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ABSTRACT
We present an analytic theory for the resolution attainable via eclipse mapping of exoplanets, based on the Fourier components
of the brightness distribution on the planetary disk. We find that the impact parameter determines which features can and cannot
be seen, via the angle of the stellar edge relative to the axis of the orbit during the eclipse. We estimate the signal-to-noise ratio
as a function of mapping resolution, and use this to determine the attainable resolution for a given star-planet system. We test
this theory against numerical simulations and find good agreement; in particular, our predictions for the resolution as a function
of stellar edge angle are accurate to the simulated data to within 10% over a wide range of angles. Our prediction for the number
of spatial modes that can be constrained given a light curve error is similarly accurate. Finally, we give a list of exoplanets with
the best expected resolution for observations with the NIRISS SOSS, NIRSpec G395H, and MIRI LRS instruments on JWST.

Key words: planets and satellites: atmospheres – methods: observational

1 INTRODUCTION

Understanding the temperature distributions of exoplanets is critical
to testing models of heat redistribution, which in turn grant valuable
insight into the mechanisms driving heat transport and the dynamic
structure of the atmosphere (Lewis & Hammond 2022). While sim-
ulations and theoretical calculations (e.g. Perez-Becker & Showman
(2013)) can inform us about what the temperature distributions of
exoplanetary atmospheres might look like, these results cannot be
tested without observational data.

Phase curves, which are observations of phase-resolved emission
from planets, provide longitudinal information about their bright-
ness temperatures. Their day-side and night-side temperatures, and
the offsets of their hottest points from the substellar point, are espe-
cially valuable information. By decomposing the phase curve into its
Fourier components, the longitudinal brightness distribution of the
planet can be determined (Cowan & Agol 2008); this method was
successfully applied to HD 189733 b (Knutson et al. 2007). Planets
with axes of rotation inclined to the line of sight provide very limited
latitudinal information, in that the spherical harmonics antisymmet-
ric about the equator will also contribute to the light-curve (Cowan
et al. 2013).

Eclipse mapping, a method first used on stars and accretion disks
(Horne 1985; Baptista & Bortoletto 2004; Collier Cameron 1997),
is now available as a means to study exoplanets thanks to the preci-
sion of measurements with the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST)
(Rauscher et al. 2007b). As a planet is eclipsed by its star, different
parts of the planet are hidden at different times. Measuring the light
curve therefore provides information about the brightness distribu-
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tion of the planet (Williams et al. 2006; Majeau et al. 2012). Eclipse
mapping allows asymmetries about the equator to be constrained
(as seen in simulations in e.g. Menou (2020), Cho et al. (2003)),
and since secondary eclipses are short compared to the planet’s or-
bital period, the method takes less telescope time and assumes less
about the stability of brightness features on the planetary photosphere
(Jackson et al. 2019; Rauscher et al. 2007a; Cho et al. 2003).

While eclipse mapping was attempted by Majeau et al. (2012);
de Wit et al. (2012) using Spitzer data of HD 189733 b, they could
only constrain the spherical harmonics up to 𝑙 = 1, i.e. the dipole
moment, and three of the four modes could be constrained with only
the phase curve. Using JWST, it is now possible to apply eclipse
mapping to some exoplanets and achieve reasonable resolution on
the day side of the planet using a relatively short amount of telescope
time; Coulombe et al. (2023) were able to constrain five spherical
harmonics on WASP-18 b using a segment spanning only around a
third of the full orbit, although there was a low degree of confidence
in the fitted latitudinal structure. In general, eclipse mapping results
cannot be trusted to very high resolution due to the presence of a “null
space” of spatial patterns that do not contribute to a given eclipse
signal (Challener & Rauscher 2023).

Hot Jupiters are gas giants in extremely short orbits around their
stars (𝑃 <∼ 10 days). They have high equilibrium temperatures
because of their proximity to their host stars, and are often inflated
with radii moderately larger than Jupiter’s. Their high temperatures
and large sizes give them excellent signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs) and
thus make them ideal targets for mapping. They are expected to be
tidally locked due to their close-in orbits (Rasio et al. 1996; Guillot
et al. 1996), and global circulation model (GCM) simulations predict
them to have large day-night temperature contrasts due to the strong
stellar heating (Showman & Guillot 2002; Perez-Becker & Showman
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2013). Simulations also find a strong superrotating component at the
equator, which in turn results in a shift of the hot-spot eastwards
and a warming of the equator towards the terminator (Menou 2020).
These features are validated by observations, with large phase curve
amplitudes and phase offsets being ubiquitous among hot Jupiters
(Parmentier & Crossfield 2017; Knutson et al. 2007), though GCMs
often have difficulty replicating the observed values (Showman et al.
2020).

The inclusion of drag (often in the form of Lorentz drag by the
planetary magnetic field on a partially ionised atmosphere (Menou
2012)) can serve to hinder heat transport and thus results in a sharper
drop in temperature at the terminator (Perez-Becker & Showman
2013). Clouds may also form on the night side and the cooler west-
ern hemisphere of hot Jupiters (Parmentier et al. 2013), and thereby
create a larger thermal contrast and a reversed optical phase curve
offset compared to the thermal phase curve (Roman et al. 2021).
Clouds, photochemistry, and other processes may also create chemi-
cal gradients which will affect the temperature profile and spectrum
emitted by the atmosphere (Parmentier et al. 2018).

While phase curves can probe some of these, eclipse mapping
allows hot Jupiters to be observed in greater detail, and can access
features which the phase curve alone cannot. It is clear that the
resolution of an eclipse map can be improved by observing targets
with better SNR and longer eclipses, and it might seem obvious that a
planet with a perfectly edge-on orbit will not be able to provide much
latitude information due to the system being symmetric along that
axis. One might also guess that eclipse observations might be more
sensitive to sharp gradients (e.g. as found in Parmentier et al. (2016))
than the phase curve, as the phase curve only gives hemisphere-
averaged flux. That said, it is not immediately obvious how various
parameters of the planet and its orbit affect the resulting eclipse
map. We therefore derive a quantitative prediction of the expected
resolution of an eclipse map derived from an observation of any
planet given its properties, its orbital parameters, and the precision
of the observation.

In Section 2, we provide an argument for the amount of degeneracy
in eclipse mapping. We then derive the light-curve amplitude for
sinusoidal surface modes, and finally derive the resolution achievable
using eclipse mapping for surface modes up to an order 𝑁 . In Section
3, we discuss the methods used in our numerical tests. In Section 4,
we present the results of those numerical tests. In Section 5, we apply
our theory to real planets to predict which make the best targets for
eclipse mapping. Finally, in Section 6, we give our conclusions.

2 THEORY

Eclipse mapping works by measuring the brightness of a system as
a planet is eclipsed by its star. Since different parts of the planet
get eclipsed at different points in time, this yields some information
about the brightness distribution on the surface of the planet (see
Figure 1A).

In this paper, we are looking to study eclipse mapping with a
simple, approximate, analytic model; while this involves presenting
a theory for converting from the light curve to the brightness dis-
tribution and a numerical method in Section 3, we do not seek to
replace the existing methods, merely to explain their properties. We
would like to refer readers to formalisms such as Starry (Luger et al.
2019) and SPIDERMAN (Louden & Kreidberg 2018) for actually
retrieving brightness distributions from light-curves.

We are looking to determine the level of degeneracy in eclipse
mapping, and for an estimate of the strength of the contribution of

a given surface mode (e.g. a spherical harmonic or a Fourier mode)
to the eclipse light curve. We begin by defining the differential light
curve 𝜙:

𝜙 =
dΦ
d𝜏
, (1)

where Φ is the light curve and 𝜏 is a modified time coordinate such
that 𝜏 ranges from −1 to 1 as the planet goes from fully eclipsed
to fully visible, with 𝜏 = 0 halfway between first and second (or
third and fourth) contacts. The differential light curve is easy to
calculate assuming 𝑅𝑝 << 𝑅𝑠 (where 𝑅𝑝 and 𝑅𝑠 are the planetary
and stellar radii respectively) as the integral along a line across the
planet (the line being the edge of the star at time 𝜏). We neglect the
rotation of the planet between ingress and egress for simplicity. We
also assume that 1 − 𝑏 >> 𝑅𝑝/𝑅𝑠 so that the angle of the stellar
edge does not change over the course of the ingress/egress, which
means grazing eclipses are not covered by our theory. Finally, we
assume a known ephemeris; we do not include any errors in the
eclipse timing. While the hotspot offset is degenerate with the timing
of the eclipse (predicted by Williams et al. (2006) and observed
by Agol et al. (2010)), measurements made with JWST are precise
enough to break this degeneracy; Coulombe et al. (2023) were able
to constrain eclipse timing to within 9s for an ingress/egress duration
of over 15 minutes. Spectrally resolved observations can also break
this degeneracy, as maps can vary as a function of wavelength, but
system parameters cannot (Dobbs-Dixon et al. 2015).

2.1 Some geometry

We define an angle 𝜃0 such that the impact parameter 𝑏 = sin𝜃0
and thus

√
1 − 𝑏2 = cos𝜃0. We take the planet to be a circle of

radius 1 centred on the origin, and call the coordinates parallel and
perpendicular to the direction of motion 𝑥 and 𝑦 respectively. We
find the stellar edge forms a line such that:

𝑥 = 𝜏 cos𝜃0 − ℎ sin𝜃0 (2)
𝑦 = 𝜏 sin𝜃0 + ℎ cos𝜃0 (3)

where ℎ is a coordinate parallel to the stellar edge, and can take
values such that |ℎ| <

√
1 − 𝜏2 (see Figure 1B). For some brightness

distribution 𝐵(𝑥, 𝑦), the differential light-curve is:

𝜙(𝜏) =
∫ √

1−𝜏2

−
√

1−𝜏2
𝐵(𝑥, 𝑦) 𝑑ℎ (4)

=

∫ √
1−𝜏2

−
√

1−𝜏2
𝐵(𝜏 cos𝜃0 − ℎ sin𝜃0, 𝜏 sin𝜃0 + ℎ cos𝜃0) dℎ. (5)

2.2 The degeneracy

Let us take a differential light-curve of the form

𝜙(𝜏) =
√︁

1 − 𝜏2 𝑃𝑁 (𝜏) (6)

where 𝑃𝑁 is a polynomial of order 𝑁 . Consider a separable bright-
ness pattern produced from the product of a polynomial of order 𝑛
in 𝑥, and another of order 𝑚 in 𝑦:

𝐵(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝑝𝑛 (𝑥) 𝑞𝑚 (𝑦), (7)

which produces the differential light-curve 𝜙. The result of this prod-
uct will be some order 𝑛 + 𝑚 polynomial in ℎ and 𝜏. Examining the
contribution to the light curve of one term of this polynomial,

𝜙𝑖 𝑗 =

∫ √
1−𝜏2

−
√

1−𝜏2
ℎ𝑖 𝜏 𝑗𝑑ℎ =

{√
1 − 𝜏2 2

𝑖+1 (1 − 𝜏2)
𝑖
2 𝜏 𝑗 𝑖 is even

0 𝑖 is odd
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On the resolution of eclipse mapping 3

(A) (B) (C)

Figure 1. (A) The premise of eclipse mapping. As a planet passes behind its star, different slices of the planet are hidden at different times. The change in sign
of the stellar edge angle from ingress to egress (and to a lesser extent, the curvature of the star) gives 2D information about the brightness distribution. During
some time d𝑡 , an area of the planet d𝐴 is hidden. The flux contributed by d𝐴 is dΦ, equal to the integral of the brightness distribution 𝐵(𝑥, 𝑦) over the slice. (B)
The geometry we use in our derivation. We use Cartesian coordinates rather than spherical ones as they lend themselves more easily to analytic calculations. ℎ
is a coordinate defined along the stellar edge, while 𝜏 is a modified time coordinate perpendicular to the stellar edge. We also show the angle of the stellar edge
𝜃0 and the angle associated with the mode 𝜃 . The dashed red line shows the stellar edge for 𝜃0 = 𝜃 ; this clearly lines up with the features of 𝐵(𝑥, 𝑦) . (C) The
brightness contributions from points along the stellar edge for the mode shown in (B), when it is well-aligned (top) and poorly-aligned (bottom; see Equation
18). For simplicity, we rotate the coordinates from 𝐵(𝑥, 𝑦) to 𝐵(ℎ, 𝜏 ) . The corresponding differential light curves 𝜙 (𝜏 ) are also shown; the cancellation
between positive and negative sections of 𝐵(ℎ, 0) when the mode is poorly-aligned result in a very small differential light-curve compared to when the mode is
well-aligned.

(8)

and thus contributes a polynomial of order 𝑖+ 𝑗 to 𝑃𝑁 . As 𝑖+ 𝑗 = 𝑛+𝑚,
we must set 𝑛 + 𝑚 = 𝑁 if we want the light curve produced by 𝐵
to be a polynomial of the same order as 𝜙. For 𝐵 to regenerate the
differential light curve 𝜙, we must match the coefficients of 𝑝 and 𝑞
such that they equal the coefficients on 𝑃𝑁 . When both 𝑛 and 𝑚 are
non-zero, the resulting equations are non-linear and involve products
of the coefficients of 𝑝 and 𝑞. Nonetheless, we have 𝑁 equations and
𝑛 +𝑚 = 𝑁 coefficients to solve for, and so can reduce 𝑝, 𝑞 to at most
a finite number of solutions.

While for a given 𝑛, 𝑚, we can solve for the coefficients of 𝑝 and
𝑞, we must recall that we do not know a priori which values of
𝑚 and 𝑛 to take, and so any 𝑛, 𝑚 pair can satisfy the equations as
long as 𝑛 + 𝑚 = 𝑁: we instead have 1

2 (𝑁 + 2) (𝑁 + 1) coefficients
to solve for (the number of terms 𝑥𝑖𝑦 𝑗 where 𝑖 + 𝑗 ≤ 𝑁). Looking
closely, we find another 𝑁 equations given to us by the fact that the
ingress and egress light curves will in general be different, and in
turn if 𝑝𝑛 is odd, the ingress and egress light curves differ by a sign
flip, while if 𝑝𝑛 is even, they are identical. As there is one 𝑁 = 0
mode, we must add that too. As such, we have 1

2 (𝑁 + 2) (𝑁 + 1)
coefficients to solve for with 2𝑁 + 1 equations; for 𝑁 ≥ 2, there is
no unique solution. Equivalently, by subtracting solutions from one
another, we get a set of brightness distributions which yield light
curves equal to zero - the ‘null space’ (Challener & Rauscher 2023).
While we cannot determine the true surface brightness distribution
from the light curve due to these degeneracies, we can nonetheless
make progress using some reasonable assumptions.

2.3 Sinusoidal brightness patterns

To examine the observable brightness of the various modes, we will
take surface modes of the form:

𝐵𝑛𝑚 (𝑥, 𝑦) = sin(𝑛𝜋(𝑥 − 𝑥0)) sin(𝑚𝜋(𝑦 − 𝑦0)) (9)

where 𝑛 and 𝑚 are the horizontal and vertical wavenumbers; we can
take the overall order 𝑁 such that 𝑁2 = 𝑚2 +𝑛2 (for reasons that will
become clear later on), though the exact combination is arbitrary. We
include a phase factor along 𝑥 and 𝑦 for generality, though it should
not have any effect on the ultimate result. This separable form results
in analogous equations between the ingress and egress light curves,
so we will only have to treat one and get the other for free (with a
sign change in cos𝜃0).

2.4 Calculating the differential phase curve

From Equation 4, the differential light curve can be calculated as:

𝜙(𝜏) =
∫ √

1−𝜏2

−
√

1−𝜏2
sin(𝑛𝜋(𝑥 − 𝑥0)) sin(𝑚𝜋(𝑦 − 𝑦0)) dℎ (10)

=

∫ √
1−𝜏2

−
√

1−𝜏2
sin(𝑛𝜋(𝜏 cos𝜃0 − ℎ sin𝜃0 − 𝑥0))

× sin(𝑚𝜋(𝜏 sin𝜃0 + ℎ cos𝜃0 − 𝑦0)) dℎ. (11)

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2023)
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Using the identity∫
sin(𝑎𝑥 + 𝑏) sin(𝑐𝑥 + 𝑑) d𝑥

=
1
2

(
sin((𝑎 − 𝑐)𝑥 + (𝑏 − 𝑑))

𝑎 − 𝑐 − sin((𝑎 + 𝑐)𝑥 + (𝑏 − 𝑑))
𝑎 + 𝑐

)
, (12)

and collecting like terms in ℎ and 𝜏, we find

𝜙(𝜏) = − 1
2

[
sin

(
𝜋((𝑛 cos𝜃0 − 𝑚 sin𝜃0) 𝜏 + (−𝑛 sin𝜃0 − 𝑚 cos𝜃0) ℎ

+ (−𝑛 𝑥0 + 𝑚 𝑦0))
)
(𝜋(𝑛 sin𝜃0 + 𝑚 cos𝜃0))−1

+ sin
(
𝜋((𝑛 cos𝜃0 + 𝑚 sin𝜃0) 𝜏 + (−𝑛 sin𝜃0 + 𝑚 cos𝜃0) ℎ

+ (−𝑛 𝑥0 − 𝑚 𝑦0))
)
(𝜋(−𝑛 sin𝜃0 + 𝑚 cos𝜃0))−1

]√1−𝜏2

−
√

1−𝜏2

.

(13)

We will discard the first term for two reasons: firstly, as ℎ is slowly-
varying around 𝜏 = 0, the dominant frequency contributed by the
term is ∼ 𝜋(𝑛 cos𝜃0 − 𝑚 sin𝜃0), which will end up being degenerate
with the lower-order terms (which we expect to both be intrinsically
brighter and to be damped by a much smaller denominator). Secondly,
its denominator is always of order 𝑁 , whereas the second term has
a denominator which vanishes for a specific (𝑛, 𝑚) pair (which we
will call ‘well-aligned’). At this well-aligned (𝑛, 𝑚) pair, the the
bright and dark areas of 𝐵(𝑥, 𝑦) line up with the stellar edge, and
so high-frequency (orthogonal) component of the resulting signal
will be large (see Figure 1C, where 𝜃 ≃ 𝜃0 occurs when the mode
becomes well-aligned). Note that neglecting this term does require
us to assume that neither of (𝑛, 𝑚) is zero (i.e. that the mode varies
along both axes); otherwise, the two terms are the same to within a
phase difference. Thus we are left with:

𝜙(𝜏) ≃ −1
2

[
sin

(
𝜋((𝑛 cos𝜃0 + 𝑚 sin𝜃0) 𝜏 + (−𝑛 sin𝜃0 + 𝑚 cos𝜃0) ℎ

−(𝑛 𝑥0 + 𝑚 𝑦0))
)
(𝜋(−𝑛 sin𝜃0 + 𝑚 cos𝜃0))−1

]√1−𝜏2

−
√

1−𝜏2

.

(14)

Expanding this using the angle summation formula yields

𝜙(𝜏) ≃ −1
2

[
cos(𝜋((𝑛 cos𝜃0 + 𝑚 sin𝜃0) 𝜏 − (𝑛 𝑥0 + 𝑚 𝑦0))))

× sin(𝜋((−𝑛 sin𝜃0 + 𝑚 cos𝜃0) ℎ)

× (𝜋(−𝑛 sin𝜃0 + 𝑚 cos𝜃0))−1
]√1−𝜏2

−
√

1−𝜏2

, (15)

where we can discard the term containing cos( [...] ℎ) as it vanishes
under the symmetric bounds. Evaluating the bounds, we reach:

𝜙(𝜏) ≃ cos(𝜋((𝑛 cos𝜃0 + 𝑚 sin𝜃0) 𝜏 − (𝑛 𝑥0 + 𝑚 𝑦0))))

× sin(𝜋((−𝑛 sin𝜃0 + 𝑚 cos𝜃0) ℎ1) (𝜋(𝑛 sin𝜃0 − 𝑚 cos𝜃0))−1,
(16)

where ℎ1 =
√

1 − 𝜏2. Finally, we make the approximation that ℎ1 is
slowly-varying compared to 𝜏 for most of the ingress/egress and thus

its factor modulates 𝜙 by a factor that is on average 1√
2
, giving:

𝜙(𝜏) ≃ − 1
√

2
sinc(𝜋((𝑛 sin𝜃0 − 𝑚 cos𝜃0))

× cos(𝜋((𝑛 cos𝜃0 + 𝑚 sin𝜃0) 𝜏 − (𝑛 𝑥0 + 𝑚 𝑦0)))). (17)

We can see that the first part forms a constant prefactor, and the
second a (co)sinusoidal variation in time, with phase given by the
phase factors 𝑥0 and 𝑦0 (as expected, they do not affect the amplitude
of the signal). As the prefactor is a sinc, when its argument is near
zero, 𝜙 will be order-1 for all 𝑁 , however it will drop as ∼ 1/𝑁
for a poorly-aligned (𝑛, 𝑚) pair. Based on this, we can define 𝜃 :
𝑛 = 𝑁 cos𝜃, 𝑚 = 𝑁 sin𝜃 (see Figure 1B; this is why we picked our
definition for 𝑁 earlier) and our phase factor 𝛾𝑝 = −𝑛 𝑥0 −𝑚 𝑦0, and
rewrite our formula as

𝜙(𝜏) ≃ − 1
√

2
sinc(𝜋 𝑁 sin(𝜃−𝜃0)) cos(𝜋(𝑁 cos(𝜃−𝜃0) 𝜏+𝛾𝑝)) (18)

This form renders the notion of well- and poorly-aligned modes
very clear (see Figure 1C). When sin(𝜃 − 𝜃0) < 1/𝑁 , the mode
is well-aligned and the differential light curve is order 1. When
sin(𝜃 − 𝜃0) > 1/𝑁 , the amplitude of the differential phase curve
drops rapidly with worsening alignment, and takes a typical value
of ∼ 1/𝑁 . As there are ∼ 𝑁 modes of order 𝑁 , we can also see
that there will always be a well-aligned mode, which will dominate
the observed signal, especially for larger 𝑁 . Note that the zeroes
of the sinc do not necessarily have any physical correspondence,
they merely arise from our choice of surface modes. The scaling and
width of the maximum, however, are physical; these tell us about how
bright well-aligned features will be relative to their poorly-aligned
counterparts, and what angular range a feature must be in to be
well-aligned.

Despite the notion of well-aligned/poorly-aligned modes being
linked to the null space (in that well-aligned modes will dominate
the non-null space if we choose to use the minimum 𝐵(𝑥, 𝑦) that can
create a given light curve), it is important to point out that neither the
well-aligned modes nor the poorly-aligned modes are entirely in nor
out of the null space; the null space will be some linear combination
of well-aligned and poorly-aligned modes, if the contributions from
well-aligned modes to 𝐵 may be minor corrections.

While the argument from polynomial light curves only has two
distinguishable modes per order (the inverting and non-inverting
modes), the sinusoidal brightness distributions have four. This is
because the even and odd polynomials are different orders, whereas
their equivalents here - sine and cosine - are grouped into the same
order. Hence the phase factor 𝛾𝑝 links four separate modes; we could
take them to be 𝛾𝑝 = 0 or 𝜋

2 , and either add 0 or 𝜋 for the egress
depending on whether the curve is inverting or not.

2.5 The full light curve

Up until now, we have been dealing with the differential light curve as
it is easier to calculate. We now have a form which we can integrate:

Φ(𝜏) =
∫ 𝜏

−1
𝜙(𝑡1) d𝑡1

≃ − 1
√

2
sinc(𝜋 𝑁 sin(𝜃 − 𝜃0))

×
∫ 𝜏

−1
cos(𝜋(𝑁 cos(𝜃 − 𝜃0) 𝑡1 + 𝛾𝑝) d𝑡1. (19)

Since we are only interested in the variations in Φ (we can assume
we know the overall brightness of the planet from the eclipse depth),

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2023)



On the resolution of eclipse mapping 5

we can drop the lower bound of the integral, and, by taking the root-
mean-square average, we get rid of phase information. Thus the scale
of the variation in Φ is

⟨Φ⟩ ≃ sinc(𝜋 𝑁 sin(𝜃 − 𝜃0))
2 𝜋 𝑁 cos(𝜃 − 𝜃0)

. (20)

For well-aligned modes where the sinc is order-1, ⟨Φ⟩ scales as
1/𝑁 , while for poorly-aligned modes, it scales as 1/𝑁2. One might
notice the cos(𝜃 − 𝜃0) in the denominator and suggest that perhaps
some poorly-aligned modes will have significant contributions after
all, but we should remember that 0 ≤ 𝜃 ≤ 𝜋

2 and 0 ≤ 𝜃0 ≤ 𝜋
2 :

only in rare cases when 𝜃 ≃ 0 and 𝜃0 ≃ 𝜋
2 (or vice-versa) will

this factor become significant; for most impact parameters, the term
will remain relatively small. We also note that the divergence here
only arises due to the frequency vanishing, in which case the mode
becomes degenerate with (much brighter) low-order modes, and our
approximations of ℎ1 being slowly-varying break down. In short, we
should not expect any poorly-aligned modes to become significant.

So while the brightness distributions are highly degenerate, with
∼ 𝑁2 coefficients constrained by only ∼ 𝑁 equations, we find that
only ∼ 𝑁 modes tend to dominate the light-curve. Because of this,
we expect that features produced by these well-aligned modes can
be resolved fairly easily, as they yield large signals, while features
produced by the poorly-aligned modes yield very weak signals and
cannot be detected. We have however made approximations to reach
these results, and the accuracy of our predictions will determine
whether these approximations are reasonable.

2.6 The final form

We are now ready to estimate the signal-to-noise ratio expected for a
given mode. The SNR is:

SNR =
𝐹

𝜎𝐹
(21)

where 𝜎𝐹 is the error in 𝐹, and 𝐹 is the signal from the particular
mode we are interested in, of order 𝑁 . Assuming the measurements
are independent and have the same error, 𝜎2

𝐹
= 𝜎2

1𝑁𝐹 where 𝑁𝐹
is the number of measurements integrated together and 𝜎1 is the
error per point. 𝐹 can also be estimated as 𝐹 = 𝐹𝑁 ⟨Φ⟩𝑁𝐹 , where
𝐹𝑁 = 𝐵𝑁 𝜋𝑅

2
𝑝 ; 𝐵𝑁 is the typical coefficient of modes at order 𝑁 in

the expansion of 𝐵(𝑥, 𝑦), our brightness distribution. Hence:

SNR = 𝐹𝑁
⟨Φ⟩
𝜎1

√︁
𝑁𝐹 . (22)

For regular measurements separated by a period 𝑡𝐹 ,

𝑁𝐹 =
2Δ𝑡
𝑇

𝑇

𝑡𝐹
(23)

where Δ𝑡 is the duration of the ingress or egress, and the factor of
2 comes from a full eclipse including both an ingress and egress.
𝑇 is the orbital period. Defining 𝑁points = 𝑇/𝑡𝐹 , the number of
measurements that would be made in a full orbit, and approximating
Δ𝑡 as 𝑅𝑝

𝜋𝑎 𝑇 sec𝜃0,

SNR = 𝐹𝑁
⟨Φ⟩
𝜎1

√︄
2𝑅𝑝

𝜋 𝑎 cos𝜃0
𝑁points. (24)

We can use this approximation for Δ𝑡 as long as 1 − 𝑏 >> 𝑅𝑝/𝑅𝑠 ,
which we assumed earlier so we could take 𝜃0 to be constant. We
can define 𝜎 = 𝜎1/

√︁
𝑁points, the error in the flux from the planet as

integrated over an entire orbit. Plugging in our value of ⟨Φ⟩ from 20

and considering only the contribution from the well-aligned modes
(where 𝜃 ≈ 𝜃0),

SNR =
𝐹𝑁

𝜎

1
𝜋 𝑁

√︄
𝑅𝑝

2𝜋 𝑎 cos𝜃0
. (25)

We will assume the features to have a spatial power spectrum of 𝐹𝑁 ∼
𝑁−𝛾 where 𝛾 is the gradient of the power spectrum. Our analytic
formulation is agnostic to the value of 𝛾, but to calculate estimates
of the mapping resolution of real planets we assume 𝛾 ≈ 2 based on
the feature scale in simulations of hot Jupiters (Cho et al. 2003). By
taking SNR ≃ 1 at the limit of detectability, 𝐹𝑁 ≃ 2𝐹0 𝑁

−𝛾 , and
then inverting this equation, we can calculate 𝑁max, the highest order
detectable:

𝑁max =


𝐹0
𝜎

1
𝜋

√︄
2𝑅𝑝

𝜋 𝑎 cos𝜃0


1

𝛾+1

, (26)

where 𝐹0 is the phase-averaged flux from the planet and 𝜎 is the
error on the phase-averaged flux as integrated over an entire orbit.
The factor of 2 in 𝐹𝑁 arises from the day-side flux being typically
substantially larger than the night side, and thus the phase-averaged
flux is around half the total day-side flux. Note that this falloff is better
than inverting the phase curve, where the exponent is 1

𝛾+2 (see Cowan
& Agol (2008)). This is because the brightness contributed by a given
patch of planetary surface drops discontinuously to zero as it passes
behind the star, whereas it falls off linearly as the planet rotates. If we
follow Cowan et al. (2013) and look at the effect of convolving our
brightness distributions with these (multiplying the power spectra),
the step (for eclipse maps) scales as the inverse of wavenumber, while
the linear increase (for phase curves) scales as the inverse square of
the wavenumber. While the exponent is better for eclipse mapping,
phase curve inversion benefits from a longer integration time (the
whole orbit compared to just the eclipse ingress/egress), so may
outperform eclipse mapping when 𝐹0/𝜎 is lower. The threshold is
around

𝐹0
𝜎

≈
(
Δ𝑡

𝑇

)− 𝛾+2
2
, (27)

whereΔ𝑡 is the duration of the ingress/egress and𝑇 the orbital period.
This is only accurate to within an order-unity factor, since the modes
used here and in phase curve inversion are not directly comparable.

Despite each individual mode’s strong 𝜃0 dependence, 𝑁max only
depends on 𝜃0 insofar as it affects the duration of the ingress/egress;
as long as there is a well-aligned mode, it does not matter which
mode that is.

2.7 Resolution at a given order

Consider a brightness distribution dominated by a single sharp peak
which integrates to 1. The corresponding differential light curve must
also share this peak. Without loss of generality, we will place it at
(0, 0), the centre of the planetary disk, which also places it at 𝜏 = 0
in 𝜙(𝜏). Fitting this differential light curve using the well-aligned
modes (𝜃 = 𝜃0) up to order 𝑁 , we have:

𝜙 ≃ 𝛿(𝜏) ≃
𝑁∑︁
𝑘=0

𝐴𝑘 cos(𝜋 𝑘 𝜏), (28)

where we are approximating the sharp peak as a Dirac delta function,
similar to Fig. 2 of Cowan & Fujii (2017). The coefficients 𝐴𝑘 are
the Fourier coefficients of the delta function, 𝐴0 = 1

2 , 𝐴𝑘≠0 = 1. Let
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us estimate the size of the resulting brightness peak using the second
derivatives of 𝐵 with respect to 𝑥 and 𝑦 around the origin:

𝐵(𝑥, 𝑦) =
𝑁∑︁
𝑘=0

𝐴𝑘 cos (𝜋 𝑘 (𝑥cos𝜃0 + 𝑦sin𝜃0)) (29)

𝜕2

𝜕𝑥2 𝐵

����
𝑥,𝑦=0

=

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=0

(𝜋 𝑘 cos𝜃0)2 , (30)

and similar for 𝑦 with sin𝜃0 instead of cos𝜃0. This sum evaluates to:

𝜕2

𝜕𝑥2 𝐵

����
𝑥,𝑦=0

=
1
6
𝑁 (𝑁 + 1) (2𝑁 + 1) (𝜋 cos𝜃0)2 . (31)

The height of the peak is 𝑁 + 1
2 , and approximating the peak using

a Gaussian and matching the second derivative at the origin and the
height of the peak, we find:

𝐵(𝑥, 0) ≃
(
𝑁 + 1

2

)
exp

(
− 𝑥2

2𝑥2
𝑟

)
where 𝑥𝑟 =

1
√

2𝜋 cos𝜃0

√︄
6

𝑁 (𝑁 + 1) .
(32)

Similarly, we can define 𝑦𝑟 as follows:

𝑦𝑟 =
1

√
2𝜋 sin𝜃0

√︄
6

𝑁 (𝑁 + 1) . (33)

For a Gaussian of standard deviation 𝑥𝑟 , the full width at half maxi-
mum is 𝑋𝑟 = 2

√
2 ln 2 𝑥𝑟 . Then the resolved spot covers an angular

range of 𝑟𝑥 = 2 arcsin(𝑋𝑟/2). Note that this estimate for 𝑟𝑥 is only
accurate for a spot in the centre of the planetary disk (at the substellar
point), and the angular resolution worsens for features towards the
edge of the disk as the planetary surface curves away from the line
of sight. In the limit of large 𝑁 (𝑁 >∼ 4), 𝑥𝑟 scales as (𝑁 cos𝜃0)−1

with a prefactor of
√

3
𝜋 . For the ideal resolution, 𝑁 = 𝑁max, with

𝑁max from Equation 26.
Thus, based on the eclipse light curve alone, we cannot resolve

features smaller than ∼ 𝑟𝑥 in longitude and ∼ 𝑟𝑦 in latitude. Since 𝑟𝑥
diverges as 𝜃0 → 𝜋

2 and 𝑟𝑦 diverges as 𝜃0 → 0, we have a tradeoff
between longitude and latitude resolution; unless we have an excellent
SNR, we cannot expect to have good resolution in both, and picking
a target with good latitude resolution will mean compromising on
longitude resolution.

Unfortunately, while Equations 26 and 33 tell us that a high stellar
edge angle 𝜃0 grants us both a better SNR via longer ingress/egress
durations and a better resolution along the latitude direction (which
cannot be constrained via phase curves), planets are roughly evenly
spaced in impact parameter 𝑏 = sin𝜃0 and thus planets with good
latitude resolution will be few and far between compared to those with
good longitude resolution; see Figure 3, where the top 20% of impact
parameters correspond to the top 40% of stellar edge angles. This
makes the few bright planets with high impact parameters (𝑏 ≳ 0.7)
very valuable for fitting maps with good two-dimensional resolution.

2.8 Eclipse Mapping Metric

Based on our theory, we propose a simple metric which approximates
(and is monotonic in) the resolution attainable using eclipse mapping.
We combine Equation 26 with 𝛾 = 2, Equation 32, and subsequent
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Figure 2. The RMS brightness for the order 𝑁 = 5 light-curves and their
orthogonal components as a function of stellar edge angle. The orthogonal
components are calculated by orthogonalising each curve with respect to the
lightcurves with 𝑁 < 5, so they are not orthogonal to each other. While
the non-orthogonalised light curves have a high baseline intensity, this is
contributed by low-frequency components which are degenerate with the
lower-order modes. The peaks are from the high-frequency component; since
this component cannot be found in the lower-order modes, it also remains
in the orthogonalised curves. We also note that the peaks in the orthogonal
components are several times higher than the typical background, which
matches the theory which suggests that the well-aligned modes should be
∼ 𝑁 times brighter than the background.

calculations to give:

EMM𝑥 = 180◦ ×


2
√

6 ln 2
𝜋2

√
1 − 𝑏2

©«
(
𝐹0
𝜎

1
𝜋

√︄
2𝑅𝑝

𝜋 𝑎
√

1 − 𝑏2

) 1
3

+ 1
2
ª®®¬
−1

EMM𝑦 = 180◦ ×


2
√

6 ln 2
𝜋2 𝑏

©«
(
𝐹0
𝜎

1
𝜋

√︄
2𝑅𝑝

𝜋 𝑎
√

1 − 𝑏2

) 1
3

+ 1
2
ª®®¬
−1

EMM =

√︃
EMM2

𝑥 + EMM2
𝑦 . (34)

EMM is a combined resolution which estimates the diago-
nal extent of a resolution element. Other parametrisations for
EMM(EMM𝑥 ,EMM𝑦) are possible and may be useful for certain
observations. We remind the reader that in these expressions, 𝐹0 is
the flux from the planet averaged over one orbital phase, and 𝜎 is the
corresponding error, i.e. 𝜎 = 𝜎1/

√︁
𝑁points where 𝜎1 is the error for

a single data point and 𝑁points is the number of points in a complete
orbit. As above, 𝑏 is the impact parameter, 𝑅𝑝 is the planetary radius,
and 𝑎 is the semi-major axis.

3 NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

We implement a system to fit a brightness distribution from a sec-
ondary eclipse light curve. Our aim is to produce a numerical fit to
a light curve that matches the analytic process described above, in
order to test our analytic predictions of mapping resolution.

We first generate the light curves corresponding to the well-aligned
modes up to an order 𝑁 (defined here as 𝑛 + 𝑚 = 𝑁 , for easier
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On the resolution of eclipse mapping 7

comparisons between modes), as well as the poorly-aligned modes
up to the same order. There are only two modes whenever one of 𝑛, 𝑚
is zero (in this situation, the phase factor controls the amplitude and
the phase-shifted curves are zero), and so we borrow the phase-shifted
modes from the next 𝑛, 𝑚 up by adding 1 to whichever of 𝑛, 𝑚 is zero,
and these modes are then removed from the set of poorly-aligned
modes. These should still be on the central peak of the sinc, if lower
down, so they should still be reasonably bright. We orthogonalise
all the modes using the Gram-Schmidt procedure, running all the
well-aligned modes first, in order of increasing order 𝑁 . The well-
aligned modes do not overlap significantly so their orthogonalised
versions are mostly unchanged; the orthogonalised poorly-aligned
modes vanish due to the degeneracy, so we are left with a basis for
the light curve, and a ‘null space’ of brightness distributions which
contribute zero to the light curve.

We use a Markov Chain Monte-Carlo (MCMC) to fit the coef-
ficients of the basis light curves to the input curve, and generate a
posterior distribution of coefficients. To fit the poorly-aligned modes,
we borrow from the ‘slice mapping’ method of Majeau et al. (2012)
and assume that the true distribution is the smoothest possible dis-
tribution for that particular combination of well-aligned modes; we
use a least squares solver to maximise the smoothness of the map.
While smoothness maximisation is not generally realistic, it does
have the result of removing features that are not constrained by the
light curve (thus probably spurious) while retaining those which are
well-constrained.

When fitting the light-curves for Figure 6, as we are not interested
in the distributions of parameters that correspond to any given light-
curve (or the resulting maps), we calculated the coefficients for the
modes by taking the scalar product of the input light-curve with the
orthogonalised well-aligned mode light curves.

It is worth noting two things. First, that while we use the well-
aligned modes for fitting the light curve, the final map’s light curve
will draw from some mixture of well- and poorly-aligned modes,
and the same map should be reached via any method which breaks
the degeneracy by optimising smoothness. Second, the map will be
incorrect, as the real map will not in general maximise smoothness.
Smoothness maximisation does however provide us with a way to
break the degeneracy while yielding reasonable values; it mostly
preserves large features, while removing usually spurious smaller
oscillations.

We use RK4 integration assuming 𝑅𝑝 << 𝑅𝑠 (straight line stellar
edge) to generate the differential light-curve, which we then integrate
with RK4 again. We do not include the planet’s rotation from ingress
to egress. To impose smoothness, we calculate the fitted brightness
distribution on a 50 × 50 grid, and define smoothness per grid point
as the sum of the squared differences between the grid point and
its four neighbours. The total smoothness is then the sum over the
smoothness of all the grid points in the planetary disk. Note that
the smoothness score defined here is minimised when the solution is
most smooth.

4 RESULTS

Our analytic theory makes three main predictions. Firstly, the space
of brightness distributions is highly degenerate with respect to light
curves. Secondly, that the SNR at a given order 𝑁 goes as 𝑁−1

multiplied by the intrinsic brightness of the modes of that order.
Finally, the achievable resolutions along the horizontal and vertical
axes are related to the angle of the stellar edge with respect to the
planet’s motion as calculated in Equation 32. None of these are

particularly unexpected; degeneracy in eclipse mapping is discussed
even prior to the discovery of the first exoplanets (Horne 1985) and in
exoplanetary contexts such as Rauscher et al. (2007b); Challener &
Rauscher (2023); the scaling can be derived fairly easily from Cowan
et al. (2013); and that a low impact parameter implies little to no
latitude resolution can be observed from symmetry considerations.
Nonetheless, we can find neither the scaling nor the precise variation
of zonal and meridional resolution with impact parameter explicitly
stated in the literature. While Adams & Rauscher (2022) mention the
angle of the stellar edge as a determining factor in what features are
resolvable, they do not elaborate on this.

When orthogonalising the light-curves, we find that for fitting order
𝑁 = 4, the average RMS for the orthogonalised well-aligned modes
is usually a factor of a hundred or more larger than the RMS of the
brightest orthogonalised poorly-aligned mode. The reason the null
space curves are not reduced all the way to zero is that each light-
curve is composed of many higher frequencies (especially at the
beginning and end of the ingress and egress curves where there is a
discontinuity in the second derivative), and these components, while
small, are different for each light-curve. Figure 2 shows the 𝑁 = 5
light curves and their components orthogonal to all the 𝑁 < 5 modes.
While the low-frequency term dropped in Equation 13 contributes a
roughly constant baseline to each mode which dominates the signal
(solid lines), the high-frequency component (not found in the 𝑁 < 5
modes) dominates the orthogonal components (dashed lines). We
see the peaks predicted by Equation 18, and that there is always a
well-aligned mode.

To demonstrate that the system described in 3 works reliably, we
ran several tests giving the system known maps and seeing how well
it could recreate them from the light curve. As expected, the method
is able to fairly reliably retrieve features which are reasonably well-
aligned with the stellar edge during the eclipse.

In Figure 4, we test our method’s ability to retrieve what is effec-
tively a delta-function map (we use 𝑁 = 4, which is unable to resolve
the small hot-spot), and hence is directly comparable to our theory
in Section 2.7. As expected, the resulting maps have large brightness
peaks at the correct position, but whose sizes along 𝑥 and 𝑦 depend
strongly on the stellar edge angle 𝜃0, being stretched perpendicular
to the stellar edge.

Figure 5 shows the input map and maps retrieved from light-
curves generated with three different stellar edge angles (marked by
the green lines). When the stellar edge is almost vertical, the light
curve does not distinguish between a narrow equatorial band and a
uniformly warm planet, and so the smoothing routine prefers the less-
detailed map with no equatorial band. When the stellar edge is more
favourable for resolving horizontal features, the equatorial band is
correctly retrieved, as is the presence of a hot-spot, though the exact
position is slightly offset. For an almost horizontal stellar edge, the
horizontal band is easily retrieved but the position of the hot-spot in
longitude is lost. Note however that including phase curve data will
give some longitude information (though as found in Equation 26
compared with Cowan & Agol (2008), the phase curve is much less
sensitive to small features); combining these is beyond the scope of
this paper.

Figure 3 shows how we applied the method to fit Gaussian maps
using different SNRs and correspondingly different values of fitting
order 𝑁 . We find that the widths of the fitted Gaussians along the
horizontal and vertical axes trace the values predicted by Equation
32 very closely, with RMS errors of 5, 3, 2◦ over the |𝜃 − 𝜃0 | < 60◦
range for the 𝑁 = 2, 4, 6 tests respectively, each corresponding to an
average error of 10% compared to the predicted values.

We also ran several tests fitting randomly-generated maps where

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2023)



8 Boone, Grant, & Hammond

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Impact parameter

0 1
12

1
6

1
4

1
3

5
12

1
2

Stellar edge angle 0 (rad)

0

20

40

60

80

100

120
Ga

us
sia

n 
wi

dt
h 

r i 
(d

eg
)

N=2
N=4
N=6

Simulated
Predicted

Horizontal resolution
Vertical resolution

Figure 3. Horizontal and vertical resolutions as a function of stellar edge angle 𝜃0, for three different fitting orders 𝑁 . We estimate the Gaussian widths using
the second derivative of the brightness at the origin. The error bars are calculated using the posterior distribution from the MCMC fit. The input brightness
distribution is a radially symmetric Gaussian with width 0.1𝑅𝑝 . Because the 𝑁 = 6 simulations had resolutions comparable to the size of the Gaussian input,
the predicted curves are calculated as

√︁
𝑖𝑟 (𝜃0 )2 + 0.12 where 𝑖 = 𝑥, 𝑦 (see Equation 32 for the definitions of 𝑥𝑟 and 𝑦𝑟 ). We note that the simulated data

oscillate around the predicted values with frequency proportional to the order 𝑁 ; we do not as yet have an explanation for this. We also note the skew between
impact parameter 𝑏 and stellar edge angle 𝜃0; almost 40% of the range of stellar edge angles corresponds to impact parameters greater than 0.8.

the coefficient of each mode is calculated from a standard normally-
distributed variable multiplied by 𝑁−𝛾 , where we used 𝛾 = 2. From
the theory (Equation 25), we expect that the value of 𝜎 required to be
able to justify adding another order should go as 𝑁−𝛾−1; in this case
𝑁−3. Using scipy.optimize’s curve-fitting routine, we find a best
fit value of 𝛾 +1 = 3.37±0.05 (see Figure 6), reasonably close to the
predicted value. Most of the deviation comes from low orders which
are more significantly discrepant from 𝛾 + 1 = 3, and fitting only the
higher orders (𝑁 ≥ 10) yields 𝛾 + 1 = 3.02 ± 0.01. While we use
the well-aligned modes to perform our fitting and one might suggest
that this would alter the results (since Equation 26 only considers the
well-aligned modes), all bases with identical span would yield the
same light-curves and thus the same errors and power law.

5 REAL PLANETS

Our analytic result in Equation 32 predicts the angular size of features
resolvable by eclipse mapping of a planet given the parameters of its
system and the signal to noise ratio of the observations. Given this,
we can derive the expected resolution of an eclipse map of any planet
with any instrument. We apply this to all known exoplanets for three
instruments: MIRI LRS, NIRSpec G395H, and NIRISS SOSS. We

do not include grazing orbits as they are not described by our theory,
but some of these may be good targets for partial mapping.

We select the top 100 targets for each instrument using the
more approximate and non-absolute eclipse mapping metric ∼
𝐹𝑝

𝐹𝑆

√︃
Δ𝑡
Δ𝑡0

100.4(𝐾−𝐾0 ) (Mullally et al. 2019), where Δ𝑡 is the du-
ration of eclipse ingress and egress and 𝐾 is the K-band magnitude
of the observed star (Δ𝑡0 and 𝐾0 are the reference values for the
planet HD 209458 b). We calculate the average flux ratio in the rel-
evant wavelength band, and calculate the cadence and the error per
point in a phase curve using Pandexo (Batalha et al. 2017).

We then calculate the eclipse mapping metrics in Equation 34
for the top 100 targets selected in this way for each instrument.
We estimate 𝐹0 as the average flux ratio in the relevant wavelength
band, where the planetary flux is calculated from its equilibrium
temperature. Figures 7, 8, and 9 show the resulting longitudinal,
latitudinal, and overall resolutions. The targets with the five best
single-eclipse overall resolution estimates (EMM) are labelled by
name.

The dashed line in each figure shows the effect of varying the
stellar edge angle on the expected mapping resolution for a planet
with the SNR of HD 189733 b, where we include the duration of
its eclipse in the SNR, defining it as SNR𝜃0 . Figures 7, 8, and 9
show a skew towards better longitudinal resolution EMM𝑥 and worse
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Original map Well-aligned 
modes only

After smoothing

Figure 4. The method described in 3, as applied to the Gaussian map used
for Figure 3. We have intentionally picked a very small hot-spot in the input
map so as to approximate a delta-function, so the results can be more easily
compared with our theory in Section 2.7. When the well-aligned maps are
already fairly smooth (top), there is little change during the smoothing proce-
dure. However, if the well-aligned map is less smooth, or if one of the modes
selected as well-aligned is on the edge of being poorly-aligned (bottom), the
smoothing procedure has a larger effect and generally does well in retrieving
a reasonable result. We used a fitting order 𝑁 = 4 for these tests.

latitudinal resolution EMM𝑦 , with planets clustering in the top left
of the plot. This is because if planets are uniformly distributed in
impact parameter 𝑏, their stellar edge angle 𝜃0 = arcsin(𝑏) will be
distributed non-uniformly in the range 0 to 90◦, with more small
values than large values, resulting in EMM𝑦 being typically larger
than EMM𝑥 .

Tables 1, 2, and 3 list the top 15 targets for each instrument, or-
dered by the best overall resolution EMM. As would be expected,
the shorter-wavelength NIRISS SOSS is better suited to mapping
higher-temperature planets, while the longer-wavelength MIRI LRS
is better suited to mapping lower-temperature planets. In general, an
impact parameter around 0.5 to 0.8 (giving an intermediate stellar
edge angle) is key for a good eclipse mapping signal. We have not in-
cluded the effect of information from the out-of-eclipse phase curve
when deriving an eclipse map. This provides more longitudinal infor-
mation (albeit with less spatial resolution, as discussed above) than
the eclipse only. Including phase curve information will therefore
make planets with high 𝑏 where EMM𝑦 < EMM𝑥 better targets for
eclipse mapping.

Table 1 also lists the expected resolution of WASP-18 b as
Coulombe et al. (2023) derived an eclipse map of WASP-18 b from
an observed secondary eclipse with NIRISS SOSS, finding good con-
straints on its horizontal (longitudinal) structure but poor constraints
on its vertical (latitudinal) structure. This is consistent with the an-
alytic prediction of Table 1 of EMM𝑥 = 19.8◦ and EMM𝑦 = 52.6◦
for this planet and instrument.

6 CONCLUSIONS

We derived an analytic theory for the resolution achievable using
eclipse mapping on an exoplanet. We find that:

(i) The space of surface brightness patterns is highly degenerate
in the space of eclipse light-curves; that is, there are many brightness
patterns which all result in the same light-curve. Equivalently, there
are very few brightness patterns which yield non-zero light-curves

Figure 5. A randomly generated map (left) and the retrieved maps for fitting
order 𝑁 = 4 at three different values of 𝜃0 (right). At 𝜃0 = 0.1, the horizontal
band is very poorly-aligned and so is not detected; the smoothing process then
prefers a smooth map with few features. At 𝜃0 = 0.9, the horizontal band can
be detected, alongside variations along 𝑥. Finally, at 𝜃0 = 1.4, the horizontal
band is well-aligned but variations in the 𝑥 direction cannot be detected and
are smeared out. Around 𝜃 = 𝜋

4 , the smoothing cannot distinguish between
horizontal and vertical features as long as they are symmetric across both
axes, so turns the horizontal band into a plus shape; in real situations, these
features could be distinguished from one another using the phase curve, so
we picked a stellar edge angle reasonably close by (𝜃0 = 0.9) which does not
suffer from this problem.

10 5 10 3 10 1 101

 (arbitrary units)

100

101

Fi
tti

ng
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rd
er

 N

Best fit
+ 1 = 3

Figure 6. Best fitting order 𝑁 as a function of 𝜎. We find 𝜎 (𝑁 ) numerically
by fitting a known light-curve with noise added; we calculate the value of 𝜒2

for the fit as compared to the noiseless curve. 𝜎 (𝑁 ) is then the value of 𝜎
for which 𝜒2𝜎 is minimised. We chose this score as the mean squared error
𝜒2𝜎2 is sensitive to overfitting but not underfitting, while 𝜒2 is sensitive to
underfitting but not overfitting. Their product then is sensitive to both. From
Equation 26, we expect 𝜎 (𝑁 ) ∼ 𝑁𝛾+1 if the brightness of the modes of
order 𝑁 follows 𝑁−𝛾 . In this case we used 𝛾 = 2 and find our best fit from
𝜎 (𝑁 ) at 𝛾+1 = 3.37±0.05, reasonably close to the predicted value. The best
fit gradient also drops closer to the prediction if we exclude the lower-order
points. For phase curve inversion, the power law would have an exponent of
𝛾 + 2 and thus the same number of data points would constrain fewer surface
features. The dark and light grey bands around the best fit line represent the
1𝜎 and 3𝜎 bounds respectively. We used 𝜃0 = 𝜋

4 for these runs.
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Planet Equilibrium Radius Period Impact K EMM𝑥 EMM𝑦 EMM
Name Temperature (K) (𝑅𝐽 ) (days) Parameter (mag) (deg) (deg) (deg)

TOI-2109 b 3072 1.35 0.67 0.75 9.07 23.1 20.6 31.0
HAT-P-70 b 2552 1.87 2.74 0.62 8.96 20.5 26.0 33.1
WASP-19 b 2117 1.42 0.79 0.67 10.48 23.3 26.1 35.0

* WASP-189 b 2636 1.62 2.72 0.48 6.06 17.2 31.5 35.9
* KELT-20 b 2255 1.74 3.47 0.51 7.42 18.6 31.7 36.7

KELT-14 b 1961 1.74 1.71 0.86 9.42 33.3 19.6 38.6
WASP-167 b 2363 1.58 2.02 0.77 9.76 29.7 24.7 38.6
KELT-4 A b 1821 1.7 2.99 0.69 8.69 26.7 28.0 38.7
WASP-178 b 2469 1.81 3.34 0.54 9.7 21.6 33.7 40.0
KELT-7 b 2042 1.6 2.73 0.6 7.54 24.1 32.4 40.3
WASP-87 b 2313 1.38 1.68 0.6 9.55 24.5 32.4 40.6
TOI-1431 b 2395 1.49 2.65 0.88 7.44 35.9 19.1 40.7
WASP-74 b 1916 1.36 2.14 0.86 8.22 35.6 20.7 41.1
KELT-8 b 1676 1.62 3.24 0.75 9.18 31.6 27.6 42.0
WASP-100 b 2195 1.33 2.85 0.64 9.67 26.9 32.6 42.3

** WASP-18 b 2504 1.24 0.94 0.37 8.13 17.5 43.5 46.9

Table 1. The best 15 targets for eclipse mapping with NIRISS SOSS, ordered by their single-eclipse overall resolution EMM according to Equation 34. The
targets marked with single asterisks are expected to partially saturate the detector but we leave them here for reference. Additionally, the predicted resolution of
WASP-18 b (marked with a double asterisk) is listed for comparison with the real eclipse map derived by Coulombe et al. (2023) with NIRISS SOSS.

Planet Equilibrium Radius Period Impact K EMM𝑥 EMM𝑦 EMM
Name Temperature (K) (𝑅𝐽 ) (days) Parameter (mag) (deg) (deg) (deg)

* HD 189733 b 1202 1.13 2.22 0.66 5.54 16.3 18.5 24.7
KELT-20 b 2255 1.74 3.47 0.51 7.42 15.0 25.6 29.7
KELT-4 A b 1821 1.7 2.99 0.69 8.69 20.5 21.5 29.7
WASP-19 b 2117 1.42 0.79 0.67 10.48 20.2 22.6 30.3
HAT-P-70 b 2552 1.87 2.74 0.62 8.96 18.9 24.0 30.5
KELT-7 b 2042 1.6 2.73 0.6 7.54 18.4 24.7 30.8
WASP-43 b 1379 0.93 0.81 0.66 9.27 20.2 23.3 30.8
KELT-8 b 1676 1.62 3.24 0.75 9.18 23.2 20.3 30.8
TOI-2109 b 3072 1.35 0.67 0.75 9.07 23.5 20.9 31.5
KELT-14 b 1961 1.74 1.71 0.86 9.42 27.4 16.1 31.7
WASP-74 b 1916 1.36 2.14 0.86 8.22 27.8 16.2 32.2
KELT-23 A b 1565 1.32 2.26 0.57 8.9 18.9 27.0 32.9
HD 209458 b 1453 1.39 3.52 0.5 6.31 16.7 28.7 33.2
KELT-19 A b 1938 1.91 4.61 0.6 9.2 20.4 27.3 34.1
TOI-1431 b 2395 1.49 2.65 0.88 7.44 30.2 16.0 34.2

Table 2. The best 15 targets for eclipse mapping with NIRSpec G395H, ordered by their single-eclipse overall resolution EMM according to Equation 34. HD
189733 b is marked with an asterisk as it is expected to partially saturate the detector but we leave it here for reference.

Planet Equilibrium Radius Period Impact K EMM𝑥 EMM𝑦 EMM
Name Temperature (K) (𝑅𝐽 ) (days) Parameter (mag) (deg) (deg) (deg)

HD 189733 b 1202 1.13 2.22 0.66 5.54 15.3 17.4 23.2
HD 209458 b 1453 1.39 3.52 0.5 6.31 15.7 26.9 31.2
KELT-20 b 2255 1.74 3.47 0.51 7.42 16.7 28.4 33.0
WASP-69 b 960 1.11 3.87 0.69 7.46 22.8 24.1 33.2
WASP-43 b 1379 0.93 0.81 0.66 9.27 22.3 25.7 34.0
KELT-4 A b 1821 1.7 2.99 0.69 8.69 23.5 24.6 34.1
KELT-7 b 2042 1.6 2.73 0.6 7.54 20.4 27.5 34.3
KELT-8 b 1676 1.62 3.24 0.75 9.18 26.8 23.4 35.6
WASP-74 b 1916 1.36 2.14 0.86 8.22 31.6 18.4 36.5
KELT-23 A b 1565 1.32 2.26 0.57 8.9 21.1 30.2 36.9
HAT-P-70 b 2552 1.87 2.74 0.62 8.96 23.1 29.2 37.2
WASP-189 b 2636 1.62 2.72 0.48 6.06 18.2 33.4 38.1
KELT-14 b 1961 1.74 1.71 0.86 9.42 33.2 19.5 38.5
TOI-1431 b 2395 1.49 2.65 0.88 7.44 34.0 18.1 38.5
TOI-778 b 1710 1.37 4.63 0.7 8.06 27.1 27.9 38.9

Table 3. The best 15 targets for eclipse mapping with MIRI LRS, ordered by their single-eclipse overall resolution EMM according to Equation 34.
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Figure 7. The best 100 targets for eclipse mapping with NIRISS SOSS,
selected as described in Section 5. The five best targets by single-eclipse
overall resolution EMM according to Equation 34 are labelled.
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Figure 8. The best 100 targets for eclipse mapping with NIRSpec G395H,
selected as described in Section 5. The five best targets by single-eclipse
overall resolution EMM according to Equation 34 are labelled.

compared to the number of brightness patterns whose light-curves are
zero (the "null space"; see Challener & Rauscher (2023)). Nonethe-
less, there are particular brightness patterns which contribute high-
frequency components not found in the light-curves of other patterns
at the same wavenumber, and these can then be constrained much
more easily.

(ii) The signal from a mode of a given wavenumber and amplitude
scales as the inverse of the wavenumber; phase curve inversion scales
as the inverse square of the wavenumber (Cowan & Agol 2008) so
eclipse mapping is able to resolve smaller details for the same amount
of observing time.

(iii) Brightness patterns whose features align with the edge of
the star during ingress and egress yield large, high-frequency sig-
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Figure 9. The best 100 targets for eclipse mapping with MIRI LRS, selected
as described in Section 5. The five best targets by single-eclipse overall
resolution EMM according to Equation 34 are labelled.

nals, while others experience cancellation between bright and dark
regions and thus yield small signals. As such, we can constrain the
well-aligned brightness patterns well, and have to use other methods
(e.g. imposing non-negativity or maximising smoothness) to con-
strain the others. Because of this, resolutions in the latitude and
longitude directions are affected strongly by the impact parameter:
at high impact parameters, the longitudinal resolution is worsened
and small features are not detectable, while the latitudinal resolution
is good. Thus the choice of target planet depends strongly on what
features one intends to observe: a planet with high impact parame-
ter is ideal for measuring the width of the equatorial jet, while for
measuring steep of east-west brightness temperature gradients (e.g.
where cloud formation starts), one should opt for a planet with an
impact parameter near to zero.

(iv) We derive an Eclipse Mapping Metric (Equation 34) which
estimates the achievable resolution in latitude and longitude; we
calculate this for the MIRI LRS, NIRSpec G395H, and NIRISS
SOSS instruments on JWST. We find our values to be consistent with
JWST observations of WASP-18 b (Coulombe et al. 2023) which
constrain well features along the longitude axis, but where features
in latitude were almost unconstrained.

We find our theoretical predictions validated by our numerical tests,
which yield the correct resolutions with an error of 10% from the
predicted values, as well as the correct scaling (to a similar accuracy)
for the number of resolvable modes as a function of light curve error.
Given our theory, we present a list of exoplanets with particularly
good resolution for eclipse mapping.
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