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ABSTRACT

We present science cases and instrument design considerations for the BIFROST instrument that will open the
short-wavelength (Y/J/H-band), high spectral dispersion (up to R=25,000) window for the VLT Interferometer.
BIFROST will be part of the Asgard Suite of instruments and unlock powerful venues for studying accretion
& mass-loss processes at the early/late stages of stellar evolution, for detecting accreting protoplanets around
young stars, and for probing the spin-orbit alignment in directly-imaged planetary systems and multiple star
systems. Our survey on GAIA binaries aims to provide masses and precision ages for a thousand stars, providing
a legacy data set for improving stellar evolutionary models as well as for Galactic Archaeology. BIFROST will
enable off-axis spectroscopy of exoplanets in the 0.025-1” separation range, enabling high-SNR, high spectral
resolution follow-up of exoplanets detected with ELT and JWST. We give an update on the status of the project,
outline our key technology choices, and discuss synergies with other instruments in the proposed Asgard Suite
of instruments.

Keywords: high angular resolution imaging, interferometry, BIFROST, Asgard, VLTI, planet formation, pro-
toplanetary disks, extrasolar planets

1. INTRODUCTION

Optical interferometric instruments focussed so far either on the visible waveband (V-band) or wavelengths
longwards of 1.5µm (H/K/L/M/N-band), with the intermediary Y and J-band (1.0-1.4µm) receiving much less
attention. However, there are both technical and scientific reasons for targeting these bands, specifically at
high spectral resolution: On the scientific side, there are unique spectral lines in the YJ-band, including the He I
1.083µm accretion-tracing line1 and forbidden lines (e.g. [Fe II] 1.257µm). For hydrogen recombination lines the
equivalent width of the lines also typically increases towards shorter wavelengths, with the Paschen series in the
YJ-band typically featuring a 5-10× higher equivalent width than the Brackett series that is accessible in KLM-
band. Line intensities increase further in the Lyman series (ultraviolet) and Balmer series (visible), although
these transitions are also stronger affected by poor atmospheric transmission and/or dust extinction. On the
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technical side, the YJ-band allows achieving higher angular resolution than the near-/mid-infrared, while state-
of-the-art adaptive optics technique enables the high Strehl that is needed to achieve high sensitivity and high
precision. Also, at ESO’s Very Large Telescope Interferometer (VLTI), the infrastructure is already equipped
for accessing the YJ-band, while this is not the case towards shorter wavelengths.

In this article, we outline our plans for a VLTI instrument that is optimized for the Y/J/H-band (1.05-1.7µm)
and for high spectral resolution (up to R=25,000). The construction of the core capabilities of this instrument,
named BIFROST (“Beam-combination Instrument for studying the Formation and fundamental paRameters of
Stars and planeTary systems”), are funded through an Consolidator Grant of the European Research Council
(“GAIA-BIFROST”, Grant Agreement No. 101003096).

We start with an overview about the key science drivers (section 2) and outlined how BIFROST will be
integrated in the Asgard Suite of Instruments (section 3). Then we outline the BIFROST instrument design &
sub-systems (section 4) and summarise the planned operating modes (section 5). We finish with an overview
about the project status (section 6).

2. KEY SCIENCE OBJECTIVES

Below we summarise the key science drivers for BIFROST, as presented at the “VLT in 2023” workshop (Kraus
et al.2) and in the recent science whitepaper that we submitted to ESO in March 2022.

2.1 GAIA binaries legacy survey

Starting with Data Release 3 (DR3), the GAIA mission detects of the order of ∼ 28 million non-single stars,
i.e. stars where the astrometric motion indicates the presence of companion(s), including ∼ 228, 000 planets.3

GAIA’s RVS instrument also provides precision radial velocities, which is predicted to result in ∼ 5 million
systems that are detected both through astrometry and as double-lined spectroscopic binary.4 However, with an
angular resolution of 0.1”, GAIA will not be able to spatially resolve most of these systems, but measure instead
the astrometric motion of the photocenter between the two stars. As a result, the GAIA sample will face a
fundamental degeneracy between the binary flux ratio f and the binary separation ρ. For instance, a photocenter
motion of 1 mas can be caused by a binary with f = 1 : 2 and ρ = 3 milliarcseconds (mas), but equally well by
a binary with, e.g., f = 1 : 4 and ρ = 5 mas. This degeneracy introduces uncertainties in the derived binary
statistics and prevents dynamical masses (m1, m2) to be computed (only m23/(m1 +m2)2 can be derived). The
degeneracy can be solved for eclipsing systems – however, eclipsing systems are so close that they are likely
to have interacted during their evolution, making them unreliable probes for deducing their formation history
and for calibrating stellar evolution models. The proposed GAIA binaries survey will exploit the opportunities

Figure 1. Target sample accessible with BIFROST and the AT, based on a Galactic Population model by Luca Casagrande.
Left: Position of the primary stars in the HR diagram – for each star we will be able to obtain a precision dynamical
mass. Middle: Metallicity of primaries, plotted as function of stellar age, indicating that our sample will include some
of the oldest, most metal-poor stars in the Milky Way that are of particular interest for stellar evolutionary models and
Galactic Archaeology (the sample size increases to ∼ 50 with the UTs). Right: Isochrone fitting alone provides only
weak constraints on the age of a star due to an age/mass degeneracy– dynamical mass estimates allow us to break this
degeneracy.



Figure 2. Semi-major axis distribution and brightness contrast distribution for the GAIA binaries that will be accessible
with BIFROST and the ATs (derived from GUMS18 population5).

that arise from GAIA astrometric+SB2 companion detections and spatially resolve up to ∼ 6000 GAIA binaries
in continuum (science case 2.1) and, simultaneously, in spectral lines tracing the stellar spin orientations (see
science case 2.2). From the continuum observations, we can derive:

• Orbit statistics: Solving the separation-flux ratio degeneracy inherent to GAIA photocenter measure-
ments will allow us to derive precise semi-major axis and mass ratio statistics. Combining the derived
statistics with results from RV/classical-imaging surveys will allow us to search for evidence for a bimodal
distribution that could indicate multiple pathways for binary formation, following on tentative findings for
a bimodal separation distribution for A stars6 and OB stars.7

• Dynamical masses: Dynamical masses from binaries constitute the Gold standard for testing and cali-
brating stellar evolutionary models. These models still face major uncertainties, for instance with respect
to the treatment of mass-loss and convective overshooting in massive stars, and the convective mixing
length in low-mass stars.8,9 The uncertainties are particularly notable in the pre-main-sequence (PMS)
phase, where predicted and measured masses differ by & 10%.10 We simulate the target sample that will
be accessible with BIFROST using two independent stellar population simulations, namely our Galactic
Population model and the 2018 “GAIA Universe Model Snapshot”.5 We select sources that produce suffi-
cient photocenter motion and RV modulation to achieve high-SNR GAIA astrometry+RV orbit constraints
(SNR¿20), have modest binary flux ratios (∆m < 5m), orbital periods < 10 years, are sufficiently wide to
be spatially resolved with BIFROST, and are within the sensitivity/observability limits. Both population
models predict that BIFROST will be able to measure dynamical masses for up to ∼ 6000 GAIA binaries
spread over the HR diagram (Fig. 1), far exceeding the sample size achieved in any earlier dynamical mass
survey. The measured dynamical masses will provide essential input for the refinement of evolutionary
models that lie at the foundation of modern astrophysics.

• Ages: For evolved objects (near the Red Giant Branch; ∼ 1/4 of the sample; Fig. 1), the precision masses
can be used to derive ages, where we will achieve higher precision (< 10%) than competing methods.
Covering GAIA binaries out to 1 kpc from the Sun, the proposed survey will allow us to measure the age
distribution in our arm of the Milky Way, providing essential input for Galactic Archaeology. This might
allow us to uncover regions of episodic star formation or minor merger events that might have shaped the
Milky Way in the past.11 Astroseismology offers another method for constraining stellar ages, but relies
on a controversial seismic scaling relation that introduces uncertainties up to 15% on mass.12 The large
number of precision masses determined from our survey will provide anchor points to calibrate the scaling
relation, thereby increasing the accuracy of the ages that will be derived for ten-thousands of sources with
TESS+PLATO.13,14 Importance to the field: Earlier surveys on orbit statistics or masses needed to observe
large samples to identify binary candidates and then monitor the candidates over decades to determine



Figure 3. The flux ratio of GAIA binaries needs to be measured close to the GAIA bands (yellow box). Left: Existing
VLTI instruments operate at longer wavelengths, introducing 15% uncertainties when extrapolating to the GAIA bands.
Right: Asgard enables 2% flux-ratio precision.

astrometry+RV orbits. Here we will know most orbital elements from GAIA and can select specifically the
most interesting systems, where a single BIFROST observation will yield a full-characterized system with
dynamical masses. As a result, the survey will provide a legacy data set of orbital parameters, dynamical
masses & precision ages for (literally!) thousand stars, far exceeding earlier work. We will probe systems
with periods between 0.1-10 yrs (=separations of a few au; Fig. 2) that are particularly valuable, as they
fill the gap between AO+RV surveys and correspond to systems that are unlikely to have interacted in the
past, providing a pristine sample for stellar evolution studies.

For the ATs, we estimate the accessible sample to be ∼ 6000 GAIA binaries (Fig. 1), where we will record
continuum data (LR arm) and line data (HR arm; to determine spin-orbit alignment for science case 3.2) simul-
taneously. For most systems, it will be possible to derive the information from closure phases and wavelength-
differential phases, minimising calibrator star visits, and making the observations highly efficient (∼ 25 minutes
per system). Therefore, the sample size will mainly be limited by the allocated time. The sample can be extended
with observations on the UTs to access rare stellar populations, such as very low-mass stars.

Importance to the field: Earlier surveys on orbit statistics or masses needed to observe large samples to
identify binary candidates and then monitor the candidates over decades to determine astrometry+RV orbits.
Here we will know most orbital elements from GAIA and can select specifically the most interesting systems,
where a single BIFROST observation will yield a full-characterized system with dynamical masses. As a result,
the survey will provide a legacy data set of orbital parameters, dynamical masses & precision ages for (literally!)
thousand stars, far exceeding earlier work. We will probe systems with periods between 0.1-10 yrs (=separations
of a few au; Fig. 2) that are particularly valuable, as they fill the gap between AO+RV surveys and correspond
to systems that are unlikely to have interacted in the past, providing a pristine sample for stellar evolution studies.

Unique capabilities: We need to measure the binary flux ratio close to the GAIA band (0.4-0.9µm)
to derive dynamical masses with good (∼ 3%) precision. Existing instruments operate at longer wavelengths
and extrapolating the flux ratio towards the GAIA bands induces unacceptably large uncertainties (∼ 15% for
K-band; Fig. 3).

2.2 Spin-orbit alignment in binaries and planet-host stars

A crucial diagnostic that can tell us about processes involved in the formation and dynamical evolution of
binaries and planetary systems is the angle between the stellar rotation axis and the orbital angular momentum
vector (spin-orbit alignment, or obliquity). For eclipsing/transiting systems, the sky-projected obliquity can be



Figure 4. Left three panels: Spectro-interferometry in photospheric absorption lines constrains the sky-projected orien-
tation of the stellar spin axis, as demonstrated for β Pic where the angular momentum vector of the star, the planet,
and the debris disk were found to be aligned within 4◦.19 Right: Cloud-collapse simulations predict that the spins of
close binaries should be predominantly aligned, while the spins of wide-separation systems should be more randomly
distributed, probing the formation mechanism of these systems.20

measured with the Rossiter McLaughlin (RML) effect.15 Strong obliquities have been found both for stellar-
mass16 and planetary-mass companions,17 incl. 40% of Hot Jupiters, with half of these on retrograde orbits.
However, the obliquity distribution remains largely unexplored for systems with longer periods, where the RML
effect cannot be applied.

We will use BIFROST to measure obliquities for a large sample of GAIA systems with astrometrically-detected
companions (from stellar-mass companions down to planetary-mass systems). We estimate that ∼ 1300 of the
stars in our GAIA binary sample will have stellar diameters sufficiently large to measure the spin axis orientation
with BIFROST, allowing a comparison with the orbit orientation derived from GAIA astrometry. For a subset
of binary systems, we can also measure the alignment of the two stellar spin axes (spin-spin alignment). We will
include host stars of directly-imaged planets, where the sample size is expected to increase soon with the arrival
of JWST and ELT. The resulting obliquity distribution for a large sample of star-star and star-planet systems
will allow us to test theories that have been put forward to explain the origin of the obliquity,18 including:

• Multiple modes of formation: Binaries formed through disk fragmentation should have their stellar
spins and orbit spins predominantly aligned. For binaries formed through turbulent cloud fragmentation,
the spin orientations should be distributed randomly. ⇒ We will search for this predicted bimodality20 by
comparing the spin-spin distributions for close (< 100 au) and wide (> 100 au) binaries.

• Kozai-Lidov mechanism: A wide companion orbiting a close binary on a highly inclined orbit can induce
oscillations in inclination/eccentricity of the close pair, possibly followed by orbital decay due to tidal
friction21 ⇒ We will be able to test this scenario by comparing the obliquity distribution of systems with
an astrometrically-detected close-in companion/planet (i.e. separations . few au) and a wide-separation
companion (at a few hundred au) with the distribution of systems without wide-separation companions.

• Flyby of neighboring stars22 We will test this hypothesis by measuring the obliquity distribution
in clusters (e.g. Upper Sco), where stars close to the cluster core are more likely to have interacted
with neighboring stars during their history than stars located in the periphery. Comparing the obliquity
distribution for stars in the cluster core, in the cluster periphery, and of field stars, will inform us about
the role of stellar encounters in inducing the obliquities.

We will use BIFROST’s R=25,000 mode in photospheric absorption lines to determine spin-orbit alignments.
The sky-projected spin axis orientation can be constrained from the differential phase, providing the equivalent
information as the RML effect. This method has been demonstrated on Fomalhaut23 and β Pic (;19 Fig. 4).
For stars that are seen near-pole on (i > 70◦) the technique provides a non-detection – however, statistically
less than 15% of stars are seen at such high inclination. For individual systems we can also constrain the
inclination based on v · sin i and astroseismology.24 For systems without inclination constraints we will use



Bayesian analysis methods that have been developed to interpret RML measurements to recover the underlying
3D obliquity distribution.13 Depending on the separation, flux ratio, and diameters of the stars in a binary
system, we will be able to detect the spin signatures of only the primary or the primary+secondary. In case the
secondary is too distant/faint/small, we can measure the spin orientation of the primary and compare it to the
orbit orientation (⇒ spin-orbit orientation). If the secondary is sufficiently close/bright/large, its spin orientation
can be measured as well, either by separating the two phase signals spectrally using BIFROST’s R=25,000 mode,
or by acquiring the secondary separately (⇒ spin-spin orientation). Stellar spins are considered a good proxy
for the angular momentum at the time of star formation and are unlikely to be affected by subsequent orbital
evolution – therefore, spin-spin measurements with BIFROST offer a unique diagnostic to differentiate between
competing models of binary formation (cloud fragmentation versus disk fragmentation). Spin-orbit alignments,
on the other hand, trace the dynamical processes that shape the system architecture after formation (Kozai-Lidov,
stellar flybys, body-body scattering, etc.).

Importance to the field: BIFROST is able to measure, for the first time, spin-spin and spin-orbit align-
ments for wide non-eclipsing systems, i.e. with separations from ∼ 0.2 to thousands of au. Such systems are
completely inaccessible with RML measurements. Furthermore, BIFROST spin-orbit alignments can be obtained
over the whole mass range from stellar-mass companions down to planets. This will reveal what mechanisms are
common between binary formation and planet formation, and how they differ.

Advancements offered: Gravity’s velocity resolution (∆v . 65 km/s) is just marginally sufficient to resolve
the pressure-broadened Brγ line on fast rotating stars. BIFROST’s R=25,000 mode (∆v = 12 km/s) allows
measuring (a) the stellar spin orientation in slower-rotating stars, and (b) the spin signatures in narrow atomic
lines and for individual components in spectroscopic binaries.

2.3 Mass accretion & ejection from YSOs to AGN

Some of the VLTI’s most remarkable achievements have centered around measuring the kinematics in emission
lines associated with a broad range of astrophysical objects, including accretion in T Tauri stars,26 disk winds
around Herbig Ae/Be stars,27 wind-wind collision in luminous-blue variables,28 to relativistic jets in micro-
quasars29 and Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN7). However, the vast majority of these studies have been conducted
in the K-band and the Brγ hydrogen recombination line. There is much untapped potential in applying this
technique to the Y/J/H-bands, which features a richer spectrum (Paγ 1.094µm, Paβ 1.282µm, Br6. . . Br12
1.73. . . 1.55µm, [Fe II] 1.257µm, He I 1.083µm), and where the Paschen lines have 4...10-times higher equivalent
width then Brγ for typical young stars and AGN (Fig. 5; see also Albrecht et al.30). To study circumstellar
accretion, the He I 1.083µm line1 provides a much more reliable accretion tracer than Brγ. For young stars,
it was found that Brγ can be associated with magnetospheric accretion, disk winds, or both processes at the
same time.31 This often introduced uncertainties in the interpretation of Brγ spectro-interferometric studies.
BIFROST’s R=25,000 mode in the He I line will provide a very direct accretion tracer, enabling studies of the
accretion geometry near the Alven radius around nearby T Tauri and Herbig Ae/Be stars. Observations on

Figure 5. Left: The Y/J-band includes several unique line tracers in young stars, including HeI, Paβ and Paγ. These
lines have also a much higher equivalent width then the Brγ line that is accessible in K-band (X-shooter spectrum of
MWC297). Right: For the stellar spin measurements (science case 3.2), BIFROST’s R=25,000 mode allows us to measure
the spin orientation in the pressure-broadened Paβ line as well as in atomic lines. Fitting the rotation signatures in all
lines simultaneously increases the SNR, allowing us to probe smaller stars (spectrum of 10 Leo; credit: Nicholls et al.25).



Figure 6. Left: Photocenter vectors measured on the Herbig B[e] star MWC297 with AMBER in the H-band (Br6. . . 12)
and K-band (Brγ transition27) reveal that the two line transitions originate from different spatial regions and follow
substantially different sky-project velocity vectors (35). Middle: Sketch of the 3D velocity vectors derived for these line
transitions, suggesting that the wind collimation increases closer to the source. Right: Simulation of the magnetic-field
geometry in a disk wind (credit: Romanova et al.36), predicting the observed conical wind collimation effect. BIFROST
will enable such gas kinematics measurements in better line tracers, at much higher spectral resolution, and for large
object samples.

PMS binaries will teach us how binaries accrete. For instance, it has been proposed that preferential accretion
onto the secondary could drive the mass-ratio in binary systems towards unity and might explain the excess
fraction of twin binaries that has been observed for close (< 0.1 au) binaries.32 We will be able to test this
prediction by measuring individual accretion rates in PMS binaries. By spatially & spectrally resolving multiple
line transitions of hydrogen recombination lines, BIFROST can constrain the physical conditions (gas density,
temperature, excitation) and velocity field at different regions in the circumstellar environment. This will enable
us to apply new approaches to reconstruct the 3-dimensional velocity field in the inner regions of protoplanetary
disks, where accretion occurs and winds are launched from the star, the disk, or the interaction region between
the stellar and disk magnetic field. Using differential phase information it is possible to separate the out-of-plane
(poloidal) gas velocity component from the Keplerian (toroidal) velocity.27 Resolving multiple hydrogen line
transitions (Paβ, Paγ, Br6. . . Br12, and Brγ) will allow us to reconstruct the velocity structure at different radii
in the disk, providing new diagnostics to constrain the magnetic field structure in the launching region of disk
winds (Fig. 6). BIFROST in J opens new opportunities for studying AGN in both Paβ (z < 0.04) and in Hα
(0.7 < z < 1.0), with ∼ 10 Type 1 sources observable in each redshift range. At low redshifts, the Paschen
lines are in the J/H band, which limits Gravity+ studies to the relatively weak Brγ line, where the constraints
on kinematics of the Broad Line Region (BLR) are rather weak (differential phases . 0.2◦; Fig. 3 in Gravity+
collaboration33). For these AGN, BIFROST will achieve 2-times higher angular resolution in the stronger Paβ
line, resulting in higher-precision Black Hole masses and geometric scales for a range of cosmological studies. At
redshifts approaching 1, the benefit of observing the redshifted strong Hα line is even more pronounced. Spatial
mapping of these emission lines will solve degeneracies on the geometry of the emitting-regions and the orienta-
tion/inclination of the BLR, allowing models of the BLR geometry to be calibrated before they are applied to
samples at high redshift, where less information is available. Another Gravity+ science case is the detection of
close Binary Supermassive Black Holes to solve the ‘final parsec problem’ in galaxy evolution. Their detection
relies heavily on measuring and interpreting complex differential phase signatures,34 which, for nearby AGN, can
be achieved more robustly with BIFROST’s higher spectral resolution modes.

Importance to the field: Our immediate objectives are focussed on young stars and AGNs, but we note
that this approach will also be applicable to study convection in stellar atmospheres, the decretion disks of
classical Be stars, the mass-loss in AGB stars, Wolf-Rayet stars, or Luminous Blue Variables, or the jets of
microquasars.

Advancements offered: BIFROST offers up to 6× higher spectral resolution than Gravity and opens a
spectral window of particular interest for line studies.



2.4 Exoplanet Atmospheres and Circumplanetary Disks

Asgard’s off-axis fringe tracking mode will enable BIFROST to integrate up to 1.5” (for UTs; 4” for ATs) off-axis,
while HEIMDALLR tracks on-axis on the star. This will allow us to place the BIFROST fiber at the position of
an off-axis companion/planet, to adjust the internal differential delay lines, and to record deep interferograms at
the predicted off-axis delay position. With the ATs it will enable spin alignment measurements of wide GAIA
binaries, even if the companions are too faint for fringe tracking (science case 3.2). With the UTs it will allow us
to characterize protoplanets and exoplanets whose position is known from direct imaging or inferred from GAIA
DR3 astrometry. Gravity has used this method with much success for atmospheric characterisation of more than
a dozen exoplanets in K-band, including HR8799e,37 β Pic b+c, and PDS70b. This approach combines the power
of AO and interferometry, with a potential for achieving very high contrast near the diffraction limit of the UTs
(∼ 0.025”), enabling the following objectives:

• Gas kinematics in circumplanetary disks around protoplanets: While a circumplanetary disk has
now been detected around PDS70c with dust continuum imaging38 and Hα spectroscopy,39 there is still
substantial uncertainty on how protoplanets accrete. We will use BIFROST’s off-axis mode to search for
differential phase signatures in the Paγ and Paβ line for PDS70c-like protoplanets. Paschen lines are likely
the sweet-spot for such studies, as simulations predict 5. . . 10-times higher equivalent width for Paβ than
Brγ40,41 (possibly explaining the Brγ non-detection reported with Gravity in Wang et al.42), while the Hα
line is extremely susceptible to dust extinction and also unsuitable for interferometric follow-up with the
existing VLTI infrastructure. Differential phase signatures measured with BIFROST could yield the first
direct measurement of the mass of a protoplanet and provide insights on whether planets accrete through
spherical infall, polar infall, or magnetospheric accretion.43

In order to evaluate the feasibility of observing circumplanetary disks with BIFROST, we estimated the Paβ
line flux of PDS70b to LPaβ/L� = 2.7× 10−8 based on the measured Hα luminosity39 and planetary line-
emission accretion models.44 Assuming a similar line width as Hα (line FWHM 100 km/s), BIFROST’s
R=6000 off-axis mode should be able to obtain a 3σ detection of the gas kinematic signatures of the
circumplanetary disk around PDS70b as wavelength-differential phase signal within 5.9 hrs observing time
on the UTs.

• Atmospheric retrieval for Jovian exoplanets: Molecular tracers in Y/J/H-band probe deeper layers
of the atmosphere than Gravity’s K-band and are essential to constrain cloud particle sizes15 and the
surface gravity. BIFROST’s R=1000+5000 mode will be ideal to cover the broad O2 absorption bands
in the J/H-band that are important for atmospheric retrieval. We expect that several dozen RV-detected
giant planets and GAIA planets will be accessible. The combination of dynamical masses provided by these
techniques and the spectra provided by BIFROST will be key to break atmosphere model degeneracies.

Importance to the field: Enabling Y/J/H-band off-axis interferometry is urgent & timely, as GAIA pro-
vides now a large sample of exoplanets to follow up on. Atmospheric retrieval studies with Gravity+’s K-band
off-axis mode will face ambiguities unless complemented with short-wavelength spectroscopy (e.g. see Table 3 in
Nowak et al.45). Also, JWST, ALMA, and ELT/METIS will likely discover new PDS70-like protoplanets around
young stars, whose circumplanetary disks can be characterized with BIFROST. Resolving circumplanetary disks
has been identified as a key science mission for a next-generation infrared interferometric facility (PFI concept
study46) and Asgard might be able to obtain first results for wide-separation protoplanets.

Advancements offered and long-term perspective: The off-axis mode will open immediate science ap-
plications in exoplanet spectroscopy and the measurement of microarcsecond-scale photocenter shifts to constrain
the kinematics of gas in circumplanetary disks. Ambitious long-term developments could push in the following
directions:

• The contrast at the inner working-angle will be determined largely by the Strehl of GPAO and of the Baldr
AO. With highly optimized systems, e.g. a SCAR coronagraph47 and multi-night integrations, it could be
possible to achieve 10−5. . .−6 contrast needed for spectroscopy of reflected light on warm rocky planets.



• Our immediate goal is to enable off-axis correlated flux measurements (spectroscopy) and wavelength-
differential astrometry in lines, which can be implemented as an Asgard-internal mode. However, there is
potential for implementing a high-precision narrow angle (HPNA) astrometry mode for precision differential
astrometry with respect to the fringe tracker phase reference, which would enable precision astrometry on
exoplanets and the astrometric search for exomoons. This would require laser metrology out to the AT/UT
mirrors and therefore necessitate deep involvement of ESO.

3. INTEGRATION IN ASGARD SUITE

BIFROST is being proposed to ESO as part of a Suite of Instruments, namely the Asgard Suite of VLTI visitor
instruments. This Suite includes an image-plane fringe tracker, HEIMDALLR,48 and an adaptive optics system,
Baldr. The overall layout of the Asgard table is discussed in Martinod et al.,49 where the K-band light is used by
HEIMDALLR for high-sensitivity, low-latency fringe tracking. Wavelength shorter than 2µm are reflected with
a dichroic to Baldr and BIFROST. A second dichroic then splits either Y/J-band or H-band to Baldr, where
the light is used to control deformable mirrors early in the common Asgard beampath. The other band, either
H-band or Y/J-band, is transmitted to BIFROST.

4. BIFROST OPTICAL DESIGN & SUBSYSTEMS

4.1 Two-arm design

Our design choices are driven by the following objectives: (1) maximise the fringe contrast for YJ-band at high
spectral resolution, (2) optimise the sensitivity for YJ-band observations by minimising the thermal background
and by enabling long integration times in these band, and (3) at the same time enable spectro-interferometric
observations in H-band at high spectral resolution.

This led us to adopt a two arm design, where the first arm (“YJH arm”) has a camera that is sensitive
between 1 and 1.7µm. For observations in H-band, a low-resolution prism, or medium/high-resolution grating is
moved into the path to record wavelength-differential visibilities and phases on the YJH arm. For observations in
YJ-band, the YJH arm is used with a low-dispersion prism (spectral resolution R ≈ 50) to monitor residual fringe
drifts (e.g. due to chromatic dispersion caused by the moving delay lines), to absolute-calibrate the visibilities,
and to enable frame selection in post-processing.

For objects that are sufficiently bright, a beam splitter is moved into the beam and redirects the dominant
fraction of the light (90%) to a second arm (“YJ arm”) that hosts the high-spectral resolution gratings for
Y and J-band and a camera with cut-off wavelength ∼ 1.4µm. The lower cut-off wavelength helps to reduce
the thermal background and to achieve our sensitivity goals. We plan for three grisms (R=1000, R=5000,
R=25,000, corresponding to 300 km/s, 50 km/s, and 12 km/s velocity resolution). Using actuators it is possible
to select wavelength settings either in the Y-band (He I 1.083µm, Paγ 1.094µm) or J-band ([Fe II] 1.257µm, Paβ
1.282µm). By chosing an eAPD detector (Sect. 4.2), we can read out data from the YJ arm with frame rates of
several Hz, without significant penalities in terms of read-noise. This allows us to use the group delay and flux
information recorded on the YJH arm for frame selection and post-processing, where we apply a phasor to the
high-spectral resolution interferograms to correct for residual OPD drifts or fringe jumps between the exposures.
This should allow us to achieve high fringe contrast even for long effective integration times from minutes to an
hour.

4.2 Ultra-low noise eAPD detectors

To reach our sensitivity goals we will make use of the recent breakthroughs in the field of electron avalanche
photodiode (eAPD) detectors. The eAPD technology offers a truly revolutionary performance compared to
the earlier-generation HAWAII or PICNIC detector arrays by incorporating an electron avalance multiplication
stage that amplifies the signal before the image is read out. So far, the read noise has been the dominant noise
contributor for high-speed infrared detector required in astronomical interferometry. We plan to use Leonardo’s
SAPHIRA chip50 that achieves a sub-electron read-noise at 3500 Hz, as implemented in the CRED One camera
from the company First Light Imaging.51
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Figure 7. Schematics of the beam path and components in BIFROST.

In the medium-term, we plan to upgrade the detector on the YJ arm with a large-format eAPD camera
(2048×2048 pixels). That camera might also include a cold filterwheel, which would allow one to choose for each
spectral setting a cold filter with appropriate cut-off wavelength. In this case, we could then accommodate all
high spectral resolution gratings for Y, J, and H-band on the second arm, leaving the first arm only with the
low-spectral dispersion prism. This upgrade would increasing the wavelength range and reduce the number of
operating modes.

4.3 Dual-field mode

The objective of the off-axis mode is to enable spectroscopy (correlated flux measurements) of faint companions
and to characterise the environment around companions with wavelength-differential visibilities and phases. As
mentioned before, the strength of this method is that it combines two powerful methods for suppressing starlight,
namely the reduction of photon noise through extreme adaptive optics (to be implemented on all UTs as part of
the ongoing Gravity+ infrastructure improvements) and filtering of residual starlight based on the interferometry
phase information.45

To enable this mode, BIFROST will have two set of optical fibres that can be placed at arbitrary positions
within the field-of-view of the ATs or UTs. Typically, one fiber will be placed on the star on-axis, while the
second fibre will be placed on the expected position of the much fainter off-axis companion. We install differential
delay lines in front of the off-axis fiber injection module. The DLL position is adjusted to account for the phase
difference that corresponds to the angular positions on the sky, allowing us to carry out deep blind integrations
at the expected OPD position of the fringe package of the off-axis source.

A key requirement for this mode is to measure the phase difference between the on-axis and off-axis source
with high precision, which requires on the one hand to measure the phase of the on-axis and off-axis fringe
simultaneously, and on the other hand, to control the optical path difference between the place where these
phases are measured, to sub-wavelength precision. In the Gravity beam combiner, the phases of the on-axis
source and the off-axis source are measured in two separate instrument modules, namely the fringe tracker
(Gravity-FT) and the science combiner (Gravity-SC). A laser metrology system is employed to monitor the
precise OPD between these two combiners, so that correlated flux and precision astrometry of the off-axis source
can be derived down to scales of a few tens of microarcseconds.

For BIFROST, we try to minimise any potential OPD drifts between the on-axis and off-axis source from
the start, namely by placing the interferograms of on-axis and off-axis source side-by-side on the same detector.
The light passes through the same integrated optics combiner and the same spectrograph, allowing the phases
of the on-axis and off-axis source to be measured perfectly simultaneously. There are only very few optical
components that differ on the two beampaths, namely the two fiber-injection modules and the differential delay
line. Chosing high-precision translation stages for the differential delay line should therefore allow us to control



the OPD between the on-axis and off-axis source to sub-wavelength precision, meeting the requirement to conduct
exoplanet spectroscopy and potentially also astrometry. We are still analysing potential systematic error source
and will consider adding a metrology system to improve the accuracy further.

4.4 Subsystems

The optical layout of BIFROST is illustrated in Fig. 7 and contains the following components:

• Atmospheric Dispersion Corrector (ADC): Ensures that light over the full wavelength bandpass
(either Y/J-band or H-band) can be coupled into the fiber. As shown in Mortimer et al.,52 atmospheric
dispersion could constitute a significant problem for observations with the UTs at high airmass, where the
angular displacement could reach up to ∼ 150 mas between 1.0 and 1.4µm, far larger than the diffraction-
limited resolution of the UTs (∼ 30 mas).

• Longitudinal Dispersion Corrector (LDC): Ensures that the optical path delay is matched across the
full bandwidth.

• Birefringence Correction (LiNbO3 plates): Corrects for differential birefringence between the differ-
ent lightpaths to enable a polarisation-insensitive measurement of the fringe contrast. Following Lazareff
et al.,53 we plan to implement this with rotatable Lithium Niobate (LiNbO3) plates, whose rotation is
adjusted to balance the birefringence between the beams.

• Half-wave plates (HWP plates): We will account for space to install half-wave plates in the beam that
can be rotated to measure different polarisation states. This could enable polarisation-sensitive interfero-
metric observations, e.g. to characterise the dust properties in the inner regions of protoplanetary disks,
although it will require additional efforts to characterise and calibrate the polarisation properties of the
VLTI infrastructure.

• OPD TT correction on-axis: This unit will likely be implemented through mirrors on a translation
stage and a fast stearing mirror and will allow to adjust the optical path delay (OPD) for each beam, as
well as the light injection of the on-axis starlight into the fibers.

• Beam splitter off-axis mode: This beam splitter can be inserted into the beam to split off light for
off-axis observations. Given that the off-axis source is typically much fainter than the on-axis starlight, we
consider to use a highly asymmetric beam splitter that transmits only a few percent of the on-axis star
light – just enough so that the relative phase between the star and the off-axis source can be monitored.

• Fiber-injection module on-axis: An off-axis parabloid (OAP) to inject the on-axis light into fibers. We
might have separate fibers for YJ-band and H-band. The fiber mounts will be positioned on a motorised
stage, so that either the set of YJ-band fibers or the set of H-band fibers can be moved into the focus of
the OAPs.

• DDL TT correction off-axis: This unit will have a similar design as the “OPD TT correction on-axis”
unit and act as differential delay line (DDL) between the on-axis and off-axis source. The actuators will
be chosen for optimal precision and reproducibility, so that the differential delay for the off-axis recording
can be adjusted with sub-wavelength precision.

• Fiber-injection module off-axis: This unit will have a similar design as the “Fiber-injection module
on-axis” unit and inject the light at the off-axis position into single-mode fibers.

• Integrated optics combiner (IO device): An integrated optics circuit that will combine the light
pairwise, using the ABCD method to sample the fringe signal on the six baselines. We will acquire a
custom-made integrated optics device, where the 24 outputs from the on-axis source and the 24 outputs
from the off-axis source are positioned next to each other, so that they can be recorded simultaneously.
A microlens array that is clued onto the device collimates the light from the IO outputs. Given that IO
combiners can be optimized only for a limited bandwidth, we plan for two IO devices – one for the YJ-
band and a separate one for H-band. The two devices are mounted on a motorized stage, so that either the



YJ-band or H-band device can feed light into the spectrograph. Details on the design and an alternative
All-In-One combiner design are described in Mortimer et al.52

• Spectrograph: The spectrograph consists of focusing optics, a cylindrial lens that compresses the beam so
that it can be spectrally dispersed. The dispersing elements on the YJH arm are a low spectral resolution
prism (R ≈ 50, although the precise value will still be chosen based on interferometric field-of-view and
sensitivity considerations) and gratings for the H-band (R=1000 and R=5000). On the YJ arm, we plan
for 3 gratings (R=1000, R=5000, R=25,000), where the considered grating technologies (volume Phase
Holographic gratings and Binary gratings) are discussed in.54

• Beam Splitter for high-resolution YJ arm: For high-spectral resolution observations, an asymmetric
beam splitter can be moved into the beampath to redirect ∼ 90% of the light to the YJ arm.

• Detectors: As outlined in section 4.2, we plan to use eAPD detectors optimized for low read-noise and
low dark current on both arms.

5. PLANNED OPERATING MODES

To match the requirements posed by different science target stars, BIFROST will offer different operating modes
that allow one to select different spectral bands (Y-band, J-band, YJ-band, or H-band), windows around specific
spectral lines, or to optimise the instrument for high sensitivity at low spectral resolution (“HIGHSENS” mode).
Also, we plan for a split-polarisation mode that can be used to measure the two polarisation states separately
(“WOLL” mode). This mode could be used for improving the visibility calibration and, potentially, also for
future science observations in polarized light, although this will require detailed modelling of the polisation
properties long the VLTI beam path.

These different set ups are achieved by moving the spectrograph beam-splitter into the beam (“IN” state, for
redirecting 90% of the light to the YJ arm for high-spectral resolution observations in Y and/or J-band) or out
of the beam (for HIGHSENS observations or observations in H-band). The filterwheels be used to move different
dispersion elements into the beampaths, where the YJH arm host medium/high-resolution gratings for the H-
band (MR-H, R=1000; HR-H, R=5000) and the low-dispersion prisms that are needed either for HIGHSENS

Table 1. BIFROST operating modes

Instrument Mode Spectral Spectral Spectral Beam Comment
Arm Band resolution rangea [µm] splitterb

Arm YJH LR-YJ YJ 50 IN or OUT
Arm YJH LR-H H 50 OUT
Arm YJH LR-YJ-WOLL YJ 50 IN or OUT Split polarisation
Arm YJH LR-H-WOLL H 50 OUT Split polarisation
Arm YJH MR-H H 1000 1.28-1.77 OUT
Arm YJH HR-H H 5000 1.56-1.66 OUT

To record YJ band high-spectral resolution data on Arm YJ, the beam splitter needs to be IN
and Arm YJH needs to be in LR-YJ or LR-YJ-WOLL setup.

Arm YJ MR-YJ YJ 1000 1.00-1.38 IN
Arm YJ HR-Y Y 5000 1.06-1.13 IN
Arm YJ HR -J J 5000 1.22-1.30 IN
Arm YJ VHR-PaG-HeI Y 25,000 1.082-1.095 IN He I 1.083 µm,

Paγ 1.094µm
Arm YJ VHR-[FeII] J 25,000 1.249-1.265 IN [Fe II] 1.257µm
Arm YJ VHR-PaB J 25,000 1.273-1.290 IN Paβ 1.282µm

a The spectral range has been computed for a 320×256 SAPHIRA detector, but could be increased up to 6-fold with
existing 2048×2048 eAPD technology. b The spectrograph beam splitter is OUT for the HIGHSENS mode and for

observations in H-band.



observations to monitor flux dropouts, chromatic dispersion, and fringe jumps (see Sect. 4.1) for simultaneous
observations on the YJ arm. The filterwheel on the YJ arm hosts medium (MR-YJ, R=1000), high (HR-Y, HR-
J, R=5000), and very high-resolution (R=25,000) gratings for the YJ-band, where the actuators on the beam
splitter can be used to adjust the spectral window on the detector. For the WOLL mode, we move a Wollaston
prism into the beampath on the YJH arm.

We summarise the anticipated operating modes in Table 1.

6. CONCLUSIONS

The BIFROST instrument described here will benefit applications in science areas that range from measuring
the fundamental stellar parameters, architecture & spin-orbit alignment of GAIA binaries to studying accre-
tion/ejection in young stars, evolved stars, to Active Galactic Nuclei at high spectral resolution. Furthermore,
BIFROST’s off-axis mode will enable unique new science on characterising exoplanet atmospheres and measuring
the gas kinematics in circumplanetary disks around young protoplanets.

We work towards finalising the optical design in the first quarter of 2023 and will start the integration of
the instrument immediately thereafter. In March 2022, we initiated the approval process for bringing BIFROST
and the other Asgard instruments to the VLTI visitor focus. Further information and the latest news on our
instrumentation efforts can be found at http://bifrost.skraus.eu.
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S. Basu, F. Baudin, O. Benomar, O. Bienaymé, J. Binney, J. Bland-Hawthorn, A. Bressan, C. Cacciari,



T. L. Campante, S. Cassisi, J. Christensen-Dalsgaard, F. Combes, O. Creevey, M. S. Cunha, R. S. Jong,
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