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ABSTRACT

W e use opticaldata on 10 K uiperBelt ob gcts KBO s) to investigate their rotationalproperties. O £
the 10, three (30% ) exhibit light variations w ith am plitude m 0:d5mag, and 1 out 0of10 (10%)
has m 0:40m ag, which is in good agreem ent w ith previous surveys. T hese data, in com bination
w ith the existing database, are used to discuss the rotationalperiods, shapes, and densities ofK uiper
Belt obfcts. W e nd that, In the sam pled size range, K uiper Bel ob ects have a higher fraction
of low am plitude lightcurves and rotate slower than m ain belt asteroids. The data also show that
the rotational properties and the shapes ocf KBO s depend on size. Iffwe split the database ofKBO
rotationalproperties nto tw o size ranges w ith diam eter larger and sm aller than 400km ,we nd that:
(1) the m ean lightcurve am plitudes of the two groups are di erent with 98.5% con dence, (2) the
corresponding pow er-law shape distributions seem to be di erent, although the existing data are too
sparse to render this di erence signi cant, and (3) the two groups occupy di erent regions on a spin
period vs. lightcurve am plitude diagram . These di erences are interpreted in the context of KBO

collisional evolution.

Sub®ct headings: K uiper Belt ob gcts | m Inor planets, asteroids | solar system : general

1. NTRODUCTION

The KuperBel KB) isan assambly ofm ostly an all
icy ob fcts, orbiting the Sun beyond Neptune. Kuilper
Belt obcts KBO s) are likely to be rem nants of outer
solar system planetesin als (Jew it & Luu 1993). Their
physical, chem ical, and dynam ical properties should
therefore provide valuabl nform ation regarding both
the environm ent and the physical processes responsble
for planet form ation.

At the tin e ofw riting, roughly 1000 KBO sare known,
half of which have been followed for m ore than one op—
position. A total of 10° obfcts larger than 50 km
are thought to orbit the Sun beyond N eptune (Jew it &
Luu 2000). Studies of KB orbits have revealed an intri-
cate dynam ical structure, w ith signatures of interactions
wih Neptune M ahotra 1995). The size distrdbution
follow s a di erential power-law of index g= 4 forbodies
& 50km (Trujllo et al 2001a), becom ing slightly shal-
Jower at an aller sizes Bemstein et al. 2004).

KBO colours show a large diversiy, from slightly blue
to very red (Luu & Jew it 1996, Teglr & Rom anishin
2000, Jew itt & Luu 2001), and seem to correlate w ith
Inclination and/or perihelion distance (eg. Jew it &
Luu 2001, D oressoundiram et al. 2002, Trujillo & Brown
2002). The few low —resolution optical and near-IR KBO
spectra are m ostly featureless, w ith the exception of a
weak 2 m water ice absorption line present in som e of
them Brownetal.1999, Jew itt & Luu 2001), and strong
m ethane absorption on 2003UB3;3 Brown et al. 2005).
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About 4% of known KBO s are binaries with separa—
tions larger than 0%15 Noll et al 2002). A1 the ob-
served binaries have prin ary-to-secondary m ass ratios
1. Twobinary creation m odelshave been proposed. W ei-
denschilling (2002) avours the idea that binaries form in
threebody encounters. Thism odel requires a 100 tin es
denser Kulper Belt at the epoch of binary form ation,
and predicts a higher abundance of large separation bi-
naries. An altemative scenario G oldreich et al. 2002),
in which the energy needed to bind the orbits oftwo ap-—
proaching bodies is drawn from the surrounding swam
of an aller ob Fcts, also requires a m uch higher density of
KBO s than the present, but it predicts a larger fraction
of close binaries. Recently, Sheppard & Jew it (2004)
have shown evidence that 2001Q G ,43 could be a close
or contact binary KBO, and estim ated the fraction of
sin ilar ob fcts in the Belt to be  10% {20% .

O ther physical properties of KBOs, such as their
shapes, densities, and abedos, are still poorly con-
strained. This is m ainly because KBO s are extram ely
faint, w ith m ean apparent red m agnitudemyg 23 (Tru—
Jllo et al. 2001b).

T he study ofKBO rotationalproperties through tin e~
seriesbroadband opticalphotom etry hasproved to be the
m ost successfiil technigque to date to investigate som e of
these physical properties. Light variations of KBO s are
believed to be caused m ainly by their aspherical shape:
as KBO s rotate In space, their profcted cross—sections
change, resulting in periodic brightness variations.

O ne of the best exam ples to date ofa KBO lightcurve
{ and what can be lamed from i { is that of
(20000) Varuna (Jew it & Sheppard 2002). T he authors
explain the lightcurve of (20000) Varuna asa consequence
of its elongated shape (@xes ratio, a=b 1:5). They fur-
ther argue that the ob fct is centripetally deform ed by
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Fig. 1 \ Fram e-to—fram e photom etric variances (in m agnitudes)
ofallstars (gray circles and black crosses) in the (35671) 1998 SN 145
(@) and (38628) Huya () elds, plotted against their relative m ag—
nitude. The trend of increasing photom etric variability with in—
creasing m agnitude is clear. T he intrinsically variable stars clearly
do not follow this trend, and are located towards the upper
left region of the plot. The KBO s are shown as black squares.
(35671) 1998 SN 145, In the top panel show s a m uch larger variabil-
ity than the com parison stars (shown as crosses, see Section 3.1),
while (38628)Huya is well within the expected variance range,
given itsm agnitude.

rotation because of its low density, \rubble pike" struc-
ture. The tem \rubbl pik" is generally used to refer
to gravitationally bound aggregates of am aller fragm ents.
T he existence of rubble piles is thought to be due to con—
tinuing m utual collisions throughout the age of the solar
system , which gradually fracture the interiors of ob Fcts.
R otating rubble piles can adjust their shapes to balance
centripetal acceleration and selfgravity. The resulting
equilbrium shapeshave been studied in the extrem e case
of uid bodies, and depend on the body’s density and
soin rate (Chandrasekhar 1969).

Lacerda & Luu (2003, hereafter 1.1.03a) showed that
under reasonable assum ptions the fraction of KBOs
w ith detectable lightcurves can be used to constrain the
shape distribution of these obfcts. A follow-up Luu
& Lacerda 2003, hereafter LL.03b) on this work, using a
database of lightcurve properties 0of 33 KBO s (Sheppard
& Jew itt 2002, 2003), show s that although m ost K uiper
Beltobfcts ( 85% ) have shapes that are close to spher—
ical @=b 135) there is a signi cant fraction ( 12%)
w ith highly aspherical shapes @=b 1:7).

In this paperwe use opticaldata on 10 KBO sto Inves-
tigate the am plitudes and periods of their lightcurves.
These data are used in combination wih the existing
database to investigate the distrdbutions of KBO spin
periods and shapes. W e discuss their in plications for
the Inner structure and collisionalevolution of ob jcts in
the KulperBel.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND PHOTOM ETRY

W e collected tim e—series optical data on 10 KBO s at
the IssacNewton 2.5m (INT) and W illiam H erschel 4m
W HT) telescopes. TheINT W ddeFieldCamera W FC)
is a mosaic of 4 EEV 2048 409 CCDs, each with a
pixel scale of 0¥33/pixel and spanning approxin ately

1183 2295 in the plane of the sky. The targets are in —
aged through a Johnson R lter. The W HT prim e focus
cam era consists of 2 EEV 2048 4096 CCD sw ith a pixel
scale of 0924 /pixel, and covers a sky-profcted area of
2 8% 16%. W ith this camera we used a HarrisR -
ter. T he seeing for the whole set of observations ranged
from 1.0 to 1.9% W HM . W e tracked both telescopes at
sidereal rate and kept integration tim es for each ob fct
su ciently short to avoid errors in the photom etry due
to trailing e ects (see Tablk 1). N o light travel tim e cor—
rections have been m ade.

W e reduced the data using standard techniques. The
sky background in the at- elded in ages show s varia—
tions of less than 1% across the chip. Background vari-
ations between consecutive nights were less than 5% for
m ost of the data. Cosan ic rays were rem oved w ith the
package LA Coan ic (van D okkum 2001).

W e perfom ed aperture photom etry on all ob ects in
the eld using the SE xtractor softw are package [Bertin
& A mouts 1996). This software perfom s circular aper—
ture m easurem ents on each ob gct in a fram e, and puts
out a catalog ofboth the m agnitudes and the associated
errors. Below we descrlbbe how we obtained a better esti-
m ate of the errors. W e used apertures ranging from 1.5
to 20 tinesthe FW HM for each fram e and selected the
aperture that m axin ized signalto-noise. An extra aper-
ture of 5 FW HM s was used to ook for possbl seeing
dependent trends in our photom etry. T he catalogs were
m atched by selecting only the sources that are present in
all fram es. The slow m ovem ent 0of KBO s from night to
night allow s us to successfillly m atch a large num ber of
sources in consecutive nights. W e discarded all saturated
sources as well as those identi ed to be galaxies.

The KBO Iightcurves were obtained from di erential
photom etry w ith respect to the brightest non-variable

eld stars. An average ofthem agnitudes ofthe brightest
stars (the "reference" stars) provides a reference for dif-
ferential photom etry In each fram e. Thism ethod allow s
for am all am plitude brightness variations to be detected
even under non-photom etric condiions.

T he uncertainty in the relative photom etry was calcu—
lated from the scatter in the photom etry of eld stars
that are sim ilar to the KBO s In brightness (the "com -
parison" stars, see Fig.l). This error estin ate is m ore
robust than the errors provided by SE xtractor (see be-
low ), and was used to verify the accuracy of the latter.
T his procedure resulted in consistent tim e serdes bright—
nessdata for 100obfcts KBO + eld stars) natine
span of 2{3 consecutive nights.

W e observed Landol standard stars whenever condi-
tions were photom etric, and used them to calbrate the
zero point of the m agnitude scale. T he extinction coe —
clent was obtained from the reference stars.

Since not all nights were photom etric the lightcurves
are presented as variations with respect to the mean
brightness. T hese yield the correct am plitudes and peri-
ods of the lightcurves but do not provide their absolute
m agniudes.

The orbital param eters and other properties of the
observed KBO s are given In Tablk 2. Tabls 3, 4, 5,
and 6 list the absolute R -m agnitude photom etric m ea—
surem ents obtained for (19308)1996T 046, 1996 T See,
(35671) 1998 SN 165, and (19521) C haos, respectively. Ta—
bles 7 and 8 list the m ean-subtracted R -band data for
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Stacked histogram s of the fram eto-fram e variance (in m agnitudes) in the optical data on the \reference" stars (in white),

\com parison" stars (in gray), and the KBO (in black). In ¢), ), and j the KBO show s signi cantly m ore variability than the com parison
stars, w hereas in all other cases it falls wellw ithin the range of photom etric uncertainties of the stars of sim ilar brightness.

(79983) 1999D Fg and 2001C Z3; .

3. LIGHTCURVE ANALY SIS

The results in this paper depend sokly on the am pli-
tude and period of the KBO lightcurves. It is therefore
In portant to accurately determ ine these param eters and
the associated uncertainties.

3.1. Can we detect the KBO brightness variation?

W e begin by investigating if the observed brightness
variations are Intrinsic to the KBO, ie. if the KBO's

Intrinsic brightness variations are detectable given our
uncertainties. This was done by com paring the fram e-
to—fram e scatter n the KBO optical data with that of
( 10 20) com parison stars.

To visually com pare the scatter in the m agnitudes of
the reference stars (see Section 2), com parison stars, and
KBO s, we plt a histogram of their fram e-to—-fram e vari-
ances (see Fig. 2). In general such a histogram should
show the reference stars clustered at the low est vardiances,
follow ed by the com parison stars soread over larger vari-
ances. Ifthe KBO appears isolated at m uch higher vari-
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TABLE 1
Observing Condiions and G eometry

Objct D esignation ObsDate® TelP Seeing® M vtRtd IT im e® RAf dec? RD i 3
1 ©/hr] fsec) hhm m ss] [ %] RU]  RU]  [deg]
(19308) 1996 TO 66 99-0ct01 WHT 1.8 2.89 500 235946 +03 3642 45950 44.958 0.15%4
1996 T Ses6 99-Sep30 W HT 13 2.62 400,600 02 26 06 +21 4103 38.778 37.957 0.8619
1996 T Ses6 99-0ct01 WHT 1.1 2.67 600 0226 02 +21 4050 38.778 37.948 0.8436
1996 T Sese 99-0ct02 WHT 1.5 2.70 600,900 022558 +214035 38.778 37.939 0.8225
(35671) 1998 SN 165 99-Sep29 W HT 1.5 324 360,400 23 32 46 01 1815 38202 37226 0.3341
(35671) 1998 SN 145 99-Sep30 W HT 14 322 360 23 32 41 01 18 47 38202 37230 0.35%
(19521) Chaos 99-0ct01 WHT 1.0 1.75 360,400,600 03 44 37 +21 3058 42.399 41.766 1.0616
(19521) Chaos 99-0ct02 WHT 15 1.79 400,600 034434 +213054 42399 41.755 1.0484
(79983) 1999D F g 0l1-Feb-13 W HT 1.7 3.19 900 102704 +094516 39.782 38.818 0.3124
(79983) 1999DF g 01Feb-14 WHT 1.6 321 900 1026 50 +09 4625 39.783 38.808 0.2436
(79983) 1999D F g 0l1Feb-15 W HT 14 322 900 1026 46 +09 4650 39.783 38.806 0.2183
(80806) 2000CM 195 Ol-Feb-11 WHT 15 3.14 600,900 0918 48 +194159 41.753 40.774 0.1687
(80806) 2000CM 195 0l1-Feb-13 WHT 14 312 900 0918 39 +194240 41.753 40.778 0.2084
(80806) 2000CM 195 Ol-Feb-14 WHT 15 3.11 900 091834 +194302 41.753 40.781 0.2303
(66652) 1999R Z 353 01-Sep-11 INT 1.9 2.86 600 22 02 57 1231 06 40.963 40.021 0.4959
(66652) 1999R Z 353 01-Sep-12 INT 14 2.84 600 22 02 53 12 31 26 40.963 40.026 0.5156
(66652) 1999R Z3253 01-Sep-13 INT 1.8 282 600 22 02 49 12 31 49 40.963 40.033 0.5381
(47171) 1999TC 36 01-Sep-11 INT 1.9 3.85 600 00 16 49 07 34 59 31416 30.440 0.4605
(47171) 1999TC 36 01-Sep-12 INT 14 3.86 900 00 16 45 07 3533 31416 30437 04359
(47171) 1999TC 36 01-Sep-13 INT 1.8 3.88 900 00 16 39 07 36 13 31416 30.434 04122
(38628) Huya 01-Feb-28 INT 1.5 291 600 133113 00 39 04 29.769 29.021 12725
(38628) Huya 01-M ar01 INT 1.8 2.97 360 133109 00 38 23 29.768 29.009 1.2479
(38628) Huya 01-M ar03 INT 1.5 3.08 360 1331 01 00 36 59 29.767 28.987 1.1976
2001C2Z31 01-M ar-01 INT 13 2.72 600,900 09 00 03 +162923 41.394 40522 0.6525
2001C2Z31 01-M ar03 INT 14 2.65 600,900 085954 +163004 41.394 40539 0.6954
28U T date of observation
bTelescope used for observations
CA verage seeing of the data [©]
dA verage rate of m otion of K BO [Oo/hr]
€Integration tim es used
R ight ascension
9D eclination
hgBo {Sun distance
iKEO {E arth distance
jP hase angle (Sun{O b jkct{E arth angle) of observation
TABLE 2 TABLE 3
Properties of Observed KBO s Photometric measurements of
(19308) 1996 TO 66
Obict Designation Class® H P ic ed a®
imag]l [degl RU] mpg ©
a : b
(19308) 1996 T O 66 c 45 2750 012 4320 UT Date Julian D ate n ag]
1996 T Se6 c 6.4 730 0.13 44.00 1999 Oct 1.84831 2451453.34831 2124 007
(35671) 1998 SN 145 ct 58 460 005 37.80 1999 Oct 1.85590 2451453.35590 21.30 0.07
(19521) Chaos C 4.9 12.00 0.11 45.90 1999 O ct 1.86352 2451453.36352 2120 0.07
(79983) 1999DF ¢ c 6.1 9.80 0.5 46.80 1999 Oct 1.87201 245145337201 2122 0.07
(80806) 2000CM 195 c 62 3.80 0.07 4250 1999 Oct 1.87867 2451453.37867 2121 0.07
(66652) 1999R Z ;53 c 59 060 0.09 43.60 1999 Oct 1.88532 2451453.38532 21.28 0.07
(47171) 1999TC 36 Pb 4.9 8.40 022 39.30 1999 O ct 1.89302 2451453.39302 2127 0.06
(38628) Huya P 4.7 1550 028 3950 1999 Oct 1.90034 2451453.40034 21.30 0.06
2001C2Z3; c 5.4 1020 0.2 45.60 1999 O ct 1.90730 2451453.40730 21.28 0.06

3D ynam icalclass (C = ClassicalKBO,P = P lutino,b = binary
KBO)

PAbsolute m agnitude

€0 rbital inclination

40 bital eccentricity

€Sem im ajr axis

fT his ob Jct as a classical-type inclination and eccentricity but
its sem im ajor axis ism uch sm aller than for other classicalK BO s

ances than both groups of stars eg. Fig. 27, then is
brightnessm odulations are signi cant. C onversely, ifthe
KBO isclistered w ith the stars (eg. Fig. 2f), any peri-
odic brightness variations would be below the detection

1999 Oct 1.91470 2451453.41470 2131 0.6

2U T date at the start of the exposure

P Julian date at the start of the exposure

A pparent red m agnitude; errors include uncer—
tainties in relative and absolute photom etry added
quadratically

threshold.

Figure 1 show s the dependence of the uncertainties on
m agnitude. O b gcts that do not 2ll on the rising curve
traced out by the stars must have intrinsic brightness
variations. By calculating the m ean and spread of the
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TABLE 4
Photometric measurements of 1996 T Sg¢

mpg ©

UT D ate? Julian D ate? m ag]

1999 Sep 30.06087
1999 Sep 30.06628
1999 Sep 30.07979
1999 Sep 30.08529
1999 Sep 30.09068
1999 Sep 30.09695
1999 Sep 30.01250
1999 Sep 30.10936
1999 Sep 30.11705
1999 Sep 30.12486
1999 Sep 30.13798
1999 Sep 30.14722
1999 Sep 30.15524
1999 Sep 30.16834
1999 Sep 30.17680
1999 Sep 30.18548
1999 Sep 30.19429
1999 Sep 3020212
1999 Sep 3021010
1999 Sep 3021806
1999 Sep 30.23528
1999 Sep 30.24355
1999 O ct 01.02002
1999 O ct 01.02799
1999 O ct 01.03648
1999 O ct 01.04422
1999 O ct 01.93113
1999 O ct 01.94168
1999 O ct 01.95331
1999 O ct 01.97903
1999 O ct 01.99177
1999 O ct 02.00393
1999 O ct 02.01588
1999 O ct 02.02734

245145156087 21.94 0.07
2451451.56628 21.83 0.07
245145157979 21.6  0.07
2451451.58529 21.71 0.07
2451451.59068 21.75 0.07
245145159695 21.67 0.07
2451451.60250 21.77 0.07
2451451.60936 21.76  0.06
2451451.61705 21.80 0.06
2451451.62486 21.77 0.06
2451451.63798 21.82 0.07
2451451.64722 21.74 0.06
2451451.65524 21.72 0.06
2451451.66834 21.72 0.08
2451451.67680 21.83 0.07
2451451.68548 21.80 0.06
2451451.69429 21.74 0.07
2451451.70212 21.78 0.07
2451451.71010 21.72 0.07
2451451.71806 21.76  0.09
2451451.73528 21.73  0.07
2451451.74355 21.74 0.08
245145252002 2181 0.06
245145252799 21.82 0.06
2451452.53648 2181 0.06
2451452 .54422 21.80 0.06
245145343113 21.71 0.06
2451453.44168 21.68 0.06
245145345331 21.73 0.06
245145347903 21.69 0.06
245145349177 21.74 0.06
245145350393 21.73 0.05
2451453.51588 21.78 0.05
245145352734 21.71 0.05

2U T date at the start of the exposure

b Julian date at the start of the exposure
°A pparent red m agnitude; errors include uncertainties
in relative and absolute photom etry added quadratically

variance for the com parison stars (shown as crosses) we
can calculate our photom etric uncertainties and thus de—
term ine whether the KBO brightness variations are sig—
nicant ( 3 ).

32. Period determ ination

In the cases where signi cant brightness variations
(see Section 3.1) were detected In the lightcurves, the
phase dispersion m Inim ization m ethod wasused ®DM ,
Stellingwerf 1978) to look for periodicities in the data.
Foreach test period, PDM com putes a statistical param —
eter that com pares the spread of data points in phase
binsw ith the overall spread ofthe data. T he period that
best tsthedata isthe onethatm inim izes . Theadvan—
tages of PDM are that it is non-param etric, ie., i does
not assum e a shape for the Iightcurve, and i can handlke
unevenly spaced data. Each data set was tested for pe—
riods ranging from 2 to 24 hours, in steps 0f 0.0l hr. To
assess the uniqueness ofthe PDM solution, we generated
100 M onte C arlo realizations of each lightcurve, keeping
the origihaldata tin es and random izing the m agnitudes
w ithin the error bars. W e ran PDM on each generated
dataset to obtain a distrbution ofbest- t periods.

3.3. Am plitude determ ination

TABLE 5
Photometric measurements of
(35671) 1998 SN 165

mg ©

UT D ate? Julian D ateP m ag]

245145137384 2120 0.06
245145138050 21.19 0.05
2451451.38845 21.18 0.05
245145139811 2117 0.05
2451451.404%96 2121 0.05
245145141060 2124 0.05
245145141608 21.18 0.05
245145142439 2125 0.05
245145143055 2124 0.05
245145143712 2126 0.06
2451451 .44283 2125 0.06
2451451.44821 2128 0.06
2451451.46009 2125 0.06
2451451.46640 2121 0.06
245145147313 2117 0.05
245145147850 21.14 0.05
245145148373 2112 0.06
2451451.48897 21.15 0.06
2451451.49469 2115 0.06
245145149997 2116 0.06
245145150521 2112 0.06
245145151144 21.09 0.06
245145152164 21.18 0.06
245145152692 21.17 0.06
245145234539 2132 0.06
245145235033 2130 0.06
245145235531 21.28 0.06
245145236029 2131 0.06
245145236550 2121 0.06
245145237098 2126 0.06
245145237627 2128 0.06
245145239202 2123 0.05
245145239698 2130 0.06
245145240608 2120 0.05
245145241191 2126 0.05
245145242029 2115 0.05
245145242601 2119 0.05
245145243110 21.14 0.05
245145243627 2116 0.05
245145244858 21.18 0.05
245145245363 2116 0.05
245145245852 21.13 0.05
245145246347 2117 0.05
245145246850 21.16 0.05
245145247422 2118 0.05
245145248431 21.18 0.05
245145248923 21.17 0.06
245145249444 2116  0.05
245145249934 2120 0.05
245145250424 2116 0.05
245145250992 21.18 0.06

1999 Sep 29.87384
1999 Sep 29.88050
1999 Sep 29.88845
1999 Sep 29.89811
1999 Sep 29.90496
1999 Sep 29.91060
1999 Sep 29.91608
1999 Sep 29.92439
1999 Sep 29.93055
1999 Sep 29.93712
1999 Sep 29.94283
1999 Sep 29.94821
1999 Sep 29.96009
1999 Sep 29.96640
1999 Sep 29.97313
1999 Sep 29.97850
1999 Sep 29.98373
1999 Sep 29.98897
1999 Sep 29.99469
1999 Sep 29.99997
1999 Sep 30.00521
1999 Sep 30.01144
1999 Sep 30.02164
1999 Sep 30.02692
1999 Sep 30.84539
1999 Sep 30.85033
1999 Sep 30.85531
1999 Sep 30.86029
1999 Sep 30.86550
1999 Sep 30.87098
1999 Sep 30.87627
1999 Sep 30.89202
1999 Sep 30.89698
1999 Sep 30.90608
1999 Sep 30.91191
1999 Sep 30.92029
1999 Sep 30.92601
1999 Sep 30.93110
1999 Sep 30.93627
1999 Sep 30.94858
1999 Sep 30.95363
1999 Sep 30.95852
1999 Sep 30.96347
1999 Sep 30.96850
1999 Sep 30.97422
1999 Sep 30.98431
1999 Sep 30.98923
1999 Sep 30.99444
1999 Sep 30.99934
1999 O ct 01.00424
1999 O ct 01.00992

2U T date at the start of the exposure

P Julian date at the start of the exposure
©A pparent red m agnitude; errors include uncertainties
in relative and absolute photom etry added quadratically

W e used a M onte Carlo experim ent to determm ine the
am plitude of the lightcurves for which a period was
found. W e generated several arti cial data sets by ran—
dom izing each point w ithin the errorbar. Each arti cial
data set was tted w ith a Fourier series, using the best- t
period, and them ode and central68% ofthe distribution
ofam plitudeswere taken asthe lightcurve am plitude and
1 uncertainty, respectively.

For the null lightcurves, ie. those where no signi cant
variation was detected, we subtracted the typical error



TABLE 6

Photometric measurements of (19521) Chaos

m g
UT Date? Julian D ateP m ag]
1999 O ct 01.06329 2451452.56329 20.82 0.06
1999 Oct 01.06831 2451452.56831 20.80 0.6
1999 O ct 01.07324 2451452.57324 20.80 0.06
1999 Oct 01.07817 2451452.57817 20.81 0.6
1999 Oct 01.08311 2451452.58311 20.80 0.6
1999 O ct 01.08801 2451452.58801 20.76 0.06
1999 O ct 01.09370 2451452.59370 20.77 0.06
1999 O ct 01.14333 2451452.64333 20.71 0.06
1999 Oct 01.15073 2451452.65073 20.68 0.06
1999 O ct 01.15755 2451452.65755 20.70 0.6
1999 O ct 01.16543 2451452.66543 20.72 0.06
1999 Oct 01.17316 2451452.67316 20.72  0.06
1999 Oct 01.18112 2451452.68112 20.71 0.06
1999 Oct 01.18882 2451452.68882 20.73 0.6
1999 Oct 01.19652 2451452.69652 20.70  0.06
1999 O ct 0120436 2451452.70436 20.69 0.06
1999 Oct 0121326 2451452.71326 20.72 0.06
1999 Oct 0121865 2451452.71865 20.72 0.06
1999 O ct 0122402 2451452.72402 20.74 0.06
1999 Oct 0122938 2451452.72938 20.72 0.6
1999 O ct 0123478 2451452.73478 20.71  0.07
1999 O ct 0124022 2451452.74022 20.72 0.07
1999 O ct 02.04310 2451453.54310 20.68 0.06
1999 O ct 02.04942 2451453.54942 20.69 0.06
1999 O ct 02.07568 2451453.57568 20.74  0.07
1999 O ct 02.08266 2451453.58266 20.73 0.06
1999 Oct 02.09188 2451453.59188 20.74 0.6
1999 Oct 02.10484 2451453.60484 20.75 0.06
1999 Oct 02.11386 2451453.61386 20.77 0.06
1999 O ct 02.12215 2451453.62215 20.77 0.06
1999 O ct 02.13063 2451453.63063 20.78 0.06
1999 Oct 02.13982 2451453.63982 20.79 0.6
1999 O ct 02.14929 2451453.64929 20.71  0.07

U T date at the start of the exposure
b Julian date at the start of the exposure

°A pparent red m agnitude; errors include uncertainties
in relative and absolute photom etry added quadratically

bar size from the total am plitude of the data to obtain
an upper lm it to the am plitude ofthe KBO photom etric
variation.

4. RESULTS

In this section we present the results of the lightcurve
analysis for each of the observed KBO s. W e found sig—
ni cant brightness variations (m > 0:15m ag) for 3 out
of 10 KBOs 30%),and m 040m ag for 1 out of 10
(10% ). This is consistent w ith previously published re—
sults: Sheppard & Jew it (2002, hereafter SJ02) found
a fraction 0of 31% wih m > 0:d15mag and 23% wih

m > 0:40m ag, both consistent with our results. The
other 7 KBO s do not show detectable variations. The
results are summ arized in Table 9.

41. 1998SN 65

The brightness of (35671) 1998 SN1¢5 varies signi —
cantly (> 5 ) more than that of the com parison stars
(see Figs. 1 and 2¢). The periodogram for this KBO
show sa very broad m ininum around P = 9hr Fig.3a).
T he degeneracy in plied by the broad m ininum would
only be resolved w ith additionaldata. A slight weaker
minimum isseen at P = 65hr, which isclose to a 24hr
alias ofP = Shr.

Lacerda & Luu

TABLE 7
Relative photometry measurements of
(79983) 1999D F g

mg ©

UT Date? Julian D ateP m ag]

2001 Feb 13.13417
2001 Feb 13.14536
2001 Feb 13.15720
2001 Feb 13.16842
2001 Feb 13.17967
2001 Feb 13.20209
2001 Feb 13.21325
2001 Feb 13.22439
2001 Feb 13.23554
2001 Feb 13.24671
2001 Feb 14.13972
2001 Feb 14.15104
2001 Feb 14.16228
2001 Feb 14.17347
2001 Feb 14.18477
2001 Feb 14.19600
2001 Feb 14 .20725
2001 Feb 14.21860
2001 Feb 14.22987
2001 Feb 1424112
2001 Feb 14.25234
2001 Feb 14.26356
2001 Feb 15.14518
2001 Feb 15.15707
2001 Feb 15.16831
2001 Feb 15.19086
2001 Feb 15.20234
2001 Feb 1523127

2451953.63417 021 0.02
2451953.64536 020 003
2451953.65720 017 0.04
2451953 .66842 0.06 0.03
2451953.67967 -0.08 0.02
2451953.70209 -0.09 0.03
2451953.71325 005 0.03
2451953.72439 -0.15 0.03
2451953.73554 -0.19 0.04
2451953.74671 0.00 0.04
245195463972 005 0.02
2451954 .65104 -0.12 0.02
2451954 .66228 025 0.02
2451954 .67347 -0.18 0.02
2451954 .68477 -0.14 0.03
2451954 .69600 -0.05 0.03
2451954.70725 0.00 0.03
2451954.71860 003 003
2451954 .72987 011 0.04
2451954.74112 021 0.04
2451954.75234 020 0.5
2451954.76356 016 005
2451955.64518 -0.06 0.05
245195565707 -0.08 0.02
245195566831 -0.15 0.05
2451955.69086 005 0.06
2451955.70234 019 0.07
2451955.73127 0.04 005

2y T date at the start of the exposure

b Julian date at the start of the exposure

©M ean-subtracted apparent red m agnitude; errors in—
clude uncertainties in relative and absolute photom etry
added quadratically

Peixinho et al. (2002, hereafter PD R 02) observed this
ob Bct in Septem ber 2000, but having only one night’s
worth of data, they did not succeed In determ ining this
ob ct’s rotationalperiod unam biguously. W e used their
data to solve the degeneracy in our PDM resul. The
PDRO02 data have not been absolutely calbrated, and
the m agnitudes are given relative to a bright eld star.
To be ablk to combine i wih our own data we had
to subtract the mean magniudes. O ur periodogram
of (35671) 1998 SN 145 (centered on the broad m inin um )
is shown in Fig. 3b and can be com pared w ih the re—
vised periodogram obtained w ith ourdata com bined w ith
the PDR02 data Fig. 3c). The m inim a becom e m uch
clearer w ith the additional data, but because of the 1-
year tin e di erence between the two observational cam —
paigns, m any close aliases appear In the periodogram .
The absolute m InImum , at P = 8:84hr, corresponds to
a double peaked lightcurve (see F ig. 4). T he second best

t, P = 8:7hr, produces a m ore scattered phase plt,
in which the peak in the PDRO02 data coincides w ith
our night 2. Period P = 8:84hr was also favored by
the M onte C arlo m ethod described in Section 32, being
denti ed as the best t in 55% of the cases versus 35%
forP = 8:7hr. The large size ofthe error bars com pared
to the am plitude is responsble for the ambiguiy In the
result. W ewilluse P = 884 hr in the rest of the paper
because it was consistently selected as the best t.

The amplitude, obtained using the M onte Carlo
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TABLE 8

Relative photometry measurements of
2001CZ3;1

mg ©

UT Date? Julian D ate® m ag]

2451969.42789 0.03 0.5
2451969.43900 0.06 0.04
2451969.45013 003 0.04
2451969.46120 -0.09 0.04
245196947235 -0.10 0.04
2451969.48349 -0.12 0.04
2451969.49475 -0.14 0.03
2451969.50706 -0.02 0.03
2451969.51817 0.00 0.03
2451969.52933 003 0.3
2451969.54046 0.07 0.4
2451969.55153 0.10 0.04
2451969.56304 0.06 0.04
2451969.58608 -0.05 0.04
245196959808 -0.05 0.05
2451971.51239 015 0.5
245197152455 -0.01 0.05
2451971 .53596 0.00 0.04
245197154731 -0.02 0.03
245197155865 -0.08 0.04
245197157060 -0.04 0.04
2451971.58212 0.01 0.3

2001 Feb 28.92789
2001 Feb 28.93900
2001 Feb 28.95013
2001 Feb 28.96120
2001 Feb 28.97235
2001 Feb 28.98349
2001 Feb 28.99475
2001 M ar 01.00706
2001 M ar 01.01817
2001 M ar 01.02933
2001 M ar 01.04046
2001 M ar 01.05153
2001 M ar 01.06304
2001 M ar 01.08608
2001 M ar 01.09808
2001 M ar 03.01239
2001 M ar 03.02455
2001 M ar 03.03596
2001 M ar 03.04731
2001 M ar 03.05865
2001 M ar 03.07060
2001 M ar 03.08212

28U T date at the start of the exposure

b Julian date at the start of the exposure

°M ean-subtracted apparent red m agnitude; errors in—
clude uncertainties in relative and absolute photom etry
added quadratically
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Fig. 3. Periodogram forthe data on (35671) 1998 SN1¢5. T he
Jow er left panel (b) show s an enlarged section near the m inim um
calculated using only the data published in this paper, and the
Iower right panel (c) shows the sam e region recalculated after
adding the PD R 02 data.
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Fig. 4 | Lightcurve of (35671) 1998 SN 145 . T he gure represents
the data phased with the best t period P = 8:84hr. D1i erent
sym bols correspond to di erent nights of observation. The gray
line is a 2nd order Fourier series t to the data. The PDR 02 data
are shown as crosses.
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Fig. 5.\ Periodogram for the (79983) 1999DFg9 data. Them in—
inum corresponds to a lightcurve period P = 6:65hr.
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Fig. 6.| Same asFig.4 or KBO (79983) 1999DF 9. The best

t period is P = 6:65hr. The lines represent a 2nd order (solid
line) and 5th (dashed line) order Fourier series ts to the data.
Nom alized 2 values ofthe tsare 2.8 and 1.3 respectively.

m ethod descrbbed In Section 33, is m = 0:16
00lmag. This value was calculated using only our
data, but i did not change when recalculated adding
the PDR 02 data.

42. 1999DFy

(79983) 1999D Fy show s large am plitude photom etric
variations (m g Odmag). The PDM periodogram
for (79983) 1999DFy4 isshown in Fig.5. The best- t pe-
riod isP = 6:65hr, which corresponds to a doublepeak
lightcurve Fig.6). Other PDM m inim a are found close
to P=2 33hrand 92hr, a 24hr alias of the best pe-
riod. Phasing the data wih P=2 results in a worse t
because the two m inin a of the double peaked lightcurve
exhbit signi cantly di erent m orphologies F ig. 6); the
peculiar sharp feature superin posed on the brighterm in—
Inum , which is reproduced on two di erent nights, m ay
be caused by a non-convex feature on the surface of the
KBO (Tormppa et al 2003). Perdod P = 665hrwas se—
lected In 65 of the 100 M onte C arlo replications of the
dataset (see Section 3.2). The second m ost selected so—
ution (15% ) wasatP = 9hr. WewilluseP = 6:65hr
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TABLE 9
Lightcurve P roperties of O bserved KBO s

O b fect D esignation mpg 2 N tsP m g © pd
m ag] i ag] hr]

(35671) 1998 SN 165 2120 0.05 2(1) 0.16 0.01 8.84 (8.70)
(79983) 1999DFo { 3 040 0.02 6.65 (9.00)

2001CZ3;1 2(1) 021 0.02 4.71 5.23)
(19308) 1996 TO 46 2126 0.06 1 ?

1996 T Sg6 21.76 0.05 3 <0.15
(19521) Chaos 20.74 0.06 2 <0.10
(80806) 2000CM 105 { 2 <0.14
(66652) 1999R Z 253 { 3 <0.05
(47171) 1999TC 36 { 3 <0.07
(38628) Huya { 2 <0.04

%nean red m agnitude. E rrors include uncertainties in relative and abso—

Iute photom etry added quadratically;

b num ber of nights w ith usefuldata. Num bers in brackets indicate num -

ber of nights of data from other observers used for period detemm ination.
D ata for (35671) 1998 SN 145 taken from Peixinho et al. (2002) and data for

2001 C Z3; taken from SJ02;
Clightcurve am plitude;

d]jghtcurve period (values in parenthesis indicate less likely solutions not

entirely ruled out by the data).
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Fig. 7.\ Periodogram for the 2001 CZ3; data. The lower left
panel (b) show s an enlarged section near the m inim um calculated
using only the data published in this paper, and the lower right
panel (c) show s the sam e region recalculated after adding the SJ02
data.

for the rest of the paper.
The amplitude of the lightcurve, estin ated as de—
scribed in Section 33,is m g = 040 0:02m ag.

43. 2001CZ3q

This obfct shows substantial brightness variations
(4:55 above the com parison stars) in a system atic m an—
ner. The rst night ofdata seem s to sam ple nearly one
com plte rotational phase. As for (35671) 1998 SN1¢s5,
the 2001 C Z3; data span only tw o nights of observations.
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Fig. 8. Same asFig.4 for KBO 2001CZ3;. The data are
phased w ith period P = 4:71hr. T he points represented by crosses
are taken from SJ02.

In this case, however, the PDM minina (see Figs. 7a
and 7b) are very narrow and only two corresoond to in—
dependent periods, P = 4:69hr (them nimum at 5:82 is
a 24hraliasof4:69hr),and P = 523hr.

2001 C Z3; hasalso been observed by SJ02 in February
and April 2001, w ith inconclusive results. W e used their
data to try to rule out one (or both) of the two periods
we fbund. W em ean-subtracted the SJ02 data in order to
com bine it w ith ouruncalbrated observations. F igure 7c
show s the section of the periodogram around P = 5hr,
recalculated using SJ02’s rst night plus our own data.
The aliases are due to the 1 month tim e di erence be-
tween the two observing runs. Thenew PDM m inim um
isatP = 4:{71hr { very close to the P = 4:69hr deter-
m ined from our data alone.

V isualinspection ofthe com bined data set phased w ith
P = 4:71hrshow sa very goodm atch between SJ02’s rst
night 2001 Feb 20) and ourown data (seeFig.8). SJ02’'s
second and third nights show very large scatter and were
not nclided In our analysis. Phasing thedatawith P =
523 hryildsam ore scattered lightcurve, which con m s
the PDM result. The M onte Carl test for uniqueness
yvielded P = 4:{71hr as the best- t period In 57% of the
cases, ollowed by P = 523hr in 21% , and a few other
solutions, allbelow 10% ,between P = 5hrandP = 6hr.
W ewilluseP = 4:71 hrthroughout the rest ofthe paper.

W e m easured a lightcurve am plitude of m = 021
002m ag. Ifweuse both ocursand SJ02’s rstnightdata,
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m risesto 022m ag.

4 4. Flat Lightcurves

The uctuationsdetected in the opticaldata on KBO s
(19308) 1996 T O g6, 1996 T Ses, (47171) 1999T C3g,
(66652) 1999R Z353, (80806) 2000CM 195, and
(38628)Huya, are well wihin the uncertainties.
(19521) Chaos shows som e variations with respect to
the com parison stars but no period was found to t all
the data. See Tablk 9 and Fig. 9 for a summ ary of the
resuls.

45. O ther lightcurve m easurem ents

The KBO lightcurve database has increased consider-
ably In the last few years, largely due to the observational
cam paign of SJ02, w ith recent updates in Sheppard &
Jew ittt (2003) and Sheppard & Jew itt (2004). T hese au-
thorshave published ocbservations and rotationaldata for
a totalof 30 KBO s (their SJ02 paper includes data for
3 other previously published lightcurves In the analysis).
O ther recently published KBO lightcurves include those
for (50000) Q uacar (O rtiz et al. 2003) and the scattered
KBO (29981)1999TD;9 Rousselbt et al. 2003). O fthe
10 KBO lightcurves presented in this paper, 6 are new
to the database, bringing the totalto 41.

Table 10 lists the rotationaldata on the 41 KBO sthat
w illbe analyzed in the rest of the paper.

5. ANALYSIS

In this section we exam ine the lightcurve properties
of KBO s and com pare them wih those of m ain-belt
asteroids M BAs). The lightcurve data for these two
fam ilies of ob fcts cover di erent size ranges. M BAs,
being closer to Earth, can be observed down to much
an aller sizes than KBO s; In general it is very di cult
to obtain good quality lightcurves for KBO sw ith diam —
etersD < 50km . Furthem ore, som e KBO s surpass the
1000 km barrierw hereas the largest asteroid, C eres, does
not reach 900km . Thisw illbe taken into account in the
analysis.

The lightcurve data for asteroids were taken from
the Harris Lightcurve Catalog®, Version 5, while
the diameter data were obtained from the Lowell
Observatory database of asteroids orbital elem ents’.
The sizes of most KBOs were calculated from their
absolute magniude assum ing an abedo of 0.04.
The exceptions are (47171)1999TC;4, (38638)Huya,
(28978) Ixion, (55636) 2002TX 34, (66652)1999R Z3e,
(26308) 1998 SM 145, and (20000) Varuna for which the
albedo hasbeen shown to be inconsistent w ith the value
0.04 Grundy et al 2005). For exam ple, in the case of

(20000) Varuna sim ultaneous themm al and optical obser-
vationshave yielded a red geom etric abedo 0£0.070" 88?3

(Jew itt et al. 2001).

5.1. Spin period statistics
A sFig.10 show s, the spin period distribbutionsofKBO s
and M BA s are signi cantly di erent. Because the sam -

ple of KBO s of an all size or large periods is poor, to
avoid bias in our com parison we consider only KBO s

3 http://pdssbn astro um d .edu/sonhtm 1/asteroids/colors Ichtm 1
4 fip://ftp Jow elledu/pub/elgb/astorb htm 1

and M BA s with diam eter larger than 200km and w ith
periods below 20hr. In this range the m ean rotational
periods of KBO sand M BA s are 923 hr and 648hr, re—
spoectively, and the two are di erent with a 98.5% con —
dence according to Student’s ttest. H owever, the di er-
ent m eans do not rul that the underlying distributions
are the sam e, and could sin ply m ean that the two sets
of data sam ple the sam e distrdbution di erently. This
is not the case, however, according to the K olm ogorov—
Sm imov K -S) test, which gives a probability that the
periods of KBO s and M BA s are drawn from the same
parent distrbution of0.7% .

A lthough it is clear that KBO s spin slower than as—
teroids, it is not clear why this is so. If collisions have
contributed as signi cantly to the angularm om entum of
KBO sasthey did forM BA s Farinella et al. 1982, Cat—
ullo et al. 1984), then the observed di erence should be
related to how these two fam ilies react to collision events.
W e w i1l address the question of the collisional evolution
ofKBO soin rates In a future paper.

52. Lightcurve am plitudes and the shapes of KBO s

T he cum ulative distribution of KBO lightcurve am pli-
tudes is shown In Fig. 11. It rises very steegply in the
low amplitude range (m < 0:15m ag), and then be-
com es shallow er reaching large am plitudes. In quantita—

tiveterm s, 70% ofthe KBOspossss m < 0:15m ag,
while 12% possess m 0:40m ag, w ith them axim um

valuie being m = 0:68mag. Note: Fig. 11 does not
Include the KBO 2001 QG 95 which hasa lightcurve am -
plitude m = 114 0:04mag,and would further extend
the range of am plitudes. W e do not include 2001 Q G 93
in our analysis because it is thought to be a contact bi-
nary (Sheppard & Jew it 2004)]. Figure 11 also com pares
the KBO distrdbbution w ith that ofM BA s. T he distrbu-
tions of the two populations are clearly distinct: there
is a Jarger fraction of KBO s in the low am plitude range
(m < 0:d5mag) than in the case of M BA s, and the
KBO distrbution extends to larger values of m .

Figure 12 show sthe lightcurve am plitude ofKBO sand
M BA s plotted against size. KBO s w ith diam eters larger
than D = 400km seem to have lower lightcurve am —
plitudes than KBO s w ith diam eters sn aller than D =
400km . Student’s ttest con m s that the mean am —
plitudes in each of these two size ranges are di erent
at the 98.5% con dence kvel. For M BA s the transi-
tion is less sharp and seem s to occur at a am aller size
O 200km ). In the case of asteroids, the acospted
explanation is that sm allbodies O 100km ) are frag—
m ents of high-velocity im pacts, whereas of their larger
counterparts O© > 200km ) generally are not (Catullo
et al 1984). The lightcurve data on small KBO s are
still too sparse to pem it a sin ilar analysis. In order to
reduce the e ectsofbias related to body size, we can con—
sider only those KBO sand M BA s w ith diam eters larger
than 200km . In this size range, 25 0f 37 KBO s (69% )
and 10 of 27 M BA s (37% ) have lightcurve am plitudes
below 0.15m ag. W e used the F isher exact test to calcu—
late the probability that such a contingency table would
arise if the lightcurve am plitude distributions of KBO s
and M BA s were the sam e: the resulting probability is
08% .

T he distrbution of lightcurve am plitudes can be used
to infer the shapes of KBO s, if certain reasonable as—
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Fig. 9.\ The \ at" lightcurves are shown. T he respective am plitudes are w ithin the photom etric uncertainties.

sum ptions are m ade (see, eg., LL03a). Generally, ob-—
“Bctsw ith elongated shapesproduce large brightnessvari-
ations due to their changing profcted cross-section as
they rotate. C onversely, round ob fcts, orthose w ith the
spin axis aligned w ith the line of sight, produce little or
no brightness varations, resulting in " at" lightcurves.
Figure 12 show s that the lightcurve am plitudes ofKBO s
with diam eters an aller and larger than D = 400km

are signi cantly di erent. Does this mean that the
shapes of KBO s are also di erent in these two size
ranges? To investigate this possbility of a size depen-
dence am ong KBO shapes we w ill consider KBO s w ith
diam eter am aller and larger than 400km separately. W e
shall loosely refer to ob fcts with diameterD > 400km

and D 400km as hrger and smaller KBO s, respec—
tively.
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TABLE 10
D atabase of KBO s Lightcurve P roperties

Obict D esignation Class® SizeP pP° m g9 Ref.
km ] hr] i ag]
KBO s considered to have m < 0:15m ag
(15789) 1993 sC P 240 0.04 7,2
(15820) 1994TB P 220 <0.04 10
(26181) 1996G Q ,, S 730 <0.10 10
(15874) 1996 T Lee S 480 0.06 7,4
(15875) 1996 TP g6 P 250 0.12 7,1
(79360) 1997C Sz9 c 630 <0.08 10
(91133) 1998HK 151 P 170 <0.15 10
(33340) 1998V G 44 P 280 <0.10 10
(19521) Chaos c 600 <0.10 13,10
(26375) 1999DEg S 700 <0.10 10
(47171) 1999TC 36 Pb 300 <0.07 13,11
(38628) Huya P 550 <0.04 13,11
(82075) 2000YW 134 S 790 <0.10 11
(82158) 2001FP 185 S 400 <0.10 11
(82155) 2001F Z173 S 430 <0.06 10
2001KD 77 P 430 <0.10 11
(28978) Ixion P 820 <0.10 11,5
2001QF ,9g P 580 <0.10 11
(42301) 2001 UR 163 S 1020 <0.10 11
(42355) 2002CR 46 S 210 <0.10 11
(55636) 2002 T X 300 c 710 16.24 0.08 0.02 11
(55637) 2002UX 25 c 1090 <0.10 11
(55638) 2002V E g5 P 500 <0.10 11
(80806) 2000CM 105 c 330 <0.14 13
(66652) 1999R Z253 Cb 170 <0.05 13
1996 T S¢s C 300 <0.14 13
K BO s considered to have m 0:15m ag
(32929) 1995Q7Y 4 P 180 73 0.60 0.04 10,7
(24835) 19958M 55 c 630 8.08 0.19 0.05 11
(19308) 1996TO 66 C 720 79 026 0.03 11,3
(26308) 1998 SM 165 R 240 7.1 045 0.03 10,38
(33128) 1998BU 43 S 210 9.8 0.68 0.04 10,38
(40314) 1999KR 15 C 400 11.858 0.18 0.04 10
(47932) 2000GN 171 P 360 8.329 0.61 0.03 10
(20000) Varuna c 980 6.34 0.42 0.03 10
2003A Zgyg P 900 13.44 0.14 0.03 11
2001QG 598 Pcb 240 13.7744 1.14 0.04 12
(50000) Q uacar C 1300 17.6788 0.17 0.02 6
(29981) 1999TD 10 S 100 153833 0.53 0.03 9
(35671) 1998 SN 165 C 400 8.84 016 0.01 13
(79983) 1999DF g c 340 6.65 0.40 0.02 13
2001CZ31 C 440 4.1 021 0.06 13

References. | 1)

CollanderBrown et al.

(1999); (2) Davies et al.

(1997); (3) Hainaut et al. (2000); (4) Luu & Jew itt (1998); (5) O rtiz et al.

(2001); (6) O rtiz et al. (2003);

(7) Rom anishin & Tegler (1999);

(8) Ro—

m anishin et al. (2001); (9) Rousselot et al. (2003); (10) Sheppard & Jew itt
(2002); (11) Sheppard & Jew itt (2003); (12) Sheppard & Jew itt (2004); (13)

this work.

2D ynam icalclass (C =
binary KBO);

classicalKBO ,P = P lutino,R =

2:1 Resonantb =

PD iam eter in km assum ing an albedo of 0.04 except when m easured (see

text);

€Period of the lightcurve in hours. For KBO s w ith both single and double
peaked possible lightcurves the double peaked period is listed;
dLightcurve am plitude in m agnitudes.

W e approxin ate the shapes of K BO s by triaxial ellip—
soids w ith sem taxes a > b > c. For sin plicity we con—
sider the case whereb= c and use the axisratio a= a=b
to characterize the shape of an ob fct. T he ordentation
of the spin axis is param eterized by the aspect anglke ,
de ned asthe an allest angular distance betw een the line
of sight and the spin vector. O n thisbasis the lightcurve
am plitude m isrelated to a and via the relation Eg.

(2) ofLLO3awih c= 1)
s

251 28
m= 2¢ :
d 1+ a2+ @ 1) cos@ )

@)

Follow ing LL03b we m odel the shape distrdbution by a
power-law ofthe form

f@da/ a Yda (2)
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Spin period (hr)
Fig. lO.| H istogram s of the spin periods of KBO s (upper

panel) and m ain belt asteroids (low erpanel) satisfyingD > 200km ,

m 0:15mag,P < 20hr. The m ean rotationalperiods ofKBO s
and M BA sare 923 hrand 6.48hr, respectively. T he y-axis in both
cases indicates the num ber of ob jects in each range of spin periods.
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Fig. 11 \ Cum ulative distribbution of lightcurve am plitude for
KBO s (circles) and asteroids (crosses) larger than 200km . W e
plot only KBO s for which a period has been detem ined. KBO
2001 Q G 298, thought to be a contact binary (Sheppard & Jew itt
2004), is not plotted although it m ay be considered an extrem e
case of elongation.
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Fig. 12 \ Lightcurve am plitudes of KBO s (black circles) and
m ain belt asteroids (gray crosses) plotted against ob Jct size.

where f (&) da represents the fraction of ob fcts wih
shapes between a and a + da. W e use the measured
lJightcurve am plitudes to estin ate the value of g by em -
plying both the m ethod descrbed in LL03a, and by
M onte Carlo tting the observed am plitude distribution
(SJ02, LLO3b). The latter consists of generating arti -
cialdistrbutions of m Eg.1l) wih values ofa drawn

from distrbutions characterized by di erent g's Eqg.2),
and selcting the one that best ts the observed cum u—

1.2

1.

0.8

0.6

0.4

Cumulative fraction

0.2
D < 400km Comparison

0.

1.

0.8

0.6

0.4

Cumulative fraction

0.2

D > 400km All sizes

0.

0. 02 04 06 08 1. 0. 02 04 06 08 1.

Amplitude (mag)

Fig. l3.| O bserved cum ulative lightcurve am plitude distriou-
tions of KBO s (black circles) w ith diam eter sm aller than 400 km
(upper left panel), larger than 400 km (lower left panel), and ofall
the sam ple (lower right panel) are shown as black circles. E rror
bars are Poissonian. The best t power-law shape distrbutions of
the form f (&)da = a 9 da were converted to am plitude distribu-
tions using a M onte C arlo technique (see text for details), and are
shown as solid lines. The best t g’s are listed in Table 11.
lative am plitude distrbution Fig.11l). The values of
are generated assum ng random Spin axis ordentations.
W e use the K S test to com pare the di erent ts. The
errors are derived by bootstrap resam pling the original
data set & fron 1979), and m easuring the dispersion in
the distribution of best- t powerdaw indexes, g;, found
for each bootstrap replication.

Follow ing the LL03a m ethod we calculate the proba-

Amplitude (mag)

bility of ndinga KBO wih m 015m ag:
&n ax ° a2 K
p(m 0:d5) - f (@) Wda: 3)
where K = 10°8 915 f@) = Ca 9, and C is

a nom alization constant. This probability is calcu—
lated for a range of g’s to detem ine the one that
best m atches the cbserved fraction of lightcurves w ith
am plitude larger than 0.J15mag. These fractions are
f(m 0:15mag; D 400km) = 8=19, and
f(m 0d5mag;D > 400km) = 5=21, and f(m
0:15m ag) = 13=40 for the com plte set ofdata. The re—
sults are summ arized in Tabl 11 and shown in Fig.13.
T he uncertainties in the values of g obtained using the
LL03amethod @= 43" %0 orKBOswith D  400km
and g= 74"} HDrKBOswih D > 400km ; see Ta-
ble 11) do not rule out sin ilar shape distributions for
an aller and larger KBO s. This is not the case for the
M onte Carlo m ethod. The reason for this is that the
LLO03a method relies on a single, m ore robust param e~
ter: the fraction of lightcurvesw ith detectable variations.
T he sizeable errorbar is indicative that a Jargerdataset is
needed to better constrain the values of g. In any case,
it is reassuring that both m ethods yield stesper shape
distrbutions for lJarger KBO s, In plying m ore soherical
shapes in this size range. A distrdbution wih g 8
predicts that 75% ofthe large KBOshave a=b< 12.
For the an aller ob ctswe nd a shallow er distribution,
g 4, which inplies a signi cant fraction of very elon—
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TABLE 11
Best fit parameter to the KBO shape
distribution
M ethod®
Size Range? LLO3 MC
D 400km g= 43"70 q=38 038
D > 400km g= 74"}) q=80 14
A 11 sizes q= 5:7+11::36 g= 53 038

@Range of KBO diam eters, in km , considered
in each case;

PLL03 is the m ethod described in Lacerda &
Luu (2003),and M C isa M onte Carlo t ofthe
lightcurve am plitude distribution.

gated ob gcts: 20% havea=b> 1:7. A lthough based on
an all num bers, the shape distrbution of large KBO s is
well tby a sinpl powerdaw (the K-S refection proba—
bility is 0.6% ). This isnot the case or sm allerKBO s for
which the tispoorer K-S refction probability is 20% ,
see Fig.13). Our results are in agreem ent w ith previous
studies ofthe overallK BO shape distribbution, which had
already shown that a sin ple powerJdaw does not explain
the shapes of KBO sasa whole (LLO03b, SJ02).

T he results presented In this section suggest that the
shape distributions of am aller and larger KBO s are dif-
ferent. However, the existing num ber of lightcurves is
not enough to m ake this di erence statistically signi —
cant. W hen com pared to asteroids, KBO s show a pre-
ponderance of low am plitude lightcurves, possbly a con—
sequence of their possessing a larger fraction of nearly
soherical ob gcts. It should be noted that m ost of our
analysis assum es that the lightcurve sam ple used is ho—
m ogeneous and unbiased; this is probably not true. D if-
ferent observing conditions, instrum entation, and data
analysis m ethods introduce system atic uncertainties in
the dataset. However, the m ost likely source of bias in
the sam plk is that some at lightcurves m ay not have
been published. If this is the case, our conclusion that
the am plitude distributions of KBO s and M BA s are dif-
ferent would be strengthened. O n the otherhand, ifm ost
unreported non-detections correspond to smaller KBO s
then the inferred contrast in the shape distrdbutions of
di erent-sized KBO s would be lss signi cant. C lkarly,
better observational contraints, particularly of sm aller
KBO s, are necessary to constrain the KBO shape distri-
bution and understand its origin.

53. The inner structure ofKBO s

In this section we w ish to investigate if the rotational
properties of KBO s show any evidence that they have
a nubbl pik structure; a possible dependence on ob—
Ect size is also Investigated. A s in the case of aster-
oids, collisionalevolution m ay have played an in portant
role In m odifying the inner structure of KBO s. Large
asteroids O & 200km ) have in principle survived col-
lisional destruction for the age of the solar system , but
m ay nonetheless have been converted to rubble piles by
repeated in pacts. As a result ofm ultiple collisions, the
\loose" pieces of the larger asteroids m ay have reassem -
bled into shapes close to triaxial equilbrium ellppsoids
(Farinella et al. 1981). Instead, the shapes of am aller

/ 7 02001 QGie
= 1 / /
£ I .
E 0.8 2.1/ 21, 2.1'.'
g I | 208N :k?wgsnsu‘e
g 06 | o o .
S I.SI 18] 16, O1999TDyg
o runa, :
S 0.4 ol V@ ?OQ
o ® .
=] 13l_ e 13 PR
001 CZs| . 1999 KRy
g’ 0.2 '1&2 e o o % 510N é P .
1.|| Qf ° ® olil® ° o
0.
4. 6. 8. 10. 12. 14. 16. 18.

Spin period (hr)

Fig. 14 | Lightcurve am plitudes versus spin periods of KBO s.
The black lled and open circles represent ob jcts larger and
sm aller than 400km , respectively. T he sm aller gray circles show
the results of num erical simulations of \rubblepile" collisions
(Leinhardt et al. 2000). The lines represent the locus of rotat-
ing ellipsoidal gures of hydrostatic equilbrium with densities

= 500kgm 3 (dotted line), = 1000kgm ° (shorter dashes)
and = 2000kgm 3 (longer dashes). Shown in grey next to the
lines are the axis ratios, a=b, of the ellipsoidal solutions. Both
the Leinhardt et al. (2000) resuls and the gures of equilbbrium
assum e equator-on observing geom etry and therefore represent up—
per lim its.
asteroids © 100km ) are consistent wih collisional
fragm ents (Catullo et al. 1984), indicating that they are
m ost lkely by-products of disruptive collisions.

Figure 14 plots the lightcurve am plitudes versus spin
periods for the 15 KBO s whose lightcurve am plitudes
and spin period are known. Open and lled symbols in—
dicate the KBO s w ith diam eter an aller and larger than
D = 400km, respectively. C learly, the smaller and
larger KBO s occupy di erent regions of the diagram .
For the larger KBO s (lack lled circles) the (am all)
Jightcurve am plitudes are aln ost independent of the ob-
fcts’ spin periods. In contrast, analler KBO s span a
m uch broader range of lightcurve am plitudes. Two ob-—
“cts have very low am plitudes: (35671) 1998 SN 65 and
1999K R 14, which have diam eters D 400km and fall
precisely on the boundary of the two size ranges. The
ram aining ob Bcts hint at a trend of increasing m wih
Iower spin rates. The one exception is 1999TD iy, a
Scattered Disk Obfct (€= 0:872;a = 95:703AU) that
soendsm ost of its orbit In rather em pty regions of space
and m ost lkely has a di erent collisionalhistory.

For comparison, Fig. 14 also shows results of N-—
body sinulations of collisions between \ideal' rubble
piles (@ray lled circles; Leinhardt et al. 2000), and the
Jightcurve am plitude-spin period relation predicted by el
lipsoidal gures of hydrostatic equilbrium (dashed and
dotted lines; C handrasekhar 1969, H olsapple 2001). The
latter is calculated from the equilbrium shapes that ro-
tating uniform uid bodies assum e by balancing grav—
iational and centrifiigal acceleration. The soin rate-
shape relation in the case ofuniform uidsdepends sokly
on the density of the body. A though uid bodies be-
have in m any respects di erently from rubble piks, they
may, as an extrem e case, provide insight on the equi-
Ibruim shapes of gravitationally bound agglom erates.
T he lightcurve am plitudes of both theoretical expecta—
tions are plotted assum ing an equator-on observing ge—
om etry. They should therefore be taken as upper lim its
when com pared to the cbserved KBO am plitudes, the
lower lin i being zero am plitude.

T he sinulations of Leinhardt et al. (2000, hereafter
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LRQ ) consist of collisions betw een agglom erates of an all
Soheresm eant to sin ulate collisionsbetw een rubble piles.
Each agglom erate consists of 1000 spheres, held to—
gether by their m utual gravity, and has no iniial spin.
T he spheres are indestructible, have no sliding friction,
and have coe cients of restitution of 0:8. The buk
density of the agglom erates is 2000kgm 3. The in pact
velocities range from zero at In niy to a few tim esthe
critical velociy for which the in pact energy would ex-—
ceed the m utual gravitationalbinding energy of the two
rubble piles. T he In pact geom etries range from head-on
collisionsto grazing in pacts. Them ass, nalspin period,
and shape of the largest rem nant of each collision are
registered (see Table 1 of LRQ ). From their resuls, we
selected the outcom es for which the m ass of the largest
rem nant is equalto or lJarger than the m ass ofone ofthe
colliding rubble piks, ie., we selected only accreting out—
com es. T he soin periods and lightcurve am plitudes that
would be generated by such rem nants (assum ing they
are observed equatoron) are ptted in Fig. 14 as gray
circles. Note that, although the sinulated rubble piks
have radiiof 1km , since the e ects of the collision scale
w ith the ratio of in pact energy to gravitationalbinding
energy of the colliding bodies Benz & A sphaug 1999),
the m odel results should apply to other sizes. C learly,
the LRQ m odelm akes several speci ¢ assum ptions, and
represents one possble idealization ofwhat isusually re-
ferred to as \rubbl pik". Nevertheless, the results are
listrative ofhow collisionsm ay a ect this type of struc—
ture, and are usefiil for com parison w ith the KBO data.
T he lightcurve am plitudes resulting from the LRQ ex—
perin ent are relatively small (m < 025mag) Por spin
periods larger than P 55hr (see Fig. 14). Obfcts
soinning faster than P = 5:5hr have m ore elongated
shapes, resulting in larger lightcurve am plitudes, up to
0.65 m agnitudes. The latter are the result of collisions
w ith higher angularm om entum transfer than the form er
(see Tablke 1 of LRQ ). Them axinum soin rate attained
by the rubbl piks, asa resul ofthe collision, is 4:5hr.
T his is consistent w ith the m axin um spin expected for
bodies In hydrostatic equilbbrium w ih the sam e density
as the nubbl piles ( = 2000kgm 3; see Jong-dashed
line in Fig. 14). The results of LRQ show that colli-
sions between ideal rubble piles can produce elongated
rem nants W hen the progctilke brings signi cant angular
mom entum into the target), and that the soin rates of
the collisional rem nants do not extend m uch beyond the
maxinum spin pem itted to uid uniform bodies with
the sam e bulk density.
T he distrbution ofKBO s in Fig. 14 is lss clear. In—
direct estim ates of KBO bulk densities indicate values
1000kgm 3 (Luu & Jewit 2002). IfKBOs are
strengthless rubble pilesw ith such low densitieswewould
not expect to nd ob fcts with soin periods lower than
P 6hr (dashed line in Fig. 14). However, one ob—
fct 2001CZs3;) is found to have a spin period below
Shr. If this ob ®ct has a rubblk pilke structure, its den-
sity must be at last  2000kgm 3. The rem aining
14 ob gcts have spin periods below the expected upper
lim it, given their estim ated density. O f the 14, 4 ob-
Ects lie close to the line corresponding to equilbrim
ellipsoids of density = 1000kgm 3. One of these
ob fcts, (20000) Varuna, has been studied in detail by
Sheppard & Jew it (2002). The authors conclide that

(20000) Varuna is best Interpreted as a rotationally de—
fom ed rubble pilke w ith 1000kgm 3. One obfct,
2001 Q G 293, has an exoeptionally large lightcurve am pli-
tude (m = 1:d4mag), Indicative of a very elongated
shape (axes ratio a=b> 2:85), but given itsm odest spin
rate @ = 13:8hr) and approxin ate size © 240km )
it is unlikely that it would be able to keep such an elon-
gated shape against the crush ofgravity. A nalysis of the
lightcurve of this ob ct (Sheppard & Jew it 2004) sug-
gests it is a close/contact binary KBO . T he sam e applies
to two other KBO s, 2000G N 171 and (33128) 1998BU 43,
also very lkely to be contact binaries.

To sum m arize, it is not clear that K BO shave a rubble
pile structure, based on their available rotationalproper—
ties. A com parison w ith com puter sin ulations of rubble
pile collisions show s that larger KBOs © > 400km)
occupy the sam e region of the period-am plitude dia—
gram as the LRQ results. This is not the case for
most of the smaller KBOs O 400km ), which tend
to have larger lightcurve am plitudes for sim ilar spin pe—
riods. If most KBO s are rubbl pilkes then their spin
rates set a lower lim it to their bulk density: one ob-
Bct (2001 CZ31) spins fast enough that its density must
be at least 2000kgm 3, while 4 other KBOs (in—
cluding (20000) Varuna) m ust have densities larger than

1000kgm 3. A better assessn ent of the inner struc—
ture ofK BO sw illrequirem ore observations, and detailed
m odelling of the collisional evolution of rubblepiles.

6. CONCLUSIONS

W e have collected and analyzed R -band photom etric
data for 10 Kuiper Belt obfcts, 5 of which have not
been studied before. No signi cant brightness varia—
tions were detected from KBOs (80806) 2000CM 195,
(66652) 1999R Zy53, 1996T Seg - Previously ob-
served KBOs (19521)Chaos, (47171)1999TC36, and
(38628) Huya were con med to have very low ampli-
tude lightcurves (m Odmag). (35671)1998SN 1¢5,
(79983) 1999D Fy, and 2001 CZ3; were shown to have
periodic brightness variations. O ur lightcurve am plitude
statistics are thus: 3 out of 10 (30% ) cbserved KBO s
have m 0:d5mag, and 1 out of 10 (10% ) has

m 040mag. This is consistent wih previously
published results.

T he rotational properties that we obtained were com —
bined with existing data In the literature and the total
data set was used to investigate the distrdbution of spin
period and shapes of KBOs. Our conclusions can be
sum m arized as follow s:

1.KBOswih diameters D > 200km have a m ean
soin period of 923hr, and thus rotate slower on
average than main belt asteroids of sim ilar size
(P iy gas = 648hr). The probability that the two
distrbbutions are drawn from the sam e parent dis—
tribution is 0.7% , as judged by the K S test.

2.26 0f37KBOs (70% ,D > 200km ) have lightcurve
am plitudes below 0:15mag. In the asteroid belt
only 10 ofthe 27 (37% ) asteroids In the sam e size
range have such low am plitude lightcurves. This
di erence is signi cant at the 992% levelaccording
to the F isher exact test.

3.KBO swih diam etersD > 400km have lightcurves
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wih signi cantly (98.5% ocon dence) an aller am —
plitudes hmi = 0:d3mag, D > 400km ) than
KBOs with diam eters D 400km (hmi =
025mag, D 400km ).

4. These two size ranges seem to have di erent shape
distrdbutions, but the few existing data do not ren—
der the di erence statistically signi cant. Even
though the shape distrbbutions in the two size
ranges are not inconsistent, the best- t power-
law solutions predict a larger fraction of round
obfcts n the D > 400km size range (f @=b <
12)  70"1%%) than in the group of smaller cb-
Bcts (f @=b< 12) 427220%).

5.The current KBO lightcurve data are too sparse to
allow a conclusive assesan ent ofthe inner structure
ofKBO s.

6.KBO 2001CZj3; hasa soin period of P = 4:{71hr.
If this ob ®ct has a rubblk pike structure then its
density mustbe & 2000kgm 3. Ifthe obfct has

a lowerdensity then i m ust have intemalstrength.

T he analysis presented in this paper rests on the as—
sum ption that the available sam ple of KBO rotational
properties is hom ogeneous. However, in all lkelihood
the database isbiased. The m ost lkely bias in the sam —
ple com es from unpublished at lightcurves. Ifa signi —
cant fraction of at lightcurves rem ains unreported then
points 1 and 2 above could be strengthened, depending
on the cause of the lack of brightness variation (slow
soin or round shape). O n the other hand, points 3 and 4
could be weakened if m ost unreported cases corresoond
to an aller K BO s. Better interpretation of the rotational
properties of K BO sw illgreatly bene t from a largerand
m ore hom ogeneous dataset.

This work was supported by grants from the N ether—
lands Foundation for Resscarch ©NW O), the Leids
K erkhoven-B osscha Fonds (LKBF), and a NASA grant
to D. Jewit. W e are gratefiil to Scott Kenyon, vo
Labbe, and D . J. for helpfuldiscussion and com m ents.
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