+0.12"
(2003 QAy) B 414 477 24 0.071 445 . ... .
(2003 QRy) B 381 550 35 0182 46.6
(2003 WUgg) B 424 46.3 3.8 0.043 443 . .. .
35671 (1998 Shs) in inner belt 36.4 39.8 46 0.045 38.1 BB B+ 31T 0.444+ 0.078 KT
(2001 QDo) 40.3 451 50 0.056 42.7 . 30+ 8.3" 0.67+0.09"
174567 Varda (2003 M\¥) B 39.0 522 215 0.144 456 PR 192+ 0.6" e
86177 (1999 RYis) 345 565 222 0.241 455 BR .8+ 3.50P 0.358+ 0.090°
55565 (2002 AWjy7) 412 532 244 0127 47.2 IR A2+ 1.49ka5s 0,602+ 0.0319karv
202421 (2005 U@ ) 37.3 498 257 0.143 435 . 820 e
(2004 PTo7) 38.2 431 26.1 0.060 40.6 e e .66 + 0.10
(2002 GH,) 38.1 457 26.7 0.091 419 . B 4T 0.425+ 0.228™W
(2001 QGgg) B 40.6 521 30.6 0.124 46.3 .. BO: 2.409P 0.490+ 0.03¢
(2004 NTz3) 37.0 501 312 0.150 435 BB-BR ... .
230965 (2004 XAsy) 355 594 381 0252 47.4 ..

Notes. Perihelion distance, aphelion distanc®, inclinationi, eccentricitye, semimajor axis (orbital elements from IAU Minor Planet Center,
http://www.minorplanetcenter.net/iau/lists/TNOs.html, accessed June 2012), color taxonomy, spectral slopeVaRjl ¢olor index
ordered according to increasing inclination. The horiablihe marks the limit of dynamically cold and hot classgcati = 4.5° (Targets in the
inner belt are dynamically hot regardless of their inclioaf). B denotes a known binary system (Noll et al., 2008 gepké/arda (2003 MWL)
from|Noll et al., 2009 and Benecchi and Sheppard, 2013) efa@re located in the main classical belt unless otherwidiedted.

References. @ Taxonomic class from Fulchignoni et al. (2008) unless atie indicated.® [Perna et al. (2010) [Perna et al. (201B).
@ Spectral slopes from MBOSS-2 online database (except 2008s3U and 2002 GH,) of [Hainautetal. (2012) at
http://www.eso.org/-ohainaut/MBOSS, accessed October 2012. References of original data tedicafor each target.
@ [Benecchi et al. (2009). ' [Delsanti et al. (2001). @ [Jewitt et al. (2007). ® [Romanishin et al. (2010). ® [Jewitt and Luu (2001).
() [Gil-Hutton and Licandro (2001). ® [Fornasier et al. (2004).  [Doressoundiram et al. (2001).(™ [Doressoundiram et al. (2005a).
(™ [Fornasier et al. (2000)® [Boehnhardt et al. (2002)f” [Benecchietal. (2011)® [Doressoundiram et al. (2005b}) [DeMeo et al. (2009).
© [Rabinowitz et al. (2007)Y [Pinilla-Alonso et al. (2008)Y [Carry et al. (2012) [Snodgrass et al. (2010Y) [Santos-Sanz et al. (2009).

in the target selection process of "TNOs are Cool” we aimdubiee a significant sample of binary TNOs observed, and theekig
binary fraction of all dynamical classes is in the cold sutpyation of CKBOs.

For sample analysis we have included all CKBOs with radisime¢sults from this work and literature, some of which have
been reanalyzed in this work. We achieve a total sample $i44é targets detected with eithelerschelor Spitzer(Tabled® anf]7).
The absolute V-magnitudesl{;, see Sectioh 25) of the combined sample range from aboub 8% mag (0.1-8.0 mag if dwarf
planets are included). A typical characteristic of CKBO#hat bright classicals have systematically higher in¢iores than fainter
ones|[(Levison and Steérn 2001). Our combined sample showslanate correlation (see Sectfon 415.2) between absolujeitnde
and inclination at & level of significance. For about half of the targets a colaoteomy is available. Almost all very red targets
(RR) in the combined sample are at inclinatiorsl2°. This is consistent with Peixinho etlal. (2008) who reporbbochbreak at
i =12 instead of at the cofiot boundary inclination near5

2.2. Herschel observations

Herschel Space Observato(Rilbratt et al., 2010) was orbiting the Lagrange 2 pointhe Earth-Sun system in 2009-2013. It
has a 3.5 m radiatively cooled telescope and three sciesteiiments inside a superfluid helium cryostat. The photenirt
of the PACS instrument (Poglitsch et al., 2010) has a rectiandield of view of 175 x 3.5". It has two bolometer arrays, the
short-wavelength one is for wavelengths 60 +@85or 85—125um, selectable by a filter wheel, and the long-wavelengttydoa
125—-21Qum. The absolute calibration&-uncertainty is 5% in all bands (Balog et al. 2013). The detquiel sizes are.2” x3.2”

in the short-wavelength array, whereas the long-waveleaghy has larger pixels of#’ x 6.4”. The instrument is continuously
sampling the detectors and produces 40 frameghich are averaged on-board by a factor of felerscherecommended to use the
scanning technique for point sources instead of choppidgadding, to achieve better sensitivity (PACS AOT releasie 2010).
Pixels in the image frames, sampled continuously while ¢éfestope was scanning, were mapped in the data reductielingip
(see Sectioh 213) into pixels of a sub-sampled output image.

Our observations (Tab[é 2) with PACS followed the sameeagaas il Vilenius et al. (2012). We made three-band obsenst
of all targets in two scan directions of the rectangulanaraad repeated the same observing sequence on a seconieisised
mini-scan maps with 2-6 repetitions per observation. Thal finaps are combinations of four observatjterget, except at the
160um band where all eight observatigiasget were available independent of the filter wheel sielecTo choose the number
of repetitions, i.e. the duration of observations, we uséieamal model (see Sectifn B.1) to predict flux densities ad@pted a
default geometric albedo of 0.08 and a beaming factor of floRBbservation planning purposes. For two bright targetsused
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other values based on earl@pitzerresults|(Stansberry etlal., 2008): for 1998,&\ lower geometric albedo of 0.04 and for 2002
AW 197 a higher geometric albedo of 0.12. In the combined maps theigted instrumental signal-to-noise ratios (SNR) forlbe
targets with the above assumptions were SNR (faintest target SNR4) at the 70 and 100m channels and SNR7 (faintest
target SNR 2) at the 16Qum channel. The sensitivity of the 70n channel is usually limited by instrumental noise, while #im

of our combination of observations is to remove the backgdaonfusion noisefgecting the other two channels, most notably the
160um band.

The selection of the observing window was optimized to zsgilithe lowest far-infrared confusion noise circum-
stances (Kiss et al., 2005) of each target duringtbeschelmission. Targets were visited twice within the same obsgrwindow
with a similar set of 2x2 observations on each of the two iRt the purpose of background subtraction (Kiss et al.320The
time gap between the visits was 11-42 hours depending orrtipeepmotion of the target.

2.3. PACS Data reduction

We used data reduction and image combination techniquedapmd within the “TNOs are Cool” key program (Kiss et al.130
and references cited therein). Herschel Interactive Rgieg Environment (HIFE version 9.0/ CIB 2974) was used to produce
Level 2 maps with modified scan map pipeline scripts. Thelpipescript provided a two-stage high-pass filtering prasedo
handle the X noise, which is dominating the timelines of individual éetors in the PACS photometer arrays. The script removes
from each timeline, excluding the masked parts of timelimbkere we expect the source to be present, a value obtainedibyiag
median filter. The filter width parameters we used were t}yi@&/9/16 readouts, and for some targetg1BR25 readouts at the
70/100160um channels, respectively. We set the map-pixel sizes t¢ydixel, 1.4’/pixel and 2.7/pixel for the three channels,
respectively, to properly sample the point spread funstion

For combining the projected output images and reducing #ukdround we use two methods: “super-sky-subtracted” im-
ages [(Brucker et al., 2009, Santos-Sanz et al., 2012) anabtddaiterential” images(Mommert et al., 2012, Kiss et al., 2013).
The “super-sky” is constructed by masking the source (orraa aurrounding the image center when the target is too faint
be recognized in individual images) in each individual imagombining these sky images and subtracting this comtbiaek-
ground from each individual image. Then, all backgrounbtisacted images are co-added in the co-moving frame of thettaThe
“double-diferential”’ images are produced in dfdrent way. Since the observing strategy has been to makestsofsobservations
with similar settings, we subtract the combined images eft#o visits. This yields a positive and a negative beam oftbging
source with background structures eliminated. A duplicdthis image is shifted to match the positive beam of theinalgmage
with the negative one of the duplicate. After subtractirgstihfrom each other we have a doublfetdential image with one positive
and two negative beams, where photometry is done on theatgmsitive beam. It can be noted that this method works evedh if
there is a systematidiset in target coordinates due to uncertain astrometry. thénadvantage is in the detection of faint sources:
they should have one positive and two negative beams in thkifirage (with negative beams having half the flux densityhef t
positive one). In both methods of combining individual atva¢ions of a target we take into account thiEsets and uncertainties in
pointing and assigned image coordinates (Pal et al.,| Ki%8et al., 2013).

Photometry is performed with DAOPHOT routines (Stetsor87)9which are available via commonly used astronomy saéwa
tools such as HIPE, IDL and IRAF (for details how photometrylone in the “TNOs are Cool” program see Santos-Sanz et al.,
2012). A color correction to flux densities is needed becd®s have a spectral energy distribution (SED) resemblibtpek
body whereas the PACS photometric system assumes a flat $telxofrection, based on instrumental transmission andnsgp
curves available from HIPE, is typically at the level of 2%less depending on the temperature of the TNO. The color ciiore
is fine-tuned in an iterative way (for details see Vileniuglet2012). For uncertainty estimation of the derived flursity we use
200 artificial implanted sources within a region close togbarce, excluding the target itself.

The color corrected flux densities from PACS are given in @8hlwhere also the absolute calibration uncertainty has bee
included in the 15 error bars. The flux densities are preferably averaged fraphotometry results using the two techniques
discussed above: the “super-sky-subtracted” and the ‘idedifferential”. Since the super-sky-subtracted way gives more n
detected bands than the doubl&eliential way we take the average only when the super-skirasttbd method produces a 3-band
detection, otherwise only flux densities based on the dedifilerential images are used for a given target. In Thble 2 thensev
targets whose flux densities at &0 are>5 mJy have flux densities averaged from the doubféedintial and super-sky-subtracted
methods.

The flux density predictions used in the planning (Sedti@) af these observationsftér by factors of-2 or more compared
to the measured flux densities. On the average, the measaltezb\are lower~« 50%) than the predicted ones. Only three targets
are brighter than estimated in the PACS bands and there aréafigets not detected in the PACS observations. The aa&biRs
of detected targets are half of the average SNRs of the pi@uaused in observation planning.

2.4. Spitzer observations

The Earth-trailingSpitzer Space Telescopas a 0.85 m diameter helium-cooled telescope. The cryogérgise of the mission
ended in 2009. During that phase, one of four science ingnisronboard, the Multiband Imaging Photometer for SpiflzhPS;
Rieke et al., 2004), provided useful photometry of TNOs at bands: 24 and 70m. The latter is spectrally overlapping with the
PACS 70um band whereas the former can provide strong constrainte@temperature of the warmest regions of TNOs. The

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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Table 2. Herschel observations and monochromatic flux densities at all thi€F bands. 2001 Q¥ and Altjira from
Vilenius et al. (2012) have been reanalysed in this work wfthnges in flux densities and radiometric results.

Target 1st OBSIDs Dur. Mid-time r A a Flux densities (mJy)

of visit 1/2 (min) (AU)  (AU) ©) 70um 100um 160um
2001 QS  1342212692..2726 188.5 2011-Jan-1522:54 4236 42.78 122.8+1.1 40+16 43+20
Borasisi 1342221733.1806 226.1 2011-May-27 23:21 41.62 41.74 140 <1.0 <14 <14
2003 GHs 1342212652..2714 188.5 2011-Jan-15 13:14 40.84 4116 1.31.0+2.0 <1.3 <1.4
2001 QYye7 1342209492..9650 194.8 2010-Nov-1903:28 43.25 4325 131 <13 <2.1 <2.1
2001 QTp,  1342222436..2485 226.1 2011-Jun-10 15:15 37.06 37.38 1.50.6+2.1 <6.7 <1.5
2003 QA;  1342233581..4252 226.1 2011-Dec-0506:06 44.72 4485 1.26.8+11.1 23+13 <1.6
2003 WUjgs 1342228922..9040 226.1 2011-Sep-2004:57 43.31 4358 1.29 <1.0 <1.0 <1.1
1998 SNgs  134221261h..2688 113.3 2011-Jan-1500:39 37.71 3795 1.46.5+42 142+19 57+18
2001 QDgg 134221194p..2033 188.5 2010-Dec-16 01:37 41.49 41.85 127 .71 41+13 <1.3
Altjira 1342190917...1120 152.0 2010-Feb-23 00:32 4554 4558 1.25.5+4.4 <4.2 <2.3
Varda 1342213822.3932 113.3 2011-Feb-08 06:52  47.62 47.99 1.11.1237 262+20 190+21
1999 RY;;s  1342221751..1778 188.5 2011-May-28 01:04 35.50 35.67 1.63 6611 57+16 <2.4

2002 AWjg;  1342209471..9654 113.3 2010-Nov-19 01:59 46.34 46.27 1.24 0%/1.3 202+17 153=+15
2005 UQ3 1342212680..2722 113.3 2011-Jan-15 20:26 48.65 48.80 1.16.3+35 6.7+20 56+22
2004 PTo;  1342195396..5462 113.3 2010-Apr-2312:01 38.30 38.66 1.41 .34816 86+22 79+28
2002 GH;, 1342212648..2710 188.5 2011-Jan-1511:35 43.29 4364 122 <11 <1.5 <1.6
2004 NTs3 1342219015..9044 113.3 2011-Apr-1907:34 38.33 38.69 1.42 317 183+20 97+27
2004 XAqg,  1342217348..7399 75.7 2011-Mar-2910:36 35.71 35.82 1.60 .0451.7 142+22 82+59

Notes. OBSIDs are the observation identifiers in tHerschelScience Archive. Each target was observed four times im Yiand four times in
visit 2. The first OBSID of the consequtive four OBSJBisit are given. Duration is the total duration of the twoitdsmid-time is the mean UT
time,r is the mean heliocentric distanceis the mearHerscheltarget distance, andis the mean Sun-targéterschelphase angle (JPL Horizons
Ephemeris Systemn, Giorgini et al., 1996). Flux densitiescaior corrected and therluncertainties include the absolute calibration uncetgain
Upper limits are & noise levels of the final maps. Targets below the horizoialhave +4.5°.

telescope-limited spatial resolution i§ @nd 18 in the two bands, respectively. The nominal absolute caiibbn, photometric
methods, and color corrections are described in Gordon &G@07), Engelbracht et al. (2007) and Stansberry et aD{R0or
TNOs we use larger calibration uncertainties of 3% and 6%ef4 and 7@m bands, respectively (Stansberry et al., 2008).
Spitzerobserved about 100 TNOs and Centaurs and three-quartdérasmfdre also included in the “TNOs are Coblérschel
program. Many of th&pitzertargets were observed multiple times within several dayth the visits timed to allow subtraction
of the background. A similar technique has been appliedtalshe Herschelobservations (Sectidn 2/3'super-sky-subtraction”
method). In this work and Vilenius etal. (2012) there aredt@ets (out of 3%lerscheltargets analysed in these two works) which
have reanalyze8pitzefMIPS data available (Mueller et ain prep). In addition, we have searched for all classical TNOs olesr
with Spitzerbut not withHerschel 1996 TSg, 2001 C41, 2001 QBygs, 2001 QGgs, 2002 G4y, 2002 Vi34, 2003 QR41, and 2003
QYgo. The dynamically hot CKBOs 1996 E&and 2002 Gsh have been publishedin Brucker et al. (2009), but their fluxsitees
have been updated and reanalysed results of this work hareget their size and albedo estimates (Table 7). An updated d
reduction was recently done for 2001 gBand 2002 VT3 and we use the results frdm Mommert (2013) for these two targe
Of the other targets only 2001 Q§s and 2003 QR are finally used because all the other cases do not have eobsghvations
for a background removal or there was a problem with the elsen. Spitzerflux densities used in the current work are given in
Table[3. For most of these targets flux densities have be@redarsing multiple observations during an epoch lasting toreight
days. Borasisi was observed in two epochs in 2004 and 20@8cdlor corrections of CKBOs in our sample are larger thamén t
case of the PACS instrument. For MIPS the color correctioasl&o-10% of the flux density at 24n and about 10% at 7@m
obtained by a method which uses the black body temperatuchits the 24:70 flux ratio the best (Stansberry et al., 2007)

2.5. Optical data

We use the V-band absolute magnitudds @s given in Tablgl4) as input in the modeling (Seclion 3.1¢ @hantity and quality
of publishedHys or individual V-band or R-band observations vary signifttafor our sample. Some of our targets have been
observed in the Sloan Digital Sky Survey and to convert froeirtr and g bands to V-band we use the transform@tion

V = g-05784(g-r) — 0.0038 1)

The estimated uncertainty of this transformation is 0.0g.ma
To take into account brightening at small phase angles wthedmear method commonly used for distant Solar Syste @b

Hy =V —5log(rA) — pva, (2)

wherer is the heliocentric distancé, the observer-target distangg, the linear phase céiécient in V-band, and the Sun-target-
observer phase angle. Often the linear phaséic@nt cannot be deduced in a reliable way from the few datatpawvailable and
in those cases we use as default the average vajue8.112+0.022 orgr = 0.119+ 0.029 (Belskaya et al., 2008). Many published

2 http://www.sdss.org/dr5/algorithms/sdssUBVRITransform.html) accessed February 2013.
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Table 3. SpitzefMIPS observations. Targets 2003 QR2001 QGog, 1996 TSe and 2002 Gsh were not observed bijerschel The
latter two targets are from Brucker etlal. (2009) and havebbemodeled based on updated flux densities with signifidzantges

in radiometric results. Flux densities of Teharonhiawakd 2001 QY%g7 have been updated from those in Vilenius €t al. (2012),
and they have been reanalysed in this work.

Target PID  Mid-time of observation(s) r A a MIPS 24um band MIPS 70um band
(AU)  (AU) (°) | Dur. (min) F24 (MJy) Dur. (min)  Fo (mJy)
2001 QS 3542 2005-Dec-03 13:12 4232 4187 123 4672 <0.015 308.5 <11
Borasisi 3229 2004-Dec-02 00:29 41.16 41.16 1j41 99.1 < 0.030 2182 36+09
50024 2008-Jul-29 16:48 41.41 40.97 129 170.45 0057+ 0.007 369.3 13+ 0.7
2001 QYag7 50024 2008-Nov-25 02:40 43.09 4273 1.28 170.45 0016+ 0.006 239.17 20+0.9
2001 QT2 3542 2004-Dec-26 23:46 36.92 36.95 156 406.6 < 0.037 406.6 <15
2003 QA 50024 2008-Dec-28 16:34 4491 4487 1p9 431.8 0079+ 0.006 639.2 38+04
Teharonhiawako 3229 2004-Nov-09 20:15 45.00 44.72 1.25 153.27 0027+ 0.010 179.03 16+ 0.6
2003 QR 50024 2008-Nov-24 13:26 39.12 38.70 1.87 340.9 0107+0.007 1074.2  48+06
1998 SNgs 55 2004-Dec-05 08:10 3797 3754 1.39 no observations 37.3 <139
2001 QDyes 3542 2004-Nov-05 13:41 41.19 4091 136 283.3 < 0.059 283.3 <15
1996 TS 3542 2005-Jan-29 06:34 38.53 38.21 142 114.96 0104+ 0.009 26854 23+0.8
2002 G4, 3542 2006-Feb-19 07:31 43.16 43.16 1.3 214.06 0024+ 0.006 132.87 42+09
2002 AW, g7 55 2004-Apr-12 16:34 47.13 46.70 1.10 56.7 0143+ 0.027 56.7 137+19
2001 QGgs 50024 2008-Jul-29 20:53 40.62 40.31 1.88 170.45 0158+ 0.010 369.25 58+0.7

Notes. PID is the Spitzerprogram identifier. Observing geometry (heliocentric alisier, Spitzertarget distanceA and Sun-targeSpitzer
phase angle) is averaged over the individual observations. The “Duolumn gives the total observing time of several visits. Theatlons
of observing epochs were 4-8 days, except for 1998sSahd 2002 AWy7, which had only one observation. Th&eztive monochromatic
wavelengths of the two MIPS bands we use ar€238m and 7142 um. Targets below the horizontal line haive 4.5°.

References. In-band fluxes from Mueller et al.in prep). Flux densities presented in this table have been coloectd.

Hy values are also based on an assumed phasiabeet. \We prefer to use mainly published photometric qualiiservations due
to their careful calibration and good repeatability. Foctetarget we try to determinidy andg by making a fit to the combined
V-data collected from literature. We have determined newdr phase cdicients of Borasisify =0.176+ 0.073, 1998 Shks:
Bv =0.132+ 0.063 and 2001 Qfss: By =1.01+ 0.29.

When no other sources are available, or the high-quality dahtased on one or two data points, we also take into accatsat d
from the Minor Planet Center (MPC). These observations fiemanore numerous, or only available at, the R-band. Welcliec
consistency and phase angle coverage of MPC data allow befifiope (i.eB) in a reliable way, otherwise the fit is done using the
default phase cdicient. Unless available for a specific target (Table 1), veethe average (V-R) color index for CKBOs, which has
been determined separately for cold and hot clasBicEile average of 49 cold CKBOs is V=R.63+ 0.09 and of 43 hot CKBOs
V-R=0.51+ 0.14 (Hainaut et al., 2012). The MPC is mainly used for astroyn@hd can dfer significantly from well-calibrated
photometry. Comparisons by Romanishin and Tegler (200&Bamecchi et al. (2011) indicate afiset of~ 0.3 mag (MPC having
brighter magnitudes) with a scatter 800.3 mag. We have assigned an uncertainty of 0.6 mag to MPC datespdhe absolute
magnitudes and their error bars used as input in our andlyaide[4) take into account additional uncertainties framwkn or
assumed light curve variability iHy as explained in Vilenius et al. (2012).

3. Analysis
3.1. Thermal modeling

We aim to solve for size (Bective diameteD assuming spherical shapes), geometric alggdand beaming factoy by fitting the
two or more thermal infrared data points as well as the opkigadata in the pair of equations

F(1) = EA(? fs BULT (S 7)) dS-u 3)
Hy = mg + 5log( Vrra) - gl()g(pvsproj), (4)

whereF is the flux densityQ the wavelengths the emissivityA the observer-target distan&{, T) Planck’s radiation law for black
bodies,T (S, ) the temperature distribution on the surf&adjusted by the beaming factgru the unit directional vector towards
the observer from the surface elemdBf mg the apparent magnitude of the Sarthe distance of one astronomical unit &gl
the area of the target projected towards the observer. Teehtlod temperature distribution on the surface of an airlgsiserical
TNO we use the Near-Earth Asteroid Thermal Model NEATM (ar2998). For a description of our NEATM implementation for
TNOs we refer to_ Mommert et al. (2012). The temperatureidigion across an objectftiers from the temperature distribution

3 Note thaf Vilenius et dl. (2012) used one average in theilyaisaof Herscheldata on classical TNOs: V=F0.59 + 0.15 based on an earlier
version of the MBOSS data base.
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Table 4. Optical auxiliary data based on a linear phase curve fit ugibgnd data points from the literature or data bases.

Target Hy N Phase ca@icient L.c.Amg L.c. period Hy Comment
ref. (mag®) (mag) (h) (mag)

(2001 Q222) x) 4 (default) e e ®1+0.68 Default V-R

66652 Borasisi (1999 RZ;) B (e,l,fy) 7 0176+ 0.073 Q08+ 0.0 6.4+ 10" 6.121+ 0.070 Newg fit

(2003 GH) (c) 3 (default) o 813+ 0.12

135182 (2001 Q7z2) (h,x) 5 (default) 29+ 0.67 V-R from (h)

(2003 QAy) B x) 13 (default) 56+ 0.63 Default V-R

(2003 QRy) B (x) 8 (default) 65+ 0.56 Default V-R

(2003 WUgg) B (x) 8 (default) e . D6+ 0.64 Default V-R

35671 (1998 Shis) (.k,Ly,b2) 20 0146+ 0.063 Q016+ 0.01% 8.8472 5.707+ 0.085 Newg fit

(2001 QDygg) (m) 1 (default) e . 71+0.17

174567 Varda (2003 M\¥) B (c) 6 (default) 006 + 0.01% 5.97 3.61+0.05

86177 (1999 RY;s) (c) 1 (default) < 0.1 7.235+ 0.093

55565 (2002 AWs7) (s) (phase curve study) @B+0072 886+001% 3568+0.046

202421 (2005 UQ3) (v) 10 (default) 006+ 0.02% 7.03? 3.87+0.14 Default V-R

(2004 PTo7) (V) 24 (default) 005+ 0.1v ~20" 6.33+0.11 Default V-R

(2002 GHy) (m,w) 2 (default) . e 58+ 0.28 V-R from (w)

2001 QGos B (e,g,v) 3 101+ 0.29 04+0.1" ~12 6.26 + 0.32 Default V-R

(2004 NTzs) (c) 6 (default) 004 + 0.01% 7.872 474+ 011

230965 (2004 XAg,) (x) 17 (default) 007 + 0.02% 7.882 4.42+0.63 Default V-R

Notes. B denotes a known binary system (Noll et al., 2008, Noll et2f109] Benecchi and Sheppard, 2018)is the total number of individual
V or R-band data points used, the phaseflicient is explained in the text and Equatidd (B), are the absolute V-band magnitudes with
uncertainties taking into account lightcurve (L.c.) amygie Amg. Targets below the horizontal line have inclinations5°.

References. (c)-(w) given below TablEJ1 R-band data from IAU Minor Planet Centlattp: //www.minorplanetcenter.net/db_search/),
accessed July 2012Y [McBride et al. (2003).@ [Kern 2006. @@ [Lacerda and Luu (2006)*? From [Ofek (2012) using Equatiorl](1).
() [Thirouin et al. (2010)?) [Ortiz et al. (2006)*? Thirouin et al. (2012).

which a smooth object in instantaneous equilibrium witlolaion would have. This adjustment is done by the beaminwpfay
which scales the temperature®sc 7%2°. In addition to the quantities explicitly used in NEATM (aofflux, albedo, heliocentric
distance, emissivity) the temperature distributionfieeted by otherféects combined im: thermal inertia, surface roughness and
the rotation state of the object. Statistically, withoutadled information about the spin-axis orientation andqurargen indicates
high thermal inertia, angi<1 indicates a rough surface. Thermal properties of TNOs haea analysed in detail by Lellouch ef al.
(2013).

Emissivity is assumed to be constarffl) = 0.9 as discussed [n Vilenius etlal. (2012). This assumptiofftéased for small
Solar System bodies. A recederschelstudy using both PACS and SPIRE instruments (70, 100, 160,350 and 50@«m pho-
tometric bands) shows that in a sample of nine T}E@sitaurs most targets show significant indications of as&imiily decrease,
but only at wavelenghts above 2an, except for one active Centalr (Fornasier ét al. 2013)sTWwe assume that emissivity of
CKBOs is constant at MIPS and PACS wavelengths.

4S5r0i . . . .
The free parameters,, D = /— andp are fitted in a weighted least-squares sense by minimizing

-t i [F (4) = Frosa(1)]° ©)
i=1

o
wherey? is called the “reduceg?®”, v is the number of degrees of freedoithe number of data point, (1;) the observed flux
density at wavelengthi, or Hy transformed to flux density scale, with uncertaiofy andFn,qqe1is the calculated thermal emission
or optical brightness from Edsl 3 and 4. The number of degrEFsedom isN-3 whenHy is counted as one data point. If the fit
fails or gives an unphysicalthen a fixeds fit is made instead (see Sectlonl3.2) and the number of degfée®dom isN-2.

The error estimates of the fitted parameters are determiped Monte Carlo method (Mueller etlal., 2011) using a set of
1000 randomized input flux densities and absolute visualnitades for each target, as well as beaming factors for fixedses.
Our implementation of the technique is shown in Mommert £(2012). In cases of poor fit, i.e. reducetisignificantly greater
than one, the error bars are first rescaled so that the Monte @&thod would not underestimate the uncertainties offittesd
parameters. This is discussed in Santos-Sanz et al. (2@p2mlix B.1.). The assumption that the targets are sphenaaslightly
overestimate diameters, since most TNOs are known to be Maaispheroids (Difiard et al. 2009, Thirouin et al. 2010). NEATM
model accuracy at small phase angles is about 5% in the dtaesitmates and 10% in the geometric albedo [(e.g. Harr@$)20

3.1.1. Treatment of upper limits

Tableqd 2 anf]3 list several data points where only an uppérfimflux density is given. As mentioned in Section]2.3 theetved
flux densities of our sample were often lower than prediatioy a factor of two or more. In the planning we aimed at SRR
for the faintest targets (Sectibn R.2). If a target has attleae SNR 1 data point we can assume that the flux densities are not far
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below the SNR1 detection limit in the other, non-detected, bands. Sugieufimits we replace by a distribution of possible flux
densities. We assign them values, using a Monte Carlo tgabnfrom a one-sided Gaussian distribution with the magenqipper
limits in Tableg2 anfl]3) as the standard deviation. We catethe optimum solution in the sense of Eg. 5 and repeat@disimes.
The adopted, py andn are the medians of all the obtained values of the fitted paese@espectively.

It should be noted that both the treatment of upper limit Isaas well as non-detected targets (discussed below) is doae i
different way in this work than in previous works who treated upipgts as data points with zero flux density+0o-. We have
remodeled the CKBO sample lof Vilenius et al. (2012) usingrmw convention and find changes in size larger tha@% for a
few targets (see Sectign B.3).

For targets which are non-detections in all bands we giveulmits for diameters and lower limits for geometric albedWe
calculate them by making a fixegfit to the most constraining upper limit and assign a zero flemsity in that band, which is the
70umband in all the three cases (2002 §3/2003 WU gg, 2002 GH;,), using a 2r uncertainty. The reason to choose idstead
of 1o~ for non-detections is explained in the following. At the iirof detection SNR1 and we have a flux density &=sts, where
s is the - Gaussian noise level of the map determined by doing photgroet200 artificial sources randomly implanted near the
target. Thus, the probability that the “true” flux densitytloé target is more tharslabove the nominal value s (i.E>2s) is 16%.
On the other hand, if the SNR. observation is interpreted as an upper limit a similar phlity for the flux density to exceed
F>2s should occur. This requires that upper limits, which Haeen assigned zero flux for non-detections, are treated s i
order to avoid this discontinuity at SNR.

3.2. Results of model fits

The results of model fits using the NEATM (see Secfiod 3.1)gaven in Tabldb. For binary systems the diameters are to be
interpreted as area-equivalent diameters because ourvabieas did not spatially resolve separate components. friefered
solutions, based on the combination léérschelPACS andSpitzefMIPS data when available, are shown in Hig. 1. Although
size estimates can be done using one instrument alone, theiration of both instruments samples the thermal peak bed t
short-wavelength side of the SED by extending the wavelengterage and number of data points. When possible, we &mive
three parameters: radiometric (system) diameter, geanadredo and beaming factor. If data consistency does taw @ three-
parameter solution we fit for diameter and albedo. This tyigéxed-7," solution is chosen if a floating-solution (i.e.p as one of
the parameters to be fitted) gives an “unphysical” beamiopfa;<0.6 orn>2.6). An often used value for the fixegs 1.20:0.35
(Stansberry et al., 2008) and it was used also in previouksimased ofHerscheldata [(Santos-Sanz etlal., 20012, Mommert ét al.,
2012, Vilenius et all., 2012). A three-parameter fit may giwolution which has very large error bars such that the uaicgytin

n would cover its whole physical range. In such cases we hawptad the fitted value of as an “adjusted fixeg* value and run
the fit again keeping constant. In these cases we assign an error ba®.35 to the “adjusted fixeg-” value to be consistent with
estimates produced with the default fixed eta of £2@5. The type of solution is indicated in Table 5.

Since many of our targets have data only from PACS we showtlsBACS-only solutions in Taklé 5 for all targets which have
been detected in at least one PACS band. In many cases thiaat®ACS and the combined data set are consistent with each
other and the dierence is small. An exception is 2001 £8 For this target the élierent solutions are due to th&ext of the 24
umMIPS upper limit.

3.3. Comparison with earlier results

Of the 18 targets in our sample only 2001 gfand 2002 AWg7 have earlier published diametaibedo solutions and additionally
2001 Q%22 and 2001 Q3,2 have upper size limits in the literature. For 2001 fthe SpitzefMIPS based result, with fferent

MIPS flux densities anéty than used in this work (Tablé 3), ws=150"33 km, py=0.18"377 #n=0.79"38 (Brucker et al., 2009).

Our new diameter (233 km) is larger and geometric albeda@67* 065) |s lower than the previous estimate.
The first size measurement of 2002 A¥Wwas done with the Max Planck Millimeter Bolometer at the IRS@ m telescope.

The result of Margot et al. (2002) wds=886'11> km andpr=0.101"3938 Spitzermeasurements gave a smaller sixe740+100

km andpy=0. 12*8 8‘3‘ (Brucker et al., 2009). Our new result is close to this anddigsificantly smaller error bar®(=768fgg km,

py=0.112+3913).

The prg\eilous limits of 2001 Q2 wereD<200 km andpy>0.15 (Brucker et al., 2009). While the diameter limit is comnilplet
with the new size estimate (1@ km) the new geometric albedo is Iower0295+O gg due to PACS data points and updatég.
Also the MIPS data has been reanalysed and has changedsaartéet. Slmllarly, e geometric albedo estimate of 200%,6)
is now Q0852423 which is lower than the previous lower limit of 0.21 (Bruckerall, 2009). We use aftiérent absolute visual
magnltudeHV_7 29+ 0.67, whereas Brucker et al. (2009) used 6 0.5 for 2001 Q'E,zz

For binary targets it is possible to estimate a size rangedas the assumptions of spherical shapes and equal alb&thes o
primary and secondary components. Assuming a bulk dereityer of 0.5-2.0 g cn? and using the system mass and brightness
difference fronij Grundy et al. (201 1) the diameter range for Bsir@srimary component) is 129-205 km. Our solution for the
Borasisi-Pabu system is 163 km and the derived denS|ty:I2“ g cnT3 (see Sectiofi 416). Our new estimate for the primary

component is 12> km (Table9).

We have remodeled Teharonhiawako (flom Vilenius ét al. 220dth updateBpitzefMIPS flux densities given in Tablé 3. The
updated result gives a 24% larger size and 34% smaller al{ge Fig[ 2 and Tablé3[6-7 for all results). Previously, MiRa&
reduction gave upper limits only for 2001 Qu¥. After updated data reduction from both instruments thatgm of 2001 QYo7
is now based on a floating{it instead of a fixedy as was the case previouslylin Vilenius et al. (2012). The ribed® estimate
is lower, and the new size estimate is 15% larger. Altjirajolvthas updated PACS flux densities, is now estimated to be 29%
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Table 5. Solutions of radiometric modeling. The prefered solutitarget name and instruments in boldface) is the one with data
from two instruments, when available (see also Seéfidn 3.2)

Target Instruments No. of D py @ n Solution  Comment
bands (km) type

(2001 Q%22) PACS 3 25357 0048037 120:035 fixedy  defaulty
(2001 QS3p0) PACSMIPS 5 1869 0095931  120+035 fixedy  defaulty
66652 Borasis (1999 RZos3) B PACS,MIPS 5 1632 02369438 07701 floatingy

(2003 GHxgg) PACS 3 17821 0150018  120+035 fixedy  defaulty
135182 (2001 QF») PACS 3 1732  0071°99%  120+035 fixedy  defaulty
135182 (2001 QT 35) PACS,MIPS 5 159% 0085942  120+035 fixedy  defaulty
(2003 QA1) B PACS 3 2332 0162912  120+035 fixedy  defaulty
(2003 QAg1) PACS MIPS 5 260% 0130912 08391  floatingy

(2003 QRg;) B MIPS 2 28037 0054935 1207010  floatingy

(2003 WU1gg) B PACS 3 <220 >0.15 120+ 035 fixedp  defaulty
35671 (1998 Shés) PACS 3 3922 00600%9 122+035 fixedy adjusted;
35671 (1998 SN165) PACS,MIPS 4 3934 0060992 123+035 fixedy adjusted;
(2001 QDygg) PACS 3 2373 0.0659%39  120+035 fixedy  defaulty
(2001 QD2gg) PACS,MIPS 5 23327 00679%2 126+035 fixedy adjusted;
174567 Varda (200MW15) B PACS 3 7929, 0102958 0.847028  floatingn

86177 (1999 RY 215) PACS 3 2632 003259012 120+035 fixedy  defaulty
55565 (2002 AWq7) PACS 3 7147 01301031 10403 floatingy

55565 (2002 AW 197) PACSMIPS 5 76830 0112992 12991  floatingy

202421 (2005 UQs13) PACS 3 4988  02020% 127+035 fixedy adjusted;
(2004 PT 107) PACS 3 400% 00325991 153+035 fixedy adjusted;
(2002 GH3p) PACS 3 <230 >0.075  120+035 fixedy  defaulty
2001 QCogg B MIPS 2 3032 0063992  09830%5 floatingy

(2004 NT33) PACS 3 4238 0.1259%%%  0.69'945  floatingn

230965 (2004 XA1gp) PACS 3 3391 02690% 062279 floatingy

Notes. 'B’ indicates a known binary system and the diameter giveihésarea-equivalent system diamef@rLower uncertainty limited by the
uncertainty ofHy for 2001 QS,; (both solutions), 2003 QA (both solutions), 2003 Qfz, 2001 Q.. (both solutions), 2001 Qfgs, and 2004
XA102. ® Lower uncertainty limited by the diameter uncertainty of 6%he NEATM model.

larger than in_Vilenius et al., 2012. The dynamically hot GBE81996 Tg and 2002 Gzb, which have onlySpitzerobservations
(Brucker et al., 2009), have been remodeled (see Tableeh)sdnificant changes in flux densities. In our new estimateget 2002
GJ, has low albedo and large size, whereas the result of Brutled @009) was a smaller target with moderately high albedo
Contrary, 1996 T&'s new size estimate is smaller than the previous one, wihdrialbedo.

Due to the diferent treatment of upper limits (Section 3]11.1) the sizamedes of 2000 Okz, 2001 XRos4, 2002 KW 4, and
2003 URyg; have changed while input values in the modeling are the sanmé\lenius et al. (2012) (see Tablgéb-7 and Elg. 2).
The authors of that work had ignored all three upper limit2@2 KW, to obtain a floatingy fit for this target but with the new
treatment of upper limits there is no need to ignore any diaséead of a 319 km target with geometric albedo 0.08 the dutien
gives a high geometric albedo of 0.31 and a diameter of 161Thra.only case where we have ignored one upper limit is 2000
OKg7, which has four upper limits and was not detected by PACS.ufiper limit at 16Qumis an outlier compared to the others at
70-100um and therefore we do not assume that band to be close to thetidetimit (see the adopted solution in Fig. 2).
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Fig. 1. SEDs calculated from the model solutions (Tdble 5). Thekodiata points are from PACS (70, 100 and 180) and the gray
points are from MIPS (23.68 and /AR um) normalized to the observing geometry of PACS. Error béifsout a data point indicate
1o upper limits. An upper-limit solution based on a non-detects marked with a dashed line (see text). Target 2003, QRS
not observed by PACS.

4. Sample results and discussion

In planning theHerschelobservations we used a default assumption for geometréclalbf 0.08. As seen in TablE§5-7, almost
all dynamically cold CKBOs and more than half of hot CKBOs édngher albedos implying lower flux densities at far-incr
wavelengths. This has lead to the moderate SNRs and seypat limit flux densities in our sample. The frequency of bies
among the cold CKBOs is high due to the selection process &dHel targets (see Section 2.1). We use this sample of ¢S,
affected by the binarity bias, in the debiasing procedure df Hiee distribution because of the very small number of boraries
available. In the analysis of sample properties of CKBOs araetimes use a restricted sample, which we call “regularBOK,
where dwarf planets (Quaoar, Varuna, Makemake) and Hauame#yfmembers (Haumea and 2002 36 have been excluded.
All five targets mentioned are dynamically hot so that no c@#BOs are excluded when analysing the “regular CKBOs" sampl
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Fig. 1. continued. 2002 Gk} has an upper limit solution (see text).

Table 6. Adopted physical properties of cold classical TNOs.

Target i) a(AU) D(km) p n No. of bands Reference

(2001 Q%22) 02 442 1865, 0.09573%  (fixed) 5 This work

66652 Borasisi (1999 Ré;) B 0.6 43.9 16332 02362338 0.777933 5 This work

(2003 GHs) 1.1 440 178 0150018 (fixed) 3 This work

(2001 XRss) B 1.2 430 22141 0.136°9%8  (fixed) 3 (*)[Vilenius et al. (2012)
275809 (2001 Q¥s7) B 15 440 2292, 0152089 152702 5 (*) Milenius et all (2012)
(2002 VTy30) B 12 427 3247  00979%%8 1.20:0.35 2 Mommert (2013)

(2001 QBep) 1.8 426 1967k 0167312 1.20:0.35 2 Mommert (2013)

(2001 RZy5) B 21 444 1408 019193 07592 5 Vilenius et al. (2012)
(2002 G\4y) 22 439 <180 >0.19 (fixed) 3 (*YVilenius et al. (2012)
79360 Sila B 22 439 34842 0090997 136921 5 Vilenius et al. (2012)
(2003 QA B 24 445  260% 0130732 08331 5 This work

88611 Teharonhiawako B 26 442 22D 0.1452%¢  1.08239 5 (*) Milenius et all (2012)
(2005 Ebkgy) B 29 439  17#] 01698  (fixed) 3 Vilenius et al. (2012)
(2003 QRy) B 35 466 2805  0.054°50%% 1207010 2 This work

(2003 WUigg) B 38 443 <220  >0.15 (fixed) 3 This work

Notes. 'B’ indicates a known binary systern (Noll et al., 2008, Ndl¢, 2009/ Benecchi and Sheppard, 2013) and the diameten @ the area-
equivalent system diameter. (*) marks a target remodelétisrwork using input data from the reference.

4.1. Measured sizes

The diameter estimates in the "regular CKBO” sample areirenfyjom 136 km of 2003 UR), up to 934 km of 2002 M$ The

not detected targets (2002 Gy 2003 WU gg and 2002 GH,) may be smaller than 2003 Yg. Dynamically cold targets in our
measured sample are limited to diameters of 100-400 km wakdret CKBOs have a much wider size distribution up to sizes of
~900 km in our measured "regular CKBO” sample and up to 1430 krawdwarf planets are included.
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Fig.2. SEDs calculated for remodeled targets from Vilenius et201Q).Spitzerdata (gray points at 24 and 7im) have been
reduced tdHerschelobserving geometry.

We show the cumulative size distributidd(>D) o« D9 of hot classicals (from Tablg 7) and cold classicals (frorbl@)
in Fig.[@A. In the measured, biased, size distribution of hot CKBOs ar distinguish three regimes for the power law slope:
100<D<300 km, 40&:D<600 km and 70@€D<1300 km. The slope parameters for the latter two regimesg&2e0 andg~4.0. In
the small-size regime there are not enough targetdliardnt size bins to derive a reliable slope. The measureskthjzaold CKBO
sample gives a slope gi4.3 in the size range 26 <300 km. The debiased size distribution slopes are givenadti@e4.3.

4.2. Measured geometric albedos

Haumea family members and many dwarf planets have very hégimgtric albedos. The highest-albedo regular CKBO is 2002
KW 4 with py=0.31 and the darkest object is 2004,5xWwith py,=0.0325, both dynamically hot. Among dynamically cold oltgec
geometric albedo is between Silggg=0.090 and Borasisi'ey,=0.236.

The sub-sample of cold CKBOs are lacking low-albedo objemtspared to the hot sub-sample. Eig. 4 shows probabilitgiden
functions constructed from the measured geometric albaddsheir asymmetric error bars using the technique destiibdetail
in[Mommert (2013). The probability density for each indivad target is assumed to follow a lognormal distributionpaé scale
parameter is calculated using the upper and lower uncégsigiven for the measured geometric albedo. The mediamegeiz
albedo of the combined probability density (Fiyy. 4) of colassicals is A4*0.99, of regular hot CKBO%,=0.085358% and of all

4 Note that i Vilenius et dl. (2012) the authors usedfedent definitionN(> D) o« D9, but that notation dfers from most of the literature.
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Table 7. Adopted physical properties of hot classical TNOs.

Target i¢) a(Av) D (km) ps n No. of bands Reference
2002 KXy4 04 389  455:27 Q097094 179018 5 Vilenius et al. (2012)
2001 Q22 18 372 1580 0085042 (fixed) 5 This work
2003 URgy 27 326 136 010590 (fixed) 3 ()Vilenius et al. (2012)
1998 SNes 46 381 3932 0060099 (fixed) 4 This work
2000 Oy 49 468 1642 0169019 (fixed) 5 (*)\Vilenius et al. (2012)
2001 QD 50 427  23%] 0067092 (fixed) 5 This work
148780 Altjira B 52 445  33flL 0043001825  1gp02 5 () Vilenius et all (2012)
1996 TS 73 442 1594 0179017 0.75:02L 2 (*) Brucker et al. (2009)
50000 Quaoar B 80 433 10#38 Q127539 173+ 0.08 8 Fornasier et al. (2013)
2002 KWis 9.8 465 1613 031021 (fixed) 5 (*)IVilenius et al. (2012)
2002 G 116 441  416L 0035008 2.05038 2 (*) Brucker et al. (2009)
2001 KAy 119 473 31670 00990952 2.52:018 5 Vilenius et al. (2012)
19521 Chaos 120 460  60¢  0.050:090 22412 4 Vilenius et al. (2012)
2002 XWes 143 376  565% 0038004 0.79:927 3 Vilenius et al. (2012)
20000 Varuna 17.2 430 668*  0.127°09: 2.18°3% 3 Lellouch et al. (2013)
2002 MS 17.7 41.7 934 47 0051428:8%2 1.06 + 0.06 5 Vilenius et al. (2012)
2005 RNi3 19.2 418 6785 0107092 (fixed) 3 Vilenius et al. (2012)
2002 UXos B 194 428 69235 0107+0.010  107*5%¢ 8 Fornasier et al. (2013)
174567 Varda B 215 456 792 01027992 0.847028 3 This work
2004 G\ 220 418 68034 Q077000084 193:000 5 Vilenius et al. (2012)
1999 R¥;;5 222 455 268 00388902  (fixed) 3 This work
120347 Salacia B 239 422 98145 00447254 1.16+0.03 8 Fornasier et al. (2013)
2002 AWsg; 244 472 7682 0112002 1.29+013 5 This work
2005 UQus3 25.7 435 4983  0.202:50% (fixed) 3 This work
2002 TXs00 258 435  286:10 088%% 1.152%% occultation [Elliot et al. (2010),

+3 Lellouch et al. (2013)
2004 PTo; 26.1 40.6 4005 0032500 (fixed) 3 This work
2002 GH, 26.7 41.9 <180 >0.13 (fixed) 3 This work
136108 Haumea B 282 431 128D  0.804°5%52 0957933 3 Fornasier et dl., 2013
136472 Makemake 290 455  143® 0.77%0.03 2291598 occultation [Ortiz etal. (2012),

+3 Lellouch et al. (2013)
2001 QGes B 30.6 463 308 006120 0.985/0084 2 This work
2004 NTss 312 435 4287 0125008 0.69:048 3 This work
2004 XAsg 381 47.4  33g2® 02603 0.62:079 3 This work

Notes. 'B’ indicates a known binary system and the diameter givetmésarea-equivalent system diameter. (*) marks a targedvdetad in this
work.

hot CKBOs including dwarf planets and Haumea family the rapds p\,=0.10f8:(1)g. These medians are compatible with averages
obtained from smaller sample sizesip:0.04 for cold CKBOs and.@1+0.04 for hot CKBOs in Vilenius et al. (2012) but the
difference between the dynamically cold and hot sub-sampletabes than previously reported.

Of the other dynamical classes, the Plutinos have an avexhgelo of 0.0&0.03 (Mommertetal., 2012), scattered disk
objects have 0.112 (Santos-Sanz et al., 2012), detachedtshijave 0.17 (Santos-Sanz et al., 2012), gray Centauesth@g6
(Duffard et al. 2013) and red Centaurs 0.085 ffBrd et al. 20113). Dynamically hot classicals have a simil@arage albedo as
Plutinos and red Centaurs whereas the average albedo aEE&BOs is closer to the detached objects.

4.3. Debiased size distributions

The measured size distributions aféeated by biases: the radiometric method has a detectioty imil the measured sample is
not representative of all those targets which could have ldeg¢ectable in principle. For the debiasing we use a syiotheidel

of outer Solar System objects by the Canada-French Ecidéine Survey (CFEPS, Petit et al., 2011), which is based dir we
calibrated optical surveys. CFEPS providgsmagnitudes and orbital parameters of more than 15000 coBi@Kand 35000 hot
synthetic CKBOs. We perform a two-stage debiasing of thesonesal size distribution (see Appendix A for details) andvieslope
parameters. We have constructed a model of the detectidtrofirhlerschelobservations, which depends on objects’ sizes, albedos
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Fig. 3. Cumulative size distribution of all measured dynamicadly tred, upper) classicals from Table 7 and dynamically ¢olde,

lower) classicals from Tablg 6. The dotted lines are uni#its obtained by a Monte Carlo technique where the sizéargéts are
varied using their measured error bars, and a set of sizébdions are created. The standard deviation of thesedssrebutions
is calculated at each size bin.

and distances. This model is used in the first stage of delgialsi the second stage we debias the size distributioninstef how
the distribution ofHgs of the measured targets are related toHfgedistribution of the synthetic sample of those objects, Whic
would have been detectable.

CFEPS has synthetic objects to the limitf=8.5. All cold CKBOs in our measured sample hdig<7.5 and all hot CKBOs
haveHy <8.0. Therefore, these limits are first applied to the CFERSvsabefore debiasing the size distributions. Since alhef t
measured hot CKBOs are in the inner or main classical beéigxelude the outer CKBOs of CFEPS in the debiasing. Furtberm
we have excluded a few measured targets which are outsideliftal elements space of CFEPS objects, or which are ctodeet
limit of dynamically colghot CKBOs, to avoid contamination from one sub-populatothe other.

In translating the optical absolute magnitude of simul@E€&PS objects into sizes, a step needed in the debiasing (WppA),
we use the measured albedo probability densities (Eig. 4)statistical way. Our measured dynamically hot CKBOs calver
relevant heliocentric distance range of inner and mainstdakbelt CFEPS objects. While our measured sample of cKB@s
is limited to 3&r<45 AU we assume that the shape of the albedo distributioriegalso to more distant cold CKBOs. Although
there is an optical discovery bias prefering highobjects at large distances, the radiometric method has pwosip bias: lowpy
objects are easier to detect at thermal wavelengths thdmhigbjects. Among the radiometrically measured targets weado n
find evidence of any significant correlations (see Se¢fi6) detween geometric albedo and orbital elements, heltdcetistance
at discovery time nor ecliptic latitude at discovery time.

The debiased size distributions are shown in Eig. 5. Ouryaisabf cold CKBOs gives a debiased slopegeb.1+1.1 in the
range of &ective diameters of 166D<280 km. In the measured sample there are seven binariesraedibn-binaries in this size
range. For dynamically hot CKBOs the slopejis2.3+0.1 in the size range 18D<500 km. The slope is steepening towards the
end tail of the size distribution and in the size range&D&800 km we obtain a slope parametemef4.3+0.9. When comparing
the slopes of the cold and hot sub-populations it should bedhat for the cold subsample we are limited to the largejgtats
and the maximum size of cold CKBOs is smaller than that of HOBOs.

Size distribution is often derived from the LF using simyilify assumptions about common albedo and distance. Friagler e
(2010) have derived a LF based slope for dynamically coleabj{<5 deg, 3&r<55 AU): g=5.1+1.1, which is well compatible
with our value from a debiased measured size distribution.dynamically hot CKBO$ Fraser etlal. (2010) derived twgsk
depending on the distance of objects. For dynamically hggatd with 38r<55 AU andi>5 deg:q=2.8+1.0 and for a combined
sample of these hot and “close” objects £€8@38 AU): g=3.0+0.6. Both of the LF based results are compatible within thermgive
uncertainties with our estimate g£2.3+0.1.
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Fig. 4. Distribution of measured geometric albedos: upper pamatdtd CKBOs and lower panel for hot CKBOs. The thin lines
show the standard deviation of all probability density ritisttions, where each of the distributions has been detethivith one
target excluded, each target having been excluded once.
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Fig.5. Debiased size distributions (see text): hot CKBOs (redeupand cold CKBOs (blue, lower). The thin red and blue lines
are the error bars of each size bin (bin size 20 km for dyndiyicald and 40 km for dynamically hot CKBOs). The verticaldis
mark the ranges for which slope parameters have been datmi

4.4. Beaming factors

The temperature distribution over an airless objéeas the observed SED shape. In the NEATM model temperatadjusted

by the beaming factoy as explained in Sectidn 3.1. For CKBOs, the PACS bands ase tiothe thermal peak of the SED whereas
MIPS provides also data from the short-wavelength part ef3ED. Therefore, in order to determine a reliable estimnatéhfe
average beaming factor of classical TNOs we select thos#i@as which are based on detections with both PACS and MHeiS a
detected in at least three bands. Furthermore, we reqaird# MIPS 24:mband has been detected because it constrains the overall
shape of the SED making inferences based on those resulésreliaible. There is a large scatter of beaming factors amatBOs
spanning the full range of 6<n<2.6. There are five cold CKBOs and eight hot CKBOs with floatingplutions fulfilling the above
mentioned criteria. The averages of the two subpopulationsot difer much compared to the standard deviations. The average
beaming factor of 13 cold and hot CKBOs#s1.45+0.46 and the median is 1.29. This average is very close tordwiqus average
based on eight targets=1.47+:0.43 [Vilenius et al., 2012). The new averagis compatible with the default value of 1.20.35

for fixed n, fits as well as with averages of other dynamical classesndekginos have the averagel.lljgzig (Mommertet al.,
2012) and seven scattered and detached objectsrizavé@4+0.15 [Santos-Sanz etlal., 2012). Statistically, beamiotpfa of a
large sample of TNOs from all dynamical classes are depéiaameliocentric distance (Lellouch etlal., 2013). Therefg values

are likely to difer due to diferent distances of the populations iffdient dynamical classes.

4.5. Correlations

In the sample of measured objects we have checked possibédatimns between geometric albeolg diameteD, orbital elements
(inclinationi, eccentricitye, semimajor axisa, perihelion distance), beaming factor, heliocentric distance at discovery time,
ecliptic latitude at discovery time, visible spectral &ops well as B-V, V-R and V-1 colors. We use a modified form ef8pearman
correlation test (Spearman 1904) taking into account asgtmererror bars and small numbers statistics. The detbfli®method

16



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

are described in Peixinho et al. (2004) and Santos-Sanz (@412, Appendix B.2.). We consider correlation fiméentp to show

a 'strong correlation’ wherp| > 0.6 and 'moderate correlation’ when3< |p| < 0.6. Our correlation method does not show
any significant (confidence on the presence of a correlatBar) correlations between any parameters within the dynaigicald
subpopulation witiN=13 targets. Similarly, when making the correlation analgsi the CKBOs according to the DES classification
(N=23) we do not find any significant correlations.

4.5.1. Diameter and geometric albedo

There is a lack of large objects at small inclinations andnodl$ objects at high inclinations in our measured sample [Bitter
are subject to discovery biases since many of the surveys leen limited close to the ecliptic plandy( and ecliptic latitude
at discovery time show a moderate anti-correlation in thepda of all radiometrically measured targets). There isr@ngf size-
inclination correlation when all targets are included ().4and a moderate correlation if dwarf planets and Haumedlyfaare
excluded (3.8). The strong correlation within the sub-sample of hot CKB@&gsorted by Vilenius et al. (2012) is only moderate
with our larger number of targets, and it is no longer sigaific(2.3-2.57).[Levison and Stein (2001) found the presumable size-
inclination trend from the correlation between intrinsigghtness and inclination and showed that their result igkely to be
caused by biases. When observing with the radiometric tqaba, there is a selection bias of targets, which we estitodtave high
enough flux density to be detectable. According to Equapthe observed flux is approximately proportional to thgguted area
and inversely proportional to the square of distance. Asstedl study of 85 TNOs and Centaurs, with partially ovppiang samples
with this work, showed a strong#0.78, significance-8¢") correlation between diameter and instantaneous helincelistance
(Lellouch et al., 2013). Dynamically hot CKBOs show a modiexrrelation betweerfiective diameter and heliocentric distance
at discovery time (3.@). However, it is not significant when analyzed without dwaehnets and Haumea family (the "regular” sub-
sample). A diametginclination correlation could appear if there is a corrielabetween diameter and distance as well as between
distance and inclination. Our analysis finds no evidenceanfreelation between inclination and heliocentric dis&far the whole
measured sample£0.20, significance 1&) or any of the sub-samples. Therefore, we consider the latioe between diameter
and inclination reported here not to be caused by a seleltan

There is a moderat@4£-0.5) anti-correlation between diameter and geometrieddtamong the “regular” CKBOs (3. This
correlation disappears when the dwarf planets and Haunmeidyfenembers are added, or when the “regular” CKBOs is digide
into its cold or hot components. Inclination may be a commaniable, which correlates both with diameter and tenthtiwath
albedo as explained in the following. There is a moderateamelation between inclination and albedo among the utag
CKBOs, although it is not considered significant (2)5This is probably caused mainly by the cold CKB@s{0.51, 1.8, N=13)
and less by the “regular” hot CKBOp%£-0.17, 0.8, N=26). When combining the significant diaméteclination correlation
(3.90) with a tentative albedonclination correlation this combination may explain thederate diametgalbedo anti-correlation
we observe in our “regular” CKBOs sample. Therefore, we dbaumfirm the finding of Vilenius et al. (2012) about an anti-
correlation between size and albedo within the classicaD3 s it is probably due to a bias. The anti-correlation betwsize and
albedo was not observed in Plutinos (Mommert ét al., 201Bjchvdo not show any correlation between size and albedowitlr
scattereftietached-disc objects which show a positive correlatistesd[(Santos-Sanz et al., 2012).

We find no evidence of other correlations with orbital eletsenr colors involving size or geometric albedo.

4.5.2. Other correlations

CKBOs are known to have an anti-correlation between sudalme/spectral slope and orbital inclination (Trujillo and Brow&902,
Hainaut and Delsanti, 2002). In our measured sample a medayaelation exists for the whole sample (3)but is not significant
for the “regular” CKBOs (2.6-), which do not include dwarf planets and Haumea family mensid&e do not find any correlations
of the B-V, V-R and V-I colors with parameters other than speslope.

The apparenHy vsi anti-correlation in our target sample mentioned in Sed®dhis moderate and significant for the whole
sample (3.8 as well as for the hot sub-population (8)1 but less significant on the “regular” hot CKBOs sub-san{gl&c).

4.6. Binaries

In deriving bulk densities of binary systems, whoffeetive diameteb has been determined by the radiometric method, we assume
that the primary and secondary components i) are spheaiedlii) have equal albedos. A known brightnegadence between the

two componentdV can be written ak = 107024V = B—i/l, whereD; andD; are the diameters of the primary and the secondary
component antl= +/pv1/pv2 (components’ geometric albedps; andpy,). The radiometric (area-equivalenfjective diameter

3\1/3
of the system iD? = D? + D2 and the “volumetric diameter” iDyo = %D. which is then used in calculating mass
+
densities:ﬂggn with the usual assumption that | equals unity. The new radiommass density estimates of Borasisi, Varda and

2001 QQgg,\g_nd updated (see Sectionl3.3) densities of Teharonhigwdtiica, 2001 XR,s4, and 2001 Q¥g; are given in Tablg]l8
and shown in Figl 6. WheAV is small, the density estimate does not change to significaigher densities by changing the
assumed ratio of geometric albedos unless the albedo sbhveen the primary and the secondary was extreme. Tégedithe
binary components (Tablé 9) fer400 km objects are not significantlyftérent from each other. If we make the assumption that
D; = D, and determine densities and relative albedos we get desisltise to those in Tallé 8 for tkd00 km objects and albedo
ratios of 1.1-1.9.

17



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

Table 8. Density estimates of classical TNO binaries with a knownsnage primary and secondary are assumed to have equal
albedos and equal densities.

Target Adopted\V? Mass$ Bulk density/ literature  Reference Bulk densityhis work
(mag) (108 kg) (g cnt®) (gent3)
Borasisi 0.45 3133+ 0.027 ... .. 21728
2001 XRs4 0.43 4055+ 0.065 14“:1:8 Vilenius et al. (2012) DOjgjgg
2001 QYzg7 0.20 4105+ 0.038 14*12 Vilenius et al. (2012) @213
Sila 0.12 1084+ 0.22° 0.73:0.28 Vilenius et al. (2012), (b) ..
Teharonhiawako 0.70 245+ 0.032 114587 Vilenius et al. (2012) B0
Altjira 0.23 3986+ 0.067 063088 Vilenius et al. (2012) (80950
2002 UXos ~2.7 ~125+39 0.82:0.11 Brown (201%)
Varda 1.4% 265.1:3.9' " " 127:041
2001 QC298 0.44 11.88:0.14 " " 11403
Quaoar %+ 0.2¢ 1300- 1400 218733 Fornasier et dl. (2013)
Salacia 2372+ 0.060 436+ 11¢ 1.29'923 Fornasier et dl. (2013)

Notes. References. @ [Grundy et al. (2011) unless otherwise indicat®dGrundy et al. (2012)° [Fraser et al. (2012}? [Stansberry et al. (2012).
@ Brown and Suer (2007757 Grundy et al(in prep.)©@ [Brown (2013).

Table 9. Sizes of primary and secondary components assuming edpealad and spherical shapes of both components.

Target Primary's size  Secondary’s size
Dy (km) D2 (km)
Borasisi 1262 10339
2001 XRes4 171732 140728
2001 QYae7 169f$g 154%2
Sila 2493 23638
Teharonhiawako 178} 1293¢
Altjira 246738, 2213,
2002 UX%s 670+34 193:10
Varda 70581 36132
2001 QC298 235 192717
Quaoar® 1070+ 38 81+ 11
Salacia 82% 30 278+ 10

Notes. @ Quaoar'sD; andD, from[Farnasier et al. (2013).

The new density estimates of four targets are lower tharetdesermined by Vilenius et al. (2012). The reason for thgdar
change in density estimates is tpitzerflux update of three of the targets and &elient technique of treating upper limits in the
cases of Teharonhiawako, Altjira and 2001 %R Our assumption that the objects are spherical may giveoteaeénsity estimates
for elongated objects. The relatively large light curveiamon of 2001 QY%g7 of ~0.5 mag((Thirouin et él. 2012) suggests a shape
effect whereas the light curve amplitude of Altjira is not welldevn and is probably.0.3 mag |(Sheppard 2007). Lower density
limits can be derived based on rotational properties buptred is not known for these two targets. Densities lowantthat of
water ice have been reported for TNOs in the literature @&ansberry et al. 2006). The density of a sphere of pure vieemder
self-compression is slightly less than 1 g ©nand porosity at micro and macro scales reduces the bulktgeAsiother common
low-density ice is methane with a density-e®.5 g cnT3. A statistical study of TNOs from all dynamical classes shokat their
surfaces are very porous (Lellouch et al., 2013) indicaitirag) the material on the surface has a low density. Howewerpw bulk
densities of Altjira and Teharonhiawako reported here iregeignificant porosities of 40-70% for material densitid®.5-1.0 g
cm3. This would indicate the presence of macroporosity, i.at the objects are rubble piles of icy pieces.

5. Conclusions

The Herschelmission and the cold phase 8hpitzerhave ended. The next space mission capable of far-infrdvsdreations of
CKBOs will be in the next decade. Occultations can provide/ yew new size estimates annually, and the capabilitiedef t
Atacama Large Millimeter ArrayALMA) to significantly extend the sample of measured sizESNOs already presented may be
limited by its sensitivitf.

5 [Moullet et al. (2011) estimated 500 TNOs to be detectable byIA, based on assumed albedos commonly used at that time.
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Fig. 6. Bulk densities of classical TNOs. Blue marks cold CKBOs,hetiCKBOs, and magenta dwarf planet Quaoar.

In this work we have analysed 18 classical TNOs to deterntiai sizes and albedos using the radiometric technique atad d
from Herschelandor Spitzer We have also re-analysed previously published targetsppthem with updated flux densities. The
number of CKBOs with sizalbedo solutions in literature and this work is increasettttargets and additionally three targets have
a diameter upper limit and albedo lower limit. We have deteed the mass density of three CKBOs and updated four previou
density estimates. Our main conclusions are:

1. The dynamically cold CKBOs have higher geometric albédib4) than the dynamically hot CKBOs .85 without dwarf
planets and Haumea family, 0.10 including them), althobghditerence is not as great as reported by Vilenius et al. (2012).

2. We do not confirm the general finding[of Vilenius et al. (2pttt there is an anti-correlation between diameter anddalb
among all measured CKBOs as that analysis was based on &smathber of targets.

3. The cumulative size distributions of cold and hot CKBOgehaeen infered using a two-stage debiasing procedure.fdrac-
teristic size of cold CKBOs is smaller, which is compatiblghithe hypothesis that the cold sub-population may haveéor
at a larger heliocentric distance than the hot sub-pomriaifihe cumulative size distribution’s slope parametetsodiCKBOs
in the diameter range 18 <500 km isq=2.3+0.1. Dynamically cold CKBOs have an infered slopejeb.1+1.1 in the range
160<D<280.

4. The bulk density of Borasisi is2325 g cnm3, which is higher (but within error bars) than other CKBOs ifiifar size. The

bulk densities of Varda and 2001 Qgare 125*343 g cnv3 and 114*0:33 g cnv3, respectively. Our re-analysis of four targets
(D<400 km) has decreased their density estimates and they atéyrnetween 0.5 and 1 g crhimplying high macroporosity.
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Appendix A: Debiasing of size distributions
A.1. Targets

In the debiasing we use those measured targets which areatibiepwith the orbital element space of CFEPS synthetieaibj
Due to diferent classification used in our observing program, one C8BO (2001 QBgg) and two hot CKBOs from the inner
belt (2003 URg, and 2002 XW_z) have been excluded from the debiasing. To prevent possiiritamination between cghibt
sub-populations we have also excluded four hot CKBOs, wiradmations are not far above the4.5 deg cut-& limit (Quaoar,
Altjira, 2001 QDygg and 2000 Oky;). Three measured targets have their semi-major axis wiltlgirgap in CFEPS objects reserved
for the 2:1 mean motion resonance with Neptune. To our knidgdethese three targets are not in resonance, thereforatbey
included. In total, 25 hot CKBOs from the inner and main baitsincluded in the debiasing as well as 12 cold CKBOs.

A.2. Magnitude conversion

CFEPS usesly values for their synthetic objects. If V-R color is known thidy can be converted intbly. We use the average
color of cold classicals: V-R0.63:0.09 (N=49) and hot classicals: V=F0.51+0.14 (N=43) from the MBOSS-2 data base. Lupton
(2005) conversion formulas and conversion uncertaintiegsee Footnote 2 for reference):

V = g-0.5784x(g—r) —0.0038 o = 0.0054 (A.1)
R=r-0.1837«(g-r) - 0.0971 o =0.0106 (A.2)
Using the average V-R color we get

cold: V=g-052 o =009 (A.3)

hot: V=9g-040 o0=014 (A.4)

A.3. PACS detection limit

Many of the measured cold CKBOs were very faint, the flux dessbeing<5.5 mJy. Contrary, the hot CKBOs were brighter
and only one out of 29 observed by PACS was a non-detectianPAES observations were executed in a standardized way usin
similar observation durations and parameters. While tpetigon factor in “TNOs are Cool” was designed separatelydach
target, in the range REH,...,6, for the cold CKBOs the most common choise was REfotal 2-visit duration at 7@m or 100
umband 94 min). Of the cold CKBOs only Sila, Teharonhiawak@ PBR254 and 2002 GV31 had shorter durations with REP

or REP=4. 2002 GV31 was a non-detection, the other three are larg@@D km) and relatively brightH{y<6.1). The lowest flux
densities with 2-band detections in our sample are at thed 1.7 mJy at 10Qum. According to NEATM (in the following we
assumey =1.2), the peak flux density of 1.7 mJy would be emitted by aedigtr,=A=40 AU if its diameter isD=167.5 km

and geometric albedpy,e=0.04. In the following, we make the simplifying assumptibattduring our observationg ~ A. The
peak flux density remains constant (but with a small shift avelength position) if a target is atffirent distance and its size with
respect to the reference size is scaled according to trendisichange. I§is a scale factor in the distance then the diameter scales
ass''’5, i.e. at a distance of 40AU the object’s size should b& "°D,¢f to maintain the same peak flux density. In the above, albedo
was kept constant. Thefect of albedo depends on the phase integral because we hidlkie Bond albedd: A = pyq(pv), where
d(pv) = 0.336py + 0.479 (Brucker et al. 2009). Other values being constant,ohggtric albedo changes then the diameter has to
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be scaled in order to maintain the constant maximum flux therit is the scaling factor of geometric albedo, then diametdesca
as

1 — pyrer A(Pyrer) 3
1 -t pyrer d(t Purer) )

(A.5)

A.4. Debiasing procedure
A.4.1. Debiasing stage 1

First we debias with respect to the radiometric detectimit {Sectior ’A.B). Diameters are assigned to each CFEPS CiKB®an-
dom way using the geometric albedo probability densitietvdd from measured targets (see Sedfioh 4.2). Then, sshétditions
of synthetic objects are calculated. The debiasing fadistage (1) are obtained by dividing the numbers of CFEPS QX the
cumulative size distribution bins by the numbers of potahtidetectable CFEPS objects in the same size bins. Forsexthetic
object we have the distance, randomly selected albedohardiameter calculated using that albedo HgdEach object is checked
against the detection limit derived in Sectlon]A.3. The utaigties are calculated as the Lincertainties of the calculated ratio,
where the two distributions have been produced 500 timdsnaiidomly assigned albedos to the synthetic objects.

The debiasing factors are applied to the size distributafn®easured targets. The numbers of targets in the measizeed s
distribution bins are multiplied by the corresponding stétj) debiasing factors.

A.4.2. Debiasing stage 2

In stage (2) we are debiasing the selectiffieas of our target sample compared to the sample which cewielbheen detected with
PACS. The selectionfiects of the measured target sample include the discovesyblanown TNOs. This debiasing is done using
optical absolute magnitudés, of both the synthetic CFEPS objects and the measured t{sjeps 1-3 below) and translated into
debiasing factors for each bin in the size distributiongst#-6). The stage (2) debiasing factors are calculateckifottowing way:

1. Create cumulativély distribution of both the measured sample and the poteytiltectable CFEPS synthetic objects. The
latter is an average of a large number of sets of potentia@tgatable objects, where the detection limit calculat®nsing
randomly assigned albedos (from the probability densggritiution similar to those in Fill 4) for each syntheticexj

2. Calculate the ratio of numbers of objects in ebfgtbin of the potentially detectable distribution and the nueed distribution.
Normalize these factors so that the smallest factor is eéquate.

3. Multiply the measured#ly distribution by the factors from step 2.

4. Generate sizes for objects in edt¢hbin after step 3 in a statistical way using the measured alpesbability density distribu-
tion. The relative dierences in the numbers of objects in ebigtbin of this step is given by the relativefiérences of numbers
of objects in theHy distribution of step 3.

5. Calculate a size distribution using all the objects gatestin step 4.

6. Calculate debiasing factors from step 5 and the measiredistribution. Normalize these factors so that the lstrtgrget has
a factor equal to one. In the dynamically hot sub-populatianmea and Makemake, two targets outside the CREP@&Nge,
were notincluded in calculating debiasing factors.
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