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Transmission spectroscopy has been a workhorse
technique over the past two decades to constrain
the physical and chemical properties of exoplanet
atmospheres 1–5. One of its classical key assump-
tions is that the portion of the atmosphere it
probes — the terminator region — is homoge-
neous. Several works in the past decade, how-
ever, have put this into question for highly irra-
diated, hot (Teq ≳ 1000 K) gas giant exoplanets
both empirically 6–10 and via 3-dimensional mod-
elling 11–17. While models predict clear differences
between the evening (day-to-night) and morning
(night-to-day) terminators, direct morning/evening
transmission spectra in a wide wavelength range
has not been reported for an exoplanet to date.
Under the assumption of precise and accurate
orbital parameters on WASP-39 b, here we report
the detection of inhomogeneous terminators on the
exoplanet WASP-39 b, which allows us to retrieve
its morning and evening transmission spectra in
the near-infrared (2 − 5 µm) using JWST. We
observe larger transit depths in the evening which
are, on average, 405±88 ppm larger than the morn-
ing ones, also having qualitatively larger features
than the morning spectrum. The spectra are best
explained by models in which the evening termi-
nator is hotter than the morning terminator by
177+65

−57 K with both terminators having C/O ratios
consistent with solar. General circulation models
(GCMs) predict temperature differences broadly
consistent with the above value and point towards
a cloudy morning terminator and a clearer evening
terminator.

Our study was performed using observations of
WASP-39 b from the JWST Transiting Exoplanet
Community Director’s Discretionary Early Release
Science (ERS) program (ERS-1366; PIs: N. M.
Batalha, J. L. Bean, K. B. Stevenson) 18, 19. This
highly irradiated gas giant exoplanet has a mass of
0.28MJup, a radius of 1.27RJup, and an equilib-
rium temperature of 1100 K. The ERS observations
consisted of four transit events observed with four
different JWST instruments/modes, which combined
reveal prominent atomic and molecular absorption
features in the terminator region, including K, H2O,
CO2, CO and even SO2, which was identified as a pho-
tochemical product 10, 20–23. Our analysis is performed
in particular on the NIRSpec/PRISM observations of
WASP-39 b 10, as this dataset has the widest wave-
length coverage while simultaneously presenting min-
imal instrumental systematics (see Carter & May et

al., in review). This consists of an 8.23-hour obser-
vation centered around the 10 July 2022 transit of
WASP-39 b.

The JWST data were reduced using the FIREFLy
pipeline 10 as described in the work of Carter & May
et al. (in review). Carter & May et al. (in review)
also demonstrate that the majority of wavelengths less
than 2 µm suffer from detector saturation, and are
not in agreement with measurements performed using
the NIRISS SOSS instrument across a similar wave-
length range 21. As a reliable determination of the
transit depth <2 µm cannot be obtained using the
NIRSpec PRISM observations, we opt to use only
the 2-5 µm data in our present analysis. We fit each
individual wavelength-dependent light curve at the
pixel-level resolution element of the instrument, using
a simple linear term in time as our systematics model,
following the work of 10.

The transit light curve analysis was performed
via three different methodologies, all of which entail
different assumptions yet provide consistent results
(see Methods for details). We report on the results
obtained using the catwoman framework 24, 25, which
is arguably the most conservative of the approaches
as it allows to fit for morning and evening termina-
tors simultaneously in a single fit. The framework
models the terminator as two semi-circles of inde-
pendent radii, thus allowing us to separately retrieve
the sizes of both morning and evening limbs as a
function of wavelength from the transit light curves
themselves. An example lightcurve fit at 4.38µm using
this methodology, as well as the classic circular occul-
ter method — here modeled using the batman library
26 — is presented in Figure 1. More details on the data
analysis are given in the Methods section.

The resulting morning and evening terminator
spectra inferred from our catwoman lightcurve fits
are presented in Figure 2b. We compute an average
difference between the evening and morning spec-
tra of 405 ± 88 ppm, finding this difference to be
inconsistent with 0 at more than 4.6σ — i.e., the
spectra show statistically distinct features in the morn-
ing and evening terminators. Qualitatively, both the
morning and evening spectra showcase transit depth
increases at around the H2O (2.84 µm) and CO2

(4.38 µm) features, with the morning spectra being
consistent with somewhat flatter spectra — a behavior
we observe with all our light curve fitting method-
ologies. This detection of evening-to-morning spectral
differences is, in turn, robust at the 3σ−level even
when accounting for the current best uncertainties
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This work Classic transit spectroscopy
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Fig. 1 |Light curve modeling and extraction of morning and
evening depths. a-b. Transit lightcurve modelling of the July 10th,
2022 transit at 4.38 microns (at the middle of the CO2 spectral
feature in the transmission spectrum) of WASP-39 b (grey data-
points) using both the catwoman framework (a, purple model) and
the classic circular occulter model via batman (b, grey model).
c-d. Residuals of the best-fit model for each methodology. The
batman residuals (panel d) show, in turn, the difference between
the catwoman and batman light curve models (purple line),
showcasing how the catwoman models small (∼ few 100s of
ppm) light curve asymmetries. Note the residuals are of compara-
ble magnitude; while it is difficult to conclude the effect is present
in each individual lightcurve, the effect is detectable once all the
wavelength-dependent lightcurves have been analyzed (see Figure 2
and text for details). e-f. Inferences enabled from each methodology.
The catwomanmethodology (e) allows to extract morning/evening
transit depths (purple ellipses representing the 1, 2 and 3-sigma
posterior contours; dashed grey line indicates equal morning and
evening depths); the circular occulter methodology (f) only allows
to extract a single total transit depth from the lightcurve. All error-
bars represent 1-standard deviation.

on the orbital parameters of WASP-39 b. The result
does, however, depend on the accuracy and precision
of those parameters up to a factor of a few of their
current state-of-the-art errorbars, which highlights the
importance of accurate and precise determination of
exoplanetary orbital parameters when attempting to
perform morning-to-evening spectroscopy as we do in
our work (see Methods).

Next, we performed forward modeling and atmo-
spheric retrievals to explore the physical mechanism
behind the difference in the observed morning and
evening spectra. In particular, we used the ATMO
forward model grid 27 and the chemically-consistent
CHIMERA retrieval framework 28 with modifications
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Fig. 2 |The morning and evening spectrum of WASP-39 b from
JWST NIRSpec/PRISM observations. a-b. The total transit depth
by adding the morning and evening spectra (a, grey points) along
with the individual morning (blue points) and evening (red points)
spectrum of WASP-39 b as derived from our lightcurve modeling
(b). Big points are datapoints at R = 30 shown for illustration;
smaller points are at R = 100. The best-fit, chemically-consistent
models (black solid line in a, red and blue solid lines in b; fitted to
the R = 100 spectra) are consistent with a hotter evening termi-
nator (see text for details). c-d. Residuals from the best-fit model
(red points for the evening, blue points for the morning); dashed line
marks 0. All errorbars represent 1-standard deviation.

that allow them to perform morning/evening infer-
ence simultaneously and account for the covariance
between these limb depths 25. We thus fitted the
morning and evening spectra of WASP-39 b simul-
taneously to constrain their individual temperatures,
C/O ratios, and cloud properties (see Methods for
details). The best-fit solutions from both of those
frameworks are qualitatively similar; we show the
CHIMERA median model as solid blue and red lines
for the morning and evening respectively in Figure
2. Both modeling frameworks return similar con-
straints on the morning and evening temperatures and
C/O ratios. Our CHIMERA retrievals converge to a
C/Oevening = 0.58+0.13

−0.16 and C/Omorning = 0.57+0.17
−0.23,

which are consistent with each other. These are, in
turn, consistent with the ratios derived from the trans-
mission spectroscopy analysis reported by the ERS
team on the NIRSpec/PRISM observations 10, i.e.,
C/O ∼ 0.3 − 0.5. Our derived metallicity (assumed
to be common for both limbs) is also consistent with
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the ∼ 10 times solar metallicity reported in that work.
Interestingly, the CHIMERA retrievals support a sig-
nificantly hotter, 1068+43

−55 K evening when compared
to the morning retrieved temperature of 889+54

−65 K;
the difference being 177+65

−57 K, significant at more
than a 3σ level. This is the first time temperatures
and C/O ratios have been able to be constrained from
the morning and evening of an exoplanet. This result
qualitatively follows predictions from 3D GCMs, on
which hotter evening limbs arise due to superrotat-
ing equatorial jets on highly irradiated exoplanets such
as WASP-39 b 14, 15, 23, 29, 30. In addition, while the
retrieval suggests a relatively constrained cloud-top
location in the evening limb at about ∼ 1 − 10 mbar,
the cloud-top location in the morning limb is relatively
unconstrained, allowing multiple possible configura-
tions given this data. This is likely a consequence
of the relatively flatter morning spectrum combined
with the relatively large uncertainties on our NIR-
Spec/PRISM limb spectra, which allows for a wide
range of possibilities for the morning cloud proper-
ties. While this suggests that most of the variations
observed in the NIRSpec/PRISM morning/evening
limb spectra could be attributed to temperature dif-
ferences between the morning and the evening limbs,
the treatment of clouds as grey opacity sources in
the frameworks used to perform our inferences might
be preventing us from further constraining the cloud
properties in the morning and evening limbs of WASP-
39 b.

To explore the possibilities enabled by aerosols
and chemical processes, we compared the obser-
vations to predictions from GCMs. GCMs are
hydrodynamics models that simulate the 3-D wind
and temperature structure in planetary atmospheres,
self-consistently predicting differences between the
evening and morning terminator. A range of pro-
cesses influence terminator differences in the spectra,
including temperature differences driven by atmo-
spheric circulation, condensate clouds, photochemical
hazes, and transport-induced disequilibrium chemistry
of gaseous species (Fig. 3). No single GCM cur-
rently is able to self-consistently simulate all of these
processes simultaneously. We thus included multiple
different models to explore them 31–34.

While the gas-phase chemistry results (Unified
Model) reproduce well the shape of the spectral fea-
tures at the evening terminator, the condensate cloud
model (ExpeRT/MITgcm) performs qualitatively bet-
ter at reproducing the reduced feature amplitude at the
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Fig. 3 |Comparison of morning/evening spectra with General
Circulation Models (GCM)s. Comparison of predictions from
general circulation models to the observed transit depths for the
morning and evening terminator, as derived with catwoman. The
left column shows the spectra, while the right column shows the dif-
ference between morning and evening terminator. A vertical offset
of -600 ppm was applied to the spectra in panels c, e, and g to facil-
itate comparison with the observed spectra. a-b. Condensate cloud
model together with equilibrium chemistry taking into account ele-
mental depletion by clouds. This model qualitatively provides the
best match to the morning terminator spectrum. c-d. Photochemical
haze model based on SPARC/MITgcm, with equilibrium chemistry
gas phase abundances. e-f. Clear-atmosphere equilibrium chemistry
model. g-h. Clear-atmosphere model including transport-induced
disequilibrium chemistry. The clear-atmosphere models provide the
best match to the evening terminator spectrum. All errorbars repre-
sent 1-standard deviation.

morning terminator, especially the suppressed CO2

feature at 4.3 µm. The photochemical haze model pre-
dicts large methane features at the morning limb and
a larger morning limb in methane bands (centered at
2.3 and 3.3 µm), in conflict with observations. This
is driven by colder temperatures at low pressures in
this GCM (SPARC/MITgcm) combined with equi-
librium chemistry. Photochemical hazes themselves
have a smaller effect on limb differences. The con-
densate cloud model is the only one that predicts
the largest limb difference to be in the center of the
CO2 feature (even though the difference is substan-
tially smaller than observed). This finding is in line
with another recently published cloud microphysics
study 35. A comparison with cloud-free spectra from
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the same GCM as our condensate cloud model (not
shown) revealed that the limb difference in the cen-
ter of 4.3 µm CO2 feature is determined by the
temperature difference but at other wavelengths is
dominated by clouds. We thus suggest as tentative
explanation a relatively cloud-free evening terminator
and a cloudier morning terminator, in line with the
inferences performed with the ATMO forward models
and CHIMERA retrievals described above. Detailed
follow-up studies exploring a larger parameter space
with cloud formation models will be needed to test this
explanation.
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Spectral Survey of WASP-76b: Resolving Chem-
ical Gradients and Asymmetries. Astron. J. 163,
107 (2022).

10. Rustamkulov, Z. et al. Early Release Science
of the exoplanet WASP-39b with JWST NIRSpec

PRISM. Nature 614, 659–663 (2023).
11. Fortney, J. J. et al. Transmission Spectra of Three-

Dimensional Hot Jupiter Model Atmospheres.
Astrophys. J. 709, 1396–1406 (2010).

12. Dobbs-Dixon, I., Agol, E. & Burrows, A. The
Impact of Circumplantary Jets on Transit Spectra
and Timing Offsets for Hot Jupiters. Astrophys. J.
751, 87 (2012).

13. Line, M. R. & Parmentier, V. The Influence of
Nonuniform Cloud Cover on Transit Transmis-
sion Spectra. Astrophys. J. 820, 78 (2016).

14. Kempton, E. M. R., Bean, J. L. & Parmentier,
V. An Observational Diagnostic for Distinguish-
ing between Clouds and Haze in Hot Exoplanet
Atmospheres. Astrophys. J. Lett. 845, L20 (2017).

15. Powell, D. et al. Transit Signatures of Inhomo-
geneous Clouds on Hot Jupiters: Insights from
Microphysical Cloud Modeling. Astrophys. J.
887, 170 (2019).

16. Helling, C. et al. Mineral cloud and hydrocarbon
haze particles in the atmosphere of the hot Jupiter
JWST target WASP-43b. Astron. Astrophys. 641,
A178 (2020).

17. MacDonald, R. J., Goyal, J. M. & Lewis, N. K.
Why Is it So Cold in Here? Explaining the Cold
Temperatures Retrieved from Transmission Spec-
tra of Exoplanet Atmospheres. Astrophys. J. Lett.
893, L43 (2020).

18. Stevenson, K. B. et al. Transiting Exoplanet
Studies and Community Targets for JWST’s Early
Release Science Program. Publ. Astron. Soc. Pac.
128, 094401 (2016).

19. Bean, J. L. et al. The Transiting Exoplanet Com-
munity Early Release Science Program for JWST.
Publ. Astron. Soc. Pac. 130, 114402 (2018).

20. Alderson, L. et al. Early Release Science of
the exoplanet WASP-39b with JWST NIRSpec
G395H. Nature 614, 664–669 (2023).

21. Feinstein, A. D. et al. Early Release Science
of the exoplanet WASP-39b with JWST NIRISS.
Nature 614, 670–675 (2023).

22. Ahrer, E.-M. et al. Early Release Science of
the exoplanet WASP-39b with JWST NIRCam.
Nature 614, 653–658 (2023).

23. Tsai, S.-M. et al. Photochemically produced SO2

in the atmosphere of WASP-39b. Nature 617,
483–487 (2023).

24. Jones, K. & Espinoza, N. catwoman: A transit
modelling Python package for asymmetric light
curves. The Journal of Open Source Software 5,
2382 (2020).



6

25. Espinoza, N. & Jones, K. Constraining Mornings
and Evenings on Distant Worlds: A new Semian-
alytical Approach and Prospects with Transmis-
sion Spectroscopy. Astron. J. 162, 165 (2021).

26. Kreidberg, L. batman: BAsic Transit Model cAl-
culatioN in Python. Publ. Astron. Soc. Pac. 127,
1161 (2015).

27. Goyal, J. M. et al. A library of ATMO for-
ward model transmission spectra for hot Jupiter
exoplanets. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 474, 5158–
5185 (2018).

28. Line, M. R. et al. A Systematic Retrieval Analysis
of Secondary Eclipse Spectra. I. A Comparison of
Atmospheric Retrieval Techniques. Astrophys. J.
775, 137 (2013).

29. Kataria, T. et al. The Atmospheric Circulation of a
Nine-hot-Jupiter Sample: Probing Circulation and
Chemistry over a Wide Phase Space. Astrophys. J.
821, 9 (2016).

30. Lee, E. K. H., Tsai, S.-M., Hammond, M. &
Tan, X. A mini-chemical scheme with net reac-
tions for 3D general circulation models. II. 3D
thermochemical modelling of WASP-39b and HD
189733b. Astron. Astrophys. 672, A110 (2023).

31. Carone, L., Lewis, D. A., Samra, D., Schneider,
A. D. & Helling, C. WASP-39b: exo-Saturn
with patchy cloud composition, moderate metal-
licity, and underdepleted S/O. arXiv e-prints
arXiv:2301.08492 (2023).

32. Helling, C. et al. Exoplanet weather and climate
regimes with clouds and thermal ionospheres. A
model grid study in support of large-scale obser-
vational campaigns. Astron. Astrophys. 671, A122
(2023).

33. Zamyatina, M. et al. Observability of sig-
natures of transport-induced chemistry in
clear atmospheres of hot gas giant exoplanets.
Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 519, 3129–3153 (2023).

34. Steinrueck, M. E. et al. 3D simulations of pho-
tochemical hazes in the atmosphere of hot Jupiter
HD 189733b. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 504,
2783–2799 (2021).

35. Arfaux, A. & Lavvas, P. Coupling haze and
cloud microphysics in WASP-39b’s atmosphere
based on JWST observations. arXiv e-prints
arXiv:2311.07365 (2023).



7

Methods

Dataset
In this work, we use the JWST NIRSpec PRISM
dataset obtained for WASP-39 b as part of The JWST
Transiting Exoplanet Community Director’s Discre-
tionary ERS program 18, 19 (ERS 1366; PIs: N. M.
Batalha, J. L. Bean, K. B. Stevenson) and which was
already introduced in the work of 10. We selected this
dataset for the morning/evening exploration of WASP-
39 b as, among the four ERS datasets, it has the widest
wavelength coverage and presented relatively minor
challenges in the light curve data analysis — which is
how we obtain constraints on the morning and evening
of the exoplanet in this work.

Data analysis
We use the FIREFLy pipeline’s reduction of the
dataset as presented in 36, 10, and subsequently used
in Carter & May et al. (in review). To summarize, the
pipeline performs initial calibrations using the pack-
age jwst, adding in group-stage 1/f noise destrip-
ing before the ramp-fitting stage. It then scrubs the
time series of bad pixels and cosmic rays, and shift-
stabilizes each integration to correct for millipixel-
level correlated jitter of the spectral trace. Following
Carter & May et al. (in review), who delve deeply into
the deleterious effects of saturation, we elect to use
only the unsaturated 2.0-5.0 µm region of the spec-
trum due to its weak systematic noise and reproducible
transmission spectrum. The ∼0.7 – 2.0 µm region
shows significant deviations relative to the unsaturated
NIRISS-SOSS spectrum 21, increasing in magnitude
toward the saturation center at 1.3 µm. The region
also suffers from significantly lower signal-to-noise
because fewer groups are available for use there. We
omit this region to avoid the possibility of draw-
ing spurious conclusions about the planet’s nature.
We note that WASP-39 b’s 2.0-5.0 µm spectrum has
relatively larger feature amplitudes spanning more
chemical species than the NIR region. The PRISM
spectrophotometry is well-fit by a linear trend vary-
ing in wavelength and displays no other significant
systematic noise.

Transit light curve analysis
Physical and orbital parameters of the system.
The physical and orbital parameters of WASP-39 b
used in this work are the ones reported by Carter

& May et al. (in review). These were fixed in our
wavelength-dependent light curve fits. In particular,
we fixed the period to P = 4.0552842 days, the
scaled semi-major axis to a/R∗ = 11.390, the impact
parameter to b = 0.4498 and set the mid-transit time
for NIRSpec/PRISM to T0 = 2459771.335647 days.

Wavelength-dependent light curve analysis. In
order to explore the evidence for morning/evening
signatures on the wavelength-dependent NIR-
Spec/PRISM light curves, we decided to perform
analyses following three different approaches:

1. catwoman light curve fits. In this approach,
we performed light curve fits to the wavelength-
dependent light curves using the catwoman
framework introduced in 25, 37. This framework
models the transiting object passing in front of
the star as two stacked semi-circles, each one
representing the effective transit depth from the
morning and evening terminators of WASP-39 b.
We performed two sets of fits using this approach,
led by co-authors MM and NE, respectively, both
of which set the rotation angle of the limbs to 90
degrees. The NE catwoman fits were performed
by using limb-darkening coefficients taken from
the limb-darkening 38 package as priors,
using ATLAS models with the same stellar param-
eters as WASP-39, and passing those through the
SPAM algorithm of 39 to obtain the final estimates
for the limb-darkening coefficients. The MM fits
fixed the limb-darkening coefficients to those
obtained from the ExoCTK 40 library also obtained
from ATLAS models with the same stellar param-
eters as WASP-39. Both light curve fits used a
quadratic limb-darkening law. The NE fits used the
limb-darkening parametrization in 41, with a prior
that follows a truncated normal centered around
the theoretical, transformed coefficients (q1, q2),
and with limits set between 0 and 1 for each. The
standard deviation of that prior distribution was
set to 0.1 for both transformed coefficients based
on the findings of 42 which found 0.1 to be the
maximum offset between quadratic and empirical
limb-darkening coefficients when comparing the-
oretical coefficients to those obtained via precise
TESS photometry. Both fits also included a slope
in time as a free parameter to model the visit-long
slope seen in the NIRSpec/PRISM data in 10, along
with a baseline flux offset. The NE fits include in
addition a jitter term added in quadrature to the
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NIRSpec/PRISM light curve errorbars. In total,
the MM fits had 4 free parameters (2 semi-circle
radii, slope and baseline flux offset) for each
wavelength-dependent lightcurve, whereas the NE
fits had 7 free parameters (same as MM plus 2
limb-darkening coefficients and a jitter term).

2. Ingress/egress (Tiberius) light curve fits. In this
approach, we performed transit light curve fits to
the wavelength-dependent light curves using the
batman 43 framework via the Tiberius library
44, 45, but fitting half-ingress (where contributions
mainly from the morning limb are expected) and
half-egress (where contributions mainly from the
evening limb are expected) independently. To find
the contact points of the transit event, a transit
lightcurve was generated with the orbital parame-
ters described above, and limb-darkening was set
to zero to find the discontinuity points in the light
curve marking contact points 1 (start of ingress),
2 (end of ingress), 3 (beginning of egress) and 4
(end of egress). With this, the half-ingress (contact
point 1.5 — mean of contact 1 and 2) and half-
egress (contact point 3.5 — mean of contact 3 and
4) contact points were derived. The half-ingress
(all datapoints prior to contact point 1.5 and post
contact point 4) and half-egress (all datapoints
post contact point 3.5 and prior to contact point
1) light curves were then fit as follows. First, the
full lightcurve is fit for each wavelength bin, with
a model that fits for a slope and baseline flux off-
set, the planet-to-star radius ratio and the linear
term of a quadratic limb-darkening law — with
the quadratic term fixed to limb-darkening coef-
ficients obtained from 3D models in the Exo-TiC
library 46. Then, the half-ingress and half-egress
lightcurves are fit by leaving all parameters fixed
to the best-fit parameters obtained from the full
transit fit, with the only free parameter being the
planet-to-star radius ratios. These define the morn-
ing and evening transit depth, respectively, using
this methodology.

3. Wavelength-dependent mid-transit time. The
transit time spectrum is sensitive to 0th-order
wavelength-dependent opacity-centroid shifts
along the planet’s orbit imparted by spatial inho-
mogeneity in the composition and temperature of
its terminator 12, 15, 25, 47. A hotter, more extended
trailing terminator casts a positive deflection in
the relative transit time (∆T0 > 0), with the

planet appearing to transit slightly later due to
the subtle trailing-limb inflation of its τ = 1
surface. A colder leading terminator spectrum,
or one with feature-muting grey clouds, would
likewise cast a monochromatic positive deflection
to the transit time spectrum. The effect amplitude
scales inversely with the planet’s orbital velocity
and impact parameter, and the difference of each
terminator’s mean transit cord altitude. The time
spectrum shown in Extended Data Figure 1c is
the result of a Levenburg-Marquardt least-squares
fit to the spectrophotometry, with bins wider than
those used in 10. At each wavelength channel we
fix WASP-39 b’s orbital parameters to those of
Carter & May et al. (in review), while fitting for
its limb darkening coefficients, transit depth, and
transit center time using batman 43. We find that
the time signature is robust against one’s selection
of fitted and fixed parameters, resulting in ≤ 1− σ
differences. Statistically-significant ≥ 3 − σ pos-
itive deflections are detected with wavelengths
corresponding to the spectral features of H2O (∼
2-3.5 µm), H2S (∼ 3.78 µm), SO2 (∼ 4.06 µm),
and CO2 (∼ 4.2-4.5 µm).

The results from the methodologies described
above are presented in Extended Data Figure 1. Both
catwoman (NE, MM) and the half-ingress/egress
approaches seem to be consistent with each other
within the errorbars, as well as judging from the over-
all structure of the resulting morning and evening
spectra. In general, it appears the morning spectral
features of H2O and CO2 are damped in compari-
son to the same features observed in the evening, a
picture that is consistent with the analysis performed
on the wavelength-dependent transit times, where the
largest offsets are observed for the H2O and CO2 fea-
tures, although the latter molecule is seen at lower
significance.

However, the significance of the dampening
between spectral features in the morning and evening
is less clear for the NE light curve analysis. This
latter approach produces the largest errors on the
morning/evening spectra, which is due to the fact
that this approach assumes some ignorance on the
limb-darkening coefficients. As we show below
through light curve experiments performed to study
the robustness of our morning/evening spectra to
assumptions on transit parameters, we deem this
approach as the most conservative in terms of deriving
differences between the morning and evening limbs,
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Extended Data Fig. 1 |Different approaches at detecting limb
asymmetries from NIRSpec/PRISM data. a-b. Evening (top) and
morning (middle) depths as extracted from three independent anal-
yses of our NIRSpec/PRISM lightcurves; one using the catwoman
framework with limb-darkening as free parameters with a prior
(NE), a framework leaving those fixed (MM) and a framework on
which half-ingress and half-egress are fitted independently using a
batman lightcurve model (Tiberius); see text for details. Note the
agreement between approaches for both terminators, and how the
amplitude of the features seem to be smaller in the morning ter-
minator c. An independent look at limb asymmetries by fitting for
a wavelength-dependent time-of-transit center to each wavelength-
dependent lightcurve. As with the top and middle panels, differences
between the limbs as tracked by the time-of-transit center seem to
be largest between 2-3.5 µm, i.e., around the water bands. All error-
bars represent 1-standard deviation.

as very slight deviations from the true, “underlying”
limb-darkening coefficients can give rise to false
differences between morning and evening spectra,
which could in turn be erroneously interpreted as an
astrophysical effect in the exoplanet atmosphere. This
is the reason why we decide to perform inferences on
the catwoman approach of NE to showcase/interpret
morning/evening spectra in the main text.

Robustness of morning/evening spectra to assump-
tions on transit parameters. Previous works that
have studied the possibility of extracting morning
and evening spectra directly from transit light curves
have identified a number of possible degeneracies
that might arise and which could impact the derived

spectra 15, 25, 47. In particular, the degeneracy between
the time-of-transit center and limb asymmetries has
been identified in previous works as the largest source
preventing performing these detections in real data,
with the usage of precise wavelength-dependent
transit light curves like the ones used in this work
being critical to lift it 15, 47. In addition, while limb-
darkening has been shown to slightly decrease the
detectability of limb asymmetries on simulated data
25, any biases induced by fixing those coefficients
have, to our knowledge, not been studied in detail
in the literature. Finally, eccentric orbits have been
shown to also give rise to asymmetric transit light
curves 48, 49. Using the wrong assumption about the
eccentricity of the orbit could, thus, in turn, give
rise to biases on morning/evening spectra which are
extracted by measuring light curve asymmetries. We
performed experiments to study those three system-
atic error sources in order to quantify their impact on
our reported morning/evening spectra.

Robustness against no limb asymmetries. In order
to define a null baseline robustness check against
the catwoman methodology used in this work, we
simulated noisy transit light curves using batman
which had the same input transit parameters as the
white-light light curve parameters used in our fits (i.e.,
the ones from Carter & May et al., in review), the
same noise properties as the real data (including the
visit-long slope), and transit depths that varied as a
function of wavelength matching the transit spectrum
presented in 10. We then fitted those lightcurves with a
catwoman model, with the same approach as the one
described above for the NE catwoman light curve
fits. As expected, we found that the extracted morning
and evening spectra were consistent with each other,
producing a null difference between them. The results
of those simulations are shown in Extended Data
Figure 3, panel a.

Robustness against the time-of-transit center. In order
to check the robustness of our spectra to using a
fixed time-of-transit center (obtained from the work
of Carter & May et al., in review), we performed the
same simulations as the ones described in the previous
paragraph; however, we used a time-of-transit center
being 3σ larger than the one reported in the work
of Carter & May et al. (in review), which amounted
to a time offset of 3.4 seconds. We then fitted those
light curves with a catwoman model which used the
time-of-transit center as a fixed parameter without this
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offset. We found that such an offset in timing had no
measurable impacts on our morning/evening transit
spectrum, with the difference between them being
consistent with zero. The results of those simulations
are shown in Extended Data Figure 3, panel b.

Robustness against limb-darkening coefficients. We
performed a similar experiment to the one described
in the previous paragraph but modified the input
limb-darkening coefficients to be offset by 0.01 from
the fixed values, which were obtained following the
methodology described above for NE’s catwoman
transit light curve fitting approach. We then fitted
those light curves, but fixed the limb-darkening coef-
ficients in our fit to the ones without those offsets.
We found that these very small offsets on the limb-
darkening coefficients had a measurable impact on
the retrieved morning/evening spectra, giving rise
to measurable morning/evening differences of order
∼ 200− 300 ppm when fixing those in the light curve
fitting procedure to the wrong values; the results
from this simulation are presented in Extended Data
Figure 3, panel c.. The same experiment, but set-
ting wide priors on these coefficients as described
on the NE catwoman light curve fitting procedure
described above allows one to recover the input null
difference between the evening and morning spectra
(not shown). These experiments highlight that, while
relative morning/evening spectral differences might
be obtained by fixing the limb-darkening coefficients
even if they are slightly wrong, absolute spectral dif-
ferences might not be robustly extracted in general.
Even if aiming to obtain relative morning/evening
spectral differences, in reality limb-darkening offsets
might be wavelength-dependent and thus might give
rise to spurious signals and/or spectral features in the
limb spectra. This was one of the main reasons why
we decided to present the results obtained from the NE
catwoman light curve fitting procedure in the main
text, which allows for limb-darkening coefficients
to be significantly offset from the input theoretical
model calculations. The retrieved limb-darkening
coefficients when performing catwoman fits using
the NE approach to our real NIRSpec/PRISM data are
presented in Extended Data Figure 4. Errors on the u1

coefficients range from 0.02 − 0.04, while errors on
the u2 coefficients range from 0.03− 0.06. Offsets on
the limb-darkening coefficients of order ∼ 0.01, thus,
are indeed allowable by the data, and they are particu-
larly likely in the 2.5-4.5 µm range for the linear (u1)
coefficient of the quadratic law which is where the

retrieved limb-darkening coefficients deviate the most
from the theoretical model predictions.

Robustness against eccentricity. We repeated a simi-
lar experiment to the ones described above, but this
time we set as an input batman model an eccentric
orbit with parameters consistent at 3σ with the best-
fit parameters presented in Carter & May et al. (in
review), which corresponds to e = 0.035 and ω = 10
degrees. Our simulations, presented in Extended Data
Figure 3, panel d., show that these set of values can
indeed give rise to offsets between the morning and
evening limbs, making the morning limb spectra larger
than the evening limb spectra. We explored the range
of (e, ω) allowed by the analysis presented in Carter
& May et al. (in review) and found that the impact
of these parameters act always in the same direction
for the WASP-39 b transit observations analyzed in
this work: values of e and ω allowed by the poste-
rior distribution all could give rise to larger morn-
ing depths than evening depths. With the reported
morning/evening spectra in this work we observe the
opposite, however: larger evening depths than morn-
ing depths. This suggests that the absolute difference
we observe between the morning and evening spec-
tra in the NIRSpec/PRISM observations are, at worst,
lower limits on the actual absolute depth difference
between the morning and the evening limbs.

It is important to note, however, that a set of val-
ues of (e, ω) as the one used for our experiment is
likely unrealistically large, as secondary eclipse obser-
vations constrain e cosω = 0.0007±0.0017 50, which
would reject such (e, ω) combination at more than 10-
σ. Given WASP-39 b’s eccentricity is consistent with
zero given data from different sources, which is in
turn consistent with the relatively small circularization
time-scales for the planet given WASP-39 is a ∼ 9 Gyr
star 51, we suggest eccentricity offsets to be a relatively
minor effect for this system.

To test how the most up-to-date constraints on
the properties of the system impact our detection of
morning and evening differences in the transmission
spectrum of WASP-39 b presented in this work, we
decided to re-run a white-light lightcurve fit similar
to that in Carter & May et al. (in review) but assum-
ing an eccentric orbit, and then let the posteriors of
the transit parameters of this fit float as priors on our
wavelength-dependant lightcurve fits instead of fixing
those parameters as was done in our nominal analy-
sis. This new white-light lightcurve fit was performed
with two extra priors: (1) the constraint on e cosω =
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0.0007 ± 0.0017 of 50 and (2) a prior on the stellar
density of WASP-39 b obtained via the methodology
outlined in 52 and 53. This latter methodology first
obtains stellar atmospheric parameters obtained from
high-resolution spectra, for which we use the average
of 3 publicly available FEROS high-resolution spec-
tra from PID 098.A-9007(A) obtained in February 12,
2017, which were reduced with the CERES pipeline
54. This spectrum is given as input to the ZASPE code
55, with which an initial set of stellar atmospheric
parameters is obtained. Then, the available Gaia (G =
11.8867 ± 0.0020, BP = 12.3061 ± 0.0054, RP =
11.3258± 0.0031) and 2MASS (J = 10.663± 0.024,
H = 10.307±0.023, K = 10.202±0.023) photome-
try is combined with Gaia-derived distances (211.46±
2.35 pc; obtained via parallaxes using the method-
ology described in 56) to obtain fundamental, abso-
lute stellar parameters using PARSEC isochrones 57,
with the spectroscopically derived stellar atmospheric
parameters used as priors. This iterative procedure
returns all the fundamental stellar parameters for the
star. In particular, for WASP-39 b we find R∗ =
0.897± 0.011R⊙, M∗ = 0.891± 0.033M⊙, which in
turn gives a stellar density of ρ∗ = 1736± 121 kg/m3.
We note those estimated stellar parameters are consis-
tent with, albeit more precise than, those presented in
the discovery paper of 51.

This new white-light lightcurve fit gives posterior
parameters that are, in turn, all consistent with the
ones reported in Carter & May et al. (in review);
notably, with a stellar density posterior of 1705 ± 28
kg/m3, consistent at 1-sigma with the value of
1699± 55 kg/m3 shown in that work (and much more
constrained than our stellar density prior, showcasing
this value to not be dominated by it). The fit also puts
a limit on the eccentricity of WASP-39 b of e < 0.016
with 99% credibility (e sin(ω) = 0.0014+0.0051

−0.0057;
e cos(ω) = 0.0009+0.0014

−0.0012); a circular model still
being preferred via the bayesian evidence. As
described above, we then use the posterior distribu-
tions of all the transit parameters of this eccentric
model fit as priors for each wavelength-dependant
lightcurve fit using the catwoman NE methodology
described above. We find a morning and evening
transmission spectrum which is very similar to the
one presented in Figure 2, albeit with larger error-
bars; an increase dominated by the uncertainty on
the eccentricity. This highlights the importance of
having high-precision orbital parameters for systems
when performing limb asymmetries detections, and in

particular good constraints on eccentricities and argu-
ments of periastron. Despite these enlarged errorbars,
we do still find an average evening-to-morning depth
difference of 582 ± 188 ppm — a 3-sigma detection
of the evening-to-morning depth effect presented in
this work even in this worst-case scenario. In order
to further explore the impact of our orbital param-
eter estimation on our detection of inhomogeneous
terminators on WASP-39 b, we ran experiments on
which we artificially enlarged the errorbars on the
orbital parameters by 3, 5 and 10-fold, for both circu-
lar (i.e., e = 0) and eccentric (i.e., free e cos(ω) and
e sin(ω)) cases, and compared the average evening-
to-morning depths for each case. We compared these
differences both across the entire wavelength range
and for wavelengths above 4 µm, where we see the
largest deviations on evening-to-morning depths. The
results from our experiment are presented in Extended
Data Figure 2. As can be observed, for our circular
case, error inflations of up to 5 times our reported
errorbars still support our detection of inhomoge-
neous terminators, whereas for the eccentric case,
error inflations of up to 3 times only support this
detection at wavelengths above 4 µm. These exper-
iments highlight the dependency on the detection of
this effect on the accuracy and precision of orbital
parameters for WASP-39 b — which might also be
the case for detecting the effect on other exoplanets.
We do note, however, that those experiments provide
an upper limit on the uncertainty on the evening-to-
morning depth difference, as the eccentricity should
be wavelength-independent. In our case, however,
we are fitting for eccentricity independently on each
individual wavelength bin.

Robustness against white-light limb asymmetries. The
work of Carter & May et al. (in review) performed
white-light light curve analyses assuming a batman
transit light curve model. We leave the transit param-
eters fixed in most of our wavelength-dependent
light curve fits to the NIRSpec/PRISM data. How-
ever, given our detection of limb asymmetries on
this dataset, it might be suggested that the posterior
parameters in Carter & May et al. (in review) could
be biased given no catwoman models were used
to analyze the JWST data. We performed such fits
leaving all the priors for the rest of the parameters
unchanged and as described in Carter & May et al.
(in review), but allowing for the JWST data to have
asymmetric limbs through a catwoman model. We
found all the transit parameters agreed within 1σ
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Extended Data Fig. 2 | Impact of less accurate and precise
orbital parameters on the detection of inhomogeneous termina-
tors on WASP-39 b. In our experiments, we inflated the errorbars
on the orbital parameters (e.g., impact parameter, a/R∗, etc.) by
different factors, and performed wavelength-dependant catwoman
lightcurve fits on our NIRSpec/PRISM data using normal priors for
each parameter along with the other wavelength-dependant param-
eters described in the main text and in the Methods section such as
the planet-to-star radius ratio, limb-darkening, etc. a. Error inflation
exercise assuming a circular orbit (i.e., eccentricity fixed to zero)
and b. same exercise but assuming an eccentric orbit — with uncer-
tainties on all parameters, including e cosω and e sinω, inflated by
3 (left), 5 (middle) and 10-fold (right). Dashed line marks the non-
detection threshold (i.e., equal evening and morning depths). All
bold errorbars represent 1-standard deviation. Thin errorbars are 3-
standard deviations.

with respect to the values reported in Carter & May
et al. (in review); however, the uncertainties in the
time-of-transit center, eccentricity and stellar density
are larger by a factor of ∼ 1.5, ∼ 2 and ∼ 4 for the
catwoman fits. When accounting for the constraints
imposed by WASP-39 b’s secondary eclipse described
in the previous paragraph, however, all uncertainties
but that of the stellar density are consistent between
the analyses. This analysis suggests that the fact the
work of Carter & May et al. (in review) did not use
catwomanmodels to fit the JWST transit light curves
is not a particularly important consideration for the
case of WASP-39 b, in particular when it refers to
the constraints on the eccentricity and time-of-transit
center used in our wavelength-dependent fits.

Robustness of morning/evening spectra to plane-
tary rotation. The framework and results presented
above omit any impacts from planetary rotation dur-
ing transit. If this were to be significant, the spectra

observed at the very beginning of the transit event
could be different from the spectra that is observed at
the end of it. Assuming the exoplanet is tidally locked,
the amount of rotation the planet undergoes (period
of ∼ 4.1 days) on timescales of the transit event
(∼ 2.8 hours) is of order ∼ 10 degrees; calculations
by 58 suggest this might be too small to detect any
signatures due to planetary rotation. To explore these
constraints on our data, we decided to study it by per-
forming the same lightcurve analysis outlined above,
but considering a different set of morning/evening
depths during ingress than during egress. We found
that during ingress, the mean morning-to-evening
transit depth difference was −228 ± 187 ppm; dur-
ing egress, the difference was of 344 ± 189 ppm.
Both are consistent with zero at 2σ and thus we are
unable to detect any differences between the morn-
ing/evening spectra during ingress and egress. We
then joined those morning/evening depths observed
during ingress and egress into a single, total transit
depth. When comparing the total transit depth during
ingress to that of egress, we find a mean difference of
234 ± 144 ppm. This suggests that, while it is possi-
ble rotation effects are indeed important, they remain
hard to detect with the quality of data at hand.

Robustness of morning/evening spectra to stellar
rotation. Stellar rotation could, in principle, pro-
duce asymmetries in the transit lightcurves as the
planet transits red and blueshifted regions of the
star. WASP-39 b, however, has a very slow stellar
rotation of 1.5 ± 0.6 km/s 51; in addition, JWST’s
NIRSpec/PRISM’s resolution of about R = 100 sug-
gests such an effect should be small in the case of our
observations. We performed calculations to determine
how big such an effect would be on our observations
and concluded this is below 1 ppm even in the worst-
case scenario of a stellar rotation speed at the 5-sigma
limit imposed by the work of 51, i.e., 4.5 km/s.

Robustness of morning/evening spectra to stellar
heterogeneities. Stellar heterogeneities (caused by,
e.g., spots and faculae) could, in principle, impact
our ability to retrieve limb asymmetries from tran-
sit light curves. WASP-39, however, is a relatively
quiet G-type star 51. While photometric variability has
been detected in TESS and NGTS light curves with a
low amplitude level of 0.06% in 22 — on the lower
tail of photometric variability observed in Kepler for
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G8-type stars like WASP-39 59 — no evidence of spot-
crossing events on transit light curves of WASP-39 has
been detected to date.

On the one hand, unnoculted stellar hetero-
geneities such as the ones modeled by the transit light
source effect 59 would impact the limb spectra of the
morning and evening in similar ways, and would thus
be unable to give rise to the morning/evening differ-
ences observed in this work. Occulted cool or hot
spots could, in principle, cause asymmetries in the
transit light curve. These would have to be, however,
larger than about 100 ppm in amplitude in the tran-
sit light curve at about 4 µm to give rise to the ∼
400 ppm differences we observe between morning
and evenings (see Figure 1d). In turn, these should
increase in amplitude for shorter wavelengths, which
does not match the wavelength dependance of the limb
asymmetries observed in our work. In addition, any
such features would be several times larger at optical
wavelengths; however, although such features should
be easily detectable, no such features where reported
in the optical NIRSpec/PRISM light curves analyzed
in 10.

Based on this, we suggest stellar activity is
unlikely to give rise to the morning/evening differ-
ences observed in this work.

Forward models & retrievals
ATMO model grid. We fitted the entire ATMO local
condensation grid tailored to WASP-39 b as intro-
duced in 27. These models include all the dominant
species observed in the NIRSpec/PRISM spectrum
of WASP-39 b, except for sulfur species, which are
nonetheless marginally detected in this dataset 10. To
fit the morning and evening spectra, we take into con-
sideration the fact that both are highly correlated, and
thus use the log-likelihood framework introduced in
25. To construct the morning/evening depth models,
we simply take half the transit depth of a given ATMO
model sampled for either the morning or evening limb
spectra. Then, we try all the combinations of mod-
els in the grid to fit the morning and evening limb
depths. Given there are 3,920 individual models for
WASP-39 b in this grid, this resulted in over 15 million
fits.

To bring those models to the observed transit
depths in our data, we anchored the mean transit
depth of both models to the average evening limb
transit depth. This conserves any morning-to-evening
transit depth offsets; this offset is, thus, the only

free parameter in our model fits. Our set of best-fit
models are all consistent with models on which the
evening spectrum is hotter by about 200 K than the
morning spectrum, spanning a wide range of possible
cloud and haze properties. In terms of C/O ratios and
metallicities, our best-fit models all produce similar
C/O ratios for the morning and evening spectra in the
range 0.3− 0.6, and metallicities on the order of ∼ 10
times solar.

CHIMERA atmospheric retrievals. In order to per-
form a posterior exploration of the parameter space
allowed by our observed morning and evening spec-
tra, we decided to run atmospheric retrievals using
the CHIMERA retrieval framework described in 28 and
modified in 25 to handle morning and evening spec-
tra. These models include all the dominant species
observed in the NIRSpec/PRISM spectrum of WASP-
39 b, except for sulfur species, which are nonetheless
marginally detected in this dataset 10. This framework
performs chemically-consistent modelling, i.e., per-
forming chemical equilibrium calculations given C/O
ratios, metallicites and temperature/pressure profiles,
which are combined with a prescription for clouds
following the work of 60. We used the same prior
distributions introduced in 25, with the only modifica-
tion being the prior on the temperature of the limbs,
which here we set to be a uniform prior between 500
and 2000 K for both the morning and the evening
limb. Our atmospheric retrievals considered a com-
mon metallicity, fiducial 10-bar radius and parameters
defining the temperature/pressure profile for the morn-
ing and the evening limbs, but considered different
C/O ratios, vertical mixing and cloud-top properties
for the morning and the evening limb.

The posterior distributions from our CHIMERA
atmospheric retrievals —for which a set of poste-
rior parameters are shown in Extended Data Figure
5 — constrain an evening temperature of 1068+43

−55 K
and a morning temperature of 889+54

−65 K, implying an
evening-to-morning difference of 177+65

−57 K — a 3σ
difference between the evening and morning limb tem-
peratures consistent with the findings with our ATMO
best-fit grid model search described above. The rest
of the parameters in our atmospheric retrievals are
all consistent between the morning and the evening
limb, which suggests that this temperature difference
is one of the largest effects defining the difference
between the morning and evening spectra. In particu-
lar, the C/O ratios are consistent with each other with
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Extended Data Fig. 3 |Robustness of limb asymmetry detection to transit parameters and assumptions. To study the robustness of our
extracted morning and evening spectra for the NIRSpec/PRISM observations, we simulated transit lightcurves using batman and then fitted
those using catwoman with different assumptions, leaving all parameters fixed but the depths of the morning and evening limbs. a-b. Null
case on which the true model has no limb asymmetries and the input transit parameters are unchanged; the catwoman fits correctly recover
the same morning (blue) and evening (red) spectra (top). The difference ∆ between the morning and the evening spectra are consistent with
zero, as expected from this null case (bottom). c. Same experiment as in a., but generating a light curve with a time-of-transit center 3-σ away
from the fixed value, which amounts to an offset of 3.4 seconds. The difference ∆ is consistent with zero, suggesting our inferences are robust
against this parameter. d. Same experiment, but generating a light curve that had limb-darkening coefficients of the quadratic law offset by
0.01. Note how this injects a systematic offset in the difference between the morning and evening spectra; depending on the direction of this
offset, this can lead to mornings having larger depths than evenings or viceversa. e. Same experiment, but generating a transit lightcurve with
a non-zero eccentricity consistent at 3-σ with the white-lightcurve fits of Carter & May et al. (in review; e = 0.035, ω = 10 deg). Note how
this slight eccentricity can generate significantly larger mornings than evenings, due to the asymmetry an eccentric orbit imprints on the transit
lightcurve. For WASP-39 b, this eccentricity effect cannot generate larger evenings than mornings, which is what we observe. This suggests
our results are also robust against this parameter (see text for details). All errorbars represent 1-standard deviation.

the evening limb having C/O = 0.58+0.13
−0.16 and the

morning limb having C/O = 0.57+0.17
−0.23. Interestingly,

while both limbs allow for clouds, the cloud-top pres-
sure in the evening limb is much more constrained
than the pressure in the morning limb — the cloud-
top pressure of the evening cloud being located in
our retrievals at about ∼ 1 − 10 mbar, and clouds
in the morning being consistent with a wide range
of possibilities. Notably, the posterior distributions
presented in Extended Data Figure 5 showcase how
these cloud properties do not strongly define the morn-
ing/evening temperatures, likely stemming from the
fact that these two properties are extracted both from
the absolute depth difference between the morning
and evening spectra and the amplitude of the H2O
and CO2 features. For example, while the morning
cloud-top pressure is consistent with a wide range
of values, all those values are allowed within the
relatively narrow temperature ranges for the morn-
ing/evening temperatures described above. In the case

of the evening cloud-top pressure, which is much bet-
ter defined, some slight correlations are observed with
the temperatures, but again within well-constrained
temperature values. Finally, the retrieved metallicity
in our fits is consistent with a ×10 solar metallicity —
again, consistent with our best-fit ATMO models.

General circulation models
Condensate cloud model. The results from the cloud
microphysics model presented here were obtained
applying a kinetic cloud formation model (consistent
solution of nucleation of different species, growth and
evaporation of mixed materials, gravitational settling,
mixing, element conservation), coupled to equilibrium
gas phase chemistry 61, 62 for 10× solar element abun-
dances. 1D pressure-temperature profiles extracted
from a cloud-free GCM simulation of WASP-39b
using ExpeRT/MITgcm 63 were used as input. The
mixing timescale in the model was calculated based on
the local vertical velocities from the GCM and scale
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Extended Data Fig. 4 |Quadratic limb-darkening coefficients
from catwoman WASP-39 b transit light curve fits. Solid lines
(purple for u1, blue for u2) are the theoretical limb-darkening coef-
ficients obtained by, first, using the limb-darkening library
using ATLAS models to extract limb-darkening coefficients, and
then passing those through the SPAM algorithm of 39 to obtain
the model predictions. Points with errorbars are retrieved limb-
darkening coefficients from our catwoman (NE) transit light curve
fits. Note the apparent offset between model and retrieved coeffi-
cients between about 2.5 to 4.5 µm for u1. All errorbars represent
1-standard deviation.

height (see 32). The mixing timescale was then multi-
plied by a factor of 100 64, 65. We note that the GCM
simulations are identical to those presented in ref. 31.
The resulting cloud particle number densities, their
mixed material compositions and mean particle sizes
were used as input to calculate the local cloud opac-
ity with the adapted version of petitRADTRANS 66–68

using the Landau, Lifshitz and Looyenga (LLL) 69, 70

mixing prescription and Mie theory using the pub-
licly available python code PyMieScatt 71. The spectra
from nine different latitudes (-86◦, -68◦, -45◦, -23◦,
0◦, 23◦, 45◦, 68◦, 86◦) were then averaged at the
evening and morning terminator, respectively.

Photochemical haze model. For modeling pho-
tochemical hazes, we used the haze model presented
in ref. 34 in combination with SPARC/MITgcm 72, 73,
which couples wavelength-dependent radiative trans-
fer using the correlated-k method to a dynamical core
based on the primitive equations 74. All numerical
choices in the model are identical to the wavelength-
dependent passive model presented in ref. 75 except
that the planet parameters of WASP-39b, a 10× solar
metallicity, and a temperature of the bottom-most
layer of 4154 K were assumed. The model treats hazes
as passive tracers with constant particle sizes. Hazes
are produced at low pressures on the dayside and
destroyed at pressures > 0.1 bar. Particle sizes ranging
from 1 nm to 1000 nm were considered. The haze pro-
duction rate then was adjusted to obtain a good match
to the total (not terminator-resolved) transit spectrum.
Particle sizes of 3 nm and 30 nm resulted in the best

match to the transit spectrum. The spectrum shown
in Fig. 3 uses a particle size of 30 nm and a haze
production rate of 2.5 × 10−12 kg m−2 s−1 at the
substellar point. The spectra generated with a particle
size of 3 nm showed qualitatively similar but smaller
differences between morning and evening terminator.

Clear-atmosphere equilibrium and transport-
induced disequilibrium chemistry models. To
model equilibrium and disequilibrium chemistry (in
particular, transport-induced quenching that occurs
when chemical kinetics are coupled to atmospheric
transport), WASP-39b was simulated using the
Met Office UNIFIED MODEL 76, 77. This model’s
dynamical core solves the non-hydrostatic, deep-
atmosphere Navier-Stokes equations. Its radiative
transfer code 78–80 solves the two-stream equations
using the correlated-k and equivalent extinction meth-
ods, including H2O, CO, CO2, CH4, NH3, HCN,
Li, Na, K, Rb, Cs and collision-induced absorption
due to H2–H2 and H2–He as sources of opacity,
assuming clear-sky conditions and a 10× solar metal-
licity. Two different chemistry schemes were used.
One is the chemical equilibrium scheme that com-
putes a local chemical equilibrium using the Gibbs
energy minimization, and another is the chemical
kinetics scheme which solves the ordinary differential
equations describing the evolution of chemical species
present in the reduced chemical network of ref. 81

to represent disequilibrium thermochemistry (in the
absence of photolysis), as implemented in refs. 82 and
83. To maintain stability, the model employs a vertical
sponge, with damping coefficient 0.15, and a diffu-
sion filter in the longitudinal direction, with coefficient
3.83× 10−2 77.

Calculating morning/evening spectra. For the
photochemical-haze and clear-atmosphere models,
we generate transmission spectra of WASP-39b
for the morning and evening terminators similarly
to the method described in 84. Briefly, we per-
form absorption-only, ray-striking radiative transfer
through the input GCM at two orbital phases. We
rotate the GCM by the phase angle at ingress and
egress, respectively, in addition to interpolating the
GCM onto an equal-altitude grid truncated at approx-
imately 1 bar. For the Met Office UNIFIED MODEL,
chemical abundances are taken from the GCM out-
put. For the SPARC/MITgcm photochemical haze
model, chemistry is interpolated from FastChem 85, 86

equilibrium chemistry tables.
Our opacity sources include H2O

87, CH4
88, 89,

CO 90, 91, CO2
92, C2H2

93, and NH3
94, 95. We include
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Extended Data Fig. 5 |Posterior distribution of some of the retrieved CHIMERA parameters. Corner plot of the morning/evening tem-
peratures, (log) C/O ratios and (log) cloud-top pressures. Only the evening cloud-top pressure is constrained by our retrievals. The purple line in
the morning/evening temperature posterior samples showcases the line of equal temperatures; as can be observed, our posterior samples imply
a significantly different morning-to-evening temperature.

the extinction (absorption and scattering out of the
beam) from haze particles with Mie theory using
PyMieScatt 71, assuming homogeneous particles
with size set by the GCM input and a refractive index
of soot 96.

A note on 1D vs 3D transit spectra calcula-
tions. We point out that spectra for the condensate

cloud model were calculated with a 1D radiative trans-
fer code with the classic mid-transit geometry due
to the 1D nature of the microphysics model and the
additional complexity of mixed-composition grains.
In contrast, spectra for the photochemical haze model
and clear-atmosphere equilibrium and disequilibrium
chemistry models were calculated with a 3D code that
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also correctly takes into account the change in geome-
try during ingress and egress through rotation. We note
that in tests comparing 1D and 3D geometries based
on the model grid of 97, the amplitude of the termina-
tor differences changed. In some (but not all) cases,
this leads to stronger limb asymmetries if the full
3D geometry was considered (Arnold et al., in prep.).
This potentially could bring the size of the observed
differences into better agreement with observations.

Extended Data Tables and Figures
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Data Availability The raw data from this study
is available as part of the Early Release Sci-
ence Observations (ERS) via the Space Science
Telescope Institute’s Mikulski Archive for Space
Telescopes (https://archive.stsci.edu/). All the figures
in this manuscript, along with the associated data
and code to reproduce them, can be found at
https://github.com/nespinoza/wasp39-terminators.
Reduced data along with prior and posterior distri-
butions for our wavelength-dependant catwoman
(NE) light curve fits used to obtain the main
results of this work can be found at https://stsci.
box.com/s/rx7u56zviu3up2p8p34qh3btwop6lgl6.
Reduced data along with prior and posterior
distributions for our white-light light curve fit
performed for WASP-39 b and described in the
Methods section can be found at https://stsci.
box.com/s/wet5xmacrk26ughr8y2j8wpyjdsumco1.
Both datasets contain human-readable outputs, and
are packaged to be explored using the juliet
software library, which is publicly available at
https://github.com/nespinoza/juliet.

Code Availability
Light curves were fitted using juliet
(https://github.com/nespinoza/juliet), batman
(https://github.com/lkreidberg/batman), catwoman
(https://github.com/KathrynJones1/catwoman) and
Tiberius (https://github.com/JamesKirk11/
Tiberius), all of which are publicly available.

References
36. Rustamkulov, Z., Sing, D. K., Liu, R. & Wang,

A. Analysis of a JWST NIRSpec Lab Time
Series: Characterizing Systematics, Recovering
Exoplanet Transit Spectroscopy, and Constrain-
ing a Noise Floor. Astrophys. J. Lett. 928, L7
(2022).

37. Jones, K. & Espinoza, N. catwoman: A transit
modelling Python package for asymmetric light
curves. The Journal of Open Source Software 5,
2382 (2020).

38. Espinoza, N. & Jordán, A. Limb darken-
ing and exoplanets: testing stellar model atmo-
spheres and identifying biases in transit parame-
ters. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 450, 1879–1899
(2015).

39. Howarth, I. D. On stellar limb darkening and
exoplanetary transits. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc.

418, 1165–1175 (2011).
40. Bourque, M. et al. The exoplanet characteriza-

tion toolkit (exoctk) (2021). URL https://doi.org/
10.5281/zenodo.4556063.

41. Kipping, D. M. Efficient, uninformative sam-
pling of limb darkening coefficients for two-
parameter laws. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 435,
2152–2160 (2013).

42. Patel, J. A. & Espinoza, N. Empirical Limb-
darkening Coefficients and Transit Parameters of
Known Exoplanets from TESS. Astron. J. 163,
228 (2022).

43. Kreidberg, L. batman: Basic transit model calcu-
lation in python. Publications of the Astronomi-
cal Society of the Pacific 127, 1161 (2015).

44. Kirk, J. et al. Rayleigh scattering in
the transmission spectrum of HAT-P-18b.
Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 468, 3907–3916
(2017).

45. Kirk, J. et al. ACCESS and LRG-BEASTS: A
Precise New Optical Transmission Spectrum of
the Ultrahot Jupiter WASP-103b. Astron. J. 162,
34 (2021).

46. Grant, D. & Wakeford, H. R. Exo-tic/exotic-ld:
Exotic-ld v3.0.0 (2022). URL https://doi.org/10.
5281/zenodo.7437681.

47. von Paris, P., Gratier, P., Bordé, P., Leconte, J.
& Selsis, F. Inferring asymmetric limb cloudi-
ness on exoplanets from transit light curves.
Astron. Astrophys. 589, A52 (2016).

48. Barnes, J. W. Effects of Orbital Eccentricity on
Extrasolar Planet Transit Detectability and Light
Curves. Publ. Astron. Soc. Pac. 119, 986–993
(2007).

49. Kipping, D. M. Transiting planets -
light-curve analysis for eccentric orbits.
Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 389, 1383–1390
(2008).

50. Kammer, J. A. et al. Spitzer Secondary Eclipse
Observations of Five Cool Gas Giant Planets
and Empirical Trends in Cool Planet Emission
Spectra. Astrophys. J. 810, 118 (2015).

51. Faedi, F. et al. WASP-39b: a highly inflated
Saturn-mass planet orbiting a late G-type star.
Astron. Astrophys. 531, A40 (2011).

52. Brahm, R. et al. K2-232 b: a transiting warm
Saturn on an eccentric P = 11.2 d orbit around
a V = 9.9 star. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 477,
2572–2581 (2018).

53. Brahm, R. et al. K2-161b: a low-density
super-Neptune on an eccentric orbit.

https://archive.stsci.edu/
https://github.com/nespinoza/wasp39-terminators
https://stsci.box.com/s/rx7u56zviu3up2p8p34qh3btwop6lgl6
https://stsci.box.com/s/rx7u56zviu3up2p8p34qh3btwop6lgl6
https://stsci.box.com/s/wet5xmacrk26ughr8y2j8wpyjdsumco1
https://stsci.box.com/s/wet5xmacrk26ughr8y2j8wpyjdsumco1
https://github.com/nespinoza/juliet
https://github.com/nespinoza/juliet
https://github.com/lkreidberg/batman
https://github.com/KathrynJones1/catwoman
https://github.com/JamesKirk11/Tiberius
https://github.com/JamesKirk11/Tiberius
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4556063
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4556063
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7437681
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7437681


19

Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 483, 1970–1979
(2019).

54. Brahm, R., Jordán, A. & Espinoza, N. CERES:
A Set of Automated Routines for Echelle Spec-
tra. Publ. Astron. Soc. Pac. 129, 034002 (2017).

55. Brahm, R., Jordán, A., Hartman, J. & Bakos,
G. ZASPE: A Code to Measure Stellar Atmo-
spheric Parameters and their Covariance from
Spectra. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 467, 971–984
(2017).

56. Bailer-Jones, C. A. L. Estimating Distances
from Parallaxes. Publ. Astron. Soc. Pac. 127,
994 (2015).

57. Marigo, P. et al. A New Generation of PARSEC-
COLIBRI Stellar Isochrones Including the TP-
AGB Phase. Astrophys. J. 835, 77 (2017).

58. Wardenier, J. P., Parmentier, V. & Lee, E.
K. H. All along the line of sight: a closer
look at opening angles and absorption regions
in the atmospheres of transiting exoplanets.
Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 510, 620–629 (2022).

59. Rackham, B. V., Apai, D. & Giampapa, M. S.
The Transit Light Source Effect. II. The Impact
of Stellar Heterogeneity on Transmission Spec-
tra of Planets Orbiting Broadly Sun-like Stars.
Astron. J. 157, 96 (2019).

60. Ackerman, A. S. & Marley, M. S. Precipitat-
ing Condensation Clouds in Substellar Atmo-
spheres. Astrophys. J. 556, 872–884 (2001).

61. Woitke, P. & Helling, Ch. Dust in brown dwarfs.
III. Formation and structure of quasi-static cloud
layers. Astron. Astrophys. 414, 335–350 (2004).

62. Helling, Ch. & Woitke, P. Dust in brown dwarfs.
V. Growth and evaporation of dirty dust grains.
Astron. Astrophys. 455, 325–338 (2006).

63. Schneider, A. D. et al. Exploring the deep
atmospheres of HD 209458b and WASP-43b
using a non-gray general circulation model.
Astron. Astrophys. 664, A56 (2022).

64. Parmentier, V., Showman, A. P. & Lian, Y. 3D
mixing in hot Jupiters atmospheres. I. Applica-
tion to the day/night cold trap in HD 209458b.
Astron. Astrophys. 558, A91 (2013).

65. Samra, D. et al. Clouds form on the hot Saturn
JWST ERO target WASP-96b. Astron. Astro-
phys. 669, A142 (2023).

66. Mollière, P. et al. petitRADTRANS. A Python
radiative transfer package for exoplanet charac-
terization and retrieval. Astron. Astrophys. 627,
A67 (2019).

67. Mollière, P. et al. Retrieving scattering clouds

and disequilibrium chemistry in the atmosphere
of HR 8799e. Astron. Astrophys. 640, A131
(2020).

68. Alei, E. et al. Large Interferometer For Exo-
planets (LIFE). V. Diagnostic potential of a mid-
infrared space interferometer for studying Earth
analogs. Astron. Astrophys. 665, A106 (2022).

69. Landau, L. D. & Lifshitz, E. M. Electrodynamics
of Continuous Media, vol. 8 (Pergamon Press,
1960), 2nd edn.

70. Looyenga, H. Dielectric constants of heteroge-
neous mixtures. Physica 31, 401–406 (1965).

71. Sumlin, B. J., Heinson, W. R. & Chakrabarty,
R. K. Retrieving the aerosol complex refractive
index using pymiescatt: A mie computational
package with visualization capabilities. Jour-
nal of Quantitative Spectroscopy and Radiative
Transfer 205, 127–134 (2018).

72. Showman, A. P. et al. Atmospheric Circulation
of Hot Jupiters: Coupled Radiative-Dynamical
General Circulation Model Simulations of HD
189733b and HD 209458b. Astrophys. J. 699,
564–584 (2009).

73. Kataria, T. et al. Three-dimensional Atmo-
spheric Circulation of Hot Jupiters on Highly
Eccentric Orbits. Astrophys. J. 767, 76 (2013).

74. Adcroft, A., Campin, J.-M., Hill, C. & Marshall,
J. Implementation of an Atmosphere Ocean
General Circulation Model on the Expanded
Spherical Cube. Monthly Weather Review 132,
2845 (2004).

75. Steinrueck, M. E. et al. Photochemical hazes
dramatically alter temperature structure and
atmospheric circulation in 3D simulations of
hot Jupiters. arXiv e-prints arXiv:2305.09654
(2023).

76. Wood, N. et al. An inherently mass-conserving
semi-implicit semi-Lagrangian discretization of
the deep-atmosphere global non-hydrostatic
equations. Quarterly Journal of the Royal Mete-
orological Society 140, 1505–1520 (2014).

77. Mayne, N. J. et al. The unified model, a
fully-compressible, non-hydrostatic, deep atmo-
sphere global circulation model, applied to hot
Jupiters. ENDGame for a HD 209458b test case.
Astron. Astrophys. 561, A1 (2014).

78. Edwards, J. M. & Slingo, A. Studies with a
flexible new radiation code. I: Choosing a con-
figuration for a large-scale model. Quarterly
Journal of the Royal Meteorological Society
122, 689–719 (1996).



20

79. Amundsen, D. S. et al. Accuracy tests of
radiation schemes used in hot Jupiter global cir-
culation models. Astron. Astrophys. 564, A59
(2014).

80. Amundsen, D. S. et al. The UK Met Office
global circulation model with a sophisticated
radiation scheme applied to the hot Jupiter HD
209458b. Astron. Astrophys. 595, A36 (2016).

81. Venot, O. et al. Reduced chemical scheme
for modelling warm to hot hydrogen-dominated
atmospheres. Astron. Astrophys. 624, A58
(2019).

82. Drummond, B. et al. Implications of three-
dimensional chemical transport in hot Jupiter
atmospheres: Results from a consistently cou-
pled chemistry-radiation-hydrodynamics model.
Astron. Astrophys. 636, A68 (2020).

83. Zamyatina, M. et al. Observability of
signatures of transport-induced chemistry in
clear atmospheres of hot gas giant exoplan-
ets. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 519, 3129–3153
(2023).

84. Savel, A. B. et al. No umbrella needed: Con-
fronting the hypothesis of iron rain on wasp-76b
with post-processed general circulation models.
The Astrophysical Journal 926, 85 (2022).

85. Stock, J. W., Kitzmann, D., Patzer, A. B. C. &
Sedlmayr, E. Fastchem: A computer program for
efficient complex chemical equilibrium calcula-
tions in the neutral/ionized gas phase with appli-
cations to stellar and planetary atmospheres.
Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Soci-
ety 479, 865–874 (2018).

86. Stock, J. W., Kitzmann, D. & Patzer, A. B. C.
Fastchem 2: An improved computer program to
determine the gas-phase chemical equilibrium
composition for arbitrary element distributions.
Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Soci-
ety 517, 4070–4080 (2022).

87. Polyansky, O. L. et al. Exomol molecular line
lists xxx: a complete high-accuracy line list for
water. Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomi-
cal Society 480, 2597–2608 (2018).

88. Yurchenko, S. N. & Tennyson, J. Exomol
line lists–iv. the rotation–vibration spectrum of
methane up to 1500 k. Monthly Notices of
the Royal Astronomical Society 440, 1649–1661
(2014).

89. Yurchenko, S. N., Amundsen, D. S., Tennyson,
J. & Waldmann, I. P. A hybrid line list for
ch4 and hot methane continuum. Astronomy &

Astrophysics 605, A95 (2017).
90. Li, G. et al. Rovibrational line lists for nine

isotopologues of the co molecule in the x1σ+
ground electronic state. The Astrophysical Jour-
nal Supplement Series 216, 15 (2015).

91. Somogyi, W., Yurchenko, S. N. & Yachmenev,
A. Calculation of electric quadrupole
linestrengths for diatomic molecules: Appli-
cation to the h2, co, hf, and o2 molecules.
The Journal of Chemical Physics 155, 214303
(2021).

92. Yurchenko, S., Mellor, T. M., Freedman, R. S.
& Tennyson, J. Exomol line lists–xxxix. ro-
vibrational molecular line list for co2. Monthly
Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society 496,
5282–5291 (2020).

93. Chubb, K. L., Tennyson, J. & Yurchenko, S. N.
Exomol molecular line lists–xxxvii. spectra of
acetylene. Monthly Notices of the Royal Astro-
nomical Society 493, 1531–1545 (2020).

94. Al Derzi, A. R., Furtenbacher, T., Tennyson, J.,
Yurchenko, S. N. & Császár, A. G. Marvel anal-
ysis of the measured high-resolution spectra of
14nh3. Journal of Quantitative Spectroscopy
and Radiative Transfer 161, 117–130 (2015).

95. Coles, P. A., Yurchenko, S. N. & Tennyson, J.
Exomol molecular line lists xxxv: a rotation-
vibration line list for hot ammonia. Monthly
Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society
(2019).

96. Lavvas, P. & Koskinen, T. Aerosol Properties
of the Atmospheres of Extrasolar Giant Planets.
Astrophys. J. 847, 32 (2017).

97. Roman, M. T. et al. Clouds in Three-
dimensional Models of Hot Jupiters over a Wide
Range of Temperatures. I. Thermal Structures
and Broadband Phase-curve Predictions. Astro-
phys. J. 908, 101 (2021).

Acknowledgements This work is based on observa-
tions made with the NASA/ESA/CSA James Webb
Space Telescope. The data were obtained from the
Mikulski Archive for Space Telescopes at the Space
Telescope Science Institute, which is operated by the
Association of Universities for Research in Astron-
omy, Inc., under NASA contract NAS 5-03127 for
JWST. These observations are associated with pro-
gram #1366. MS acknowledges support from the 51
Pegasi b Fellowship funded by the Heising-Simons



21

Foundation.

Author Contributions
NE led the main analyses and the writing of the paper.
NE performed atmospheric retrievals, which were dis-
cussed with RM and LW. MS led the compilation of
the GCM forward modelling effort, and led the writ-
ing of the GCM section of the paper. JK, MM and ZR
performed lightcurve fits and provided data analysis
expertise and feedback to the project as a whole. MZ,
DC and NM performed clear-atmosphere equilibrium
and transport-induced disequilibrium chemistry sim-
ulations. LC, DL, DS and SK performed the cloud
forward model simulations. AS post-processed the
GCMs. MLP, EK, ER, MR, AS, MM, JK, MZ, DC,
LC, JB, LD, SMT, EP, LM, BVR, AC, NA, KM, ZR,
NC and VP provided comments to the manuscript.
EM & AC led the compilation and analysis of the
detector-level data, as well as expertise on the data
reduction and analysis. RB performed the analysis
to obtain the stellar density for WASP-39 b. All co-
authors read and agreed with the conclusions of the
manuscript.

Competing interests The authors declare no compet-
ing interests.

Additional information
Correspondence and requests for materials should
be addressed to Nestor Espinoza.
Reprints and permissions information is available
at www.nature.com/reprints.

mailto:nespinoza@stsci.edu
www.nature.com/reprints

