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ABSTRACT

Neptune’s Trojan asteroids have been observed to have a variety of optical colors, most notably
red (g — r <0.75) vs. ultra-red (g — r >0.75), but the underlying cause of these different color
classifications is unknown. Near-IR spectroscopy can be used as a probe of the surface composition of
these objects, as broad ice bands for a variety of materials are present in the near-IR. Here, we present
the first results of a spectroscopic survey of Neptune’s Trojan asteroids using the NIRSpec instrument
on JWST. We compare the near-IR spectra of eight Neptune Trojans (NTs) based on different optical
color classifications and with model spectra of different ices. We find that most of our targets are
consistent with a surface covered in a thin layer of HoO and COs ices, while the only NT to reliably be
classified as ultra-red is covered in ice tholins in addition to CO;. Ice tholins are a known reddening
agent when subjected to irradiation, so these results support the hypothesis that differences in optical
color are due to differences in irradiation of the surfaces of these bodies. Since NTs have very similar
orbits and therefore generally similar levels of irradiation at the current time, our results suggest that
these objects have unique origins or there is ongoing processing of the surfaces of these objects through
stochastic disturbances such as impacts.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Trojan asteroids, which librate around a planet’s stable Lagrange points (L4 or L5), are sometimes referred to as
fossils from the early Solar System as they are thought to be remnants of our primordial disk. Specifically, Trojans
can have orbits which are stable on order the age of the Solar System due to the strength of the 1:1 resonance with
their planet (Lykawka et al. 2011; Malhotra & Jeongahn 2011; Cuk et al. 2012; Gomes & Nesvorny 2016). Moreover,
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this resonance relationship means that Trojans are also tied to the orbital evolution of their planet. This link is
particularly important for the giant planets, which may have migrated toward or away from the Sun significantly. If a
planet migrates, the Lagrangian regions follow, transforming the original population (Kortenkamp et al. 2004). Thus,
current day Trojan properties can also be used to constrain evolutionary models (Nesvorny et al. 2013; Parker 2015;
Gomes & Nesvorny 2016; Nesvorny et al. 2018). For example, Trojan asteroids of both Jupiter and Neptune have been
observed to exist in thick clouds (i.e. have wide inclination distributions); this observation suggests that these objects
did not form in-situ, but instead are possibly remnant planetesimals that were captured from heliocentric orbits during
the epoch of planetary migration (Sheppard & Trujillo 2006; Pirani et al. 2019). Such migration would have occurred
in the first several hundred Myr in the history of the Solar System, so they still are remnants of the very early Solar
System. Therefore, the physical characteristics of Trojan populations can provide a window to the early Solar System.

If the Neptune Trojan population (NT) did not form in-situ, they are likely planetesimals captured from elsewhere
in the primordial disk, with the most likely source population being the nearby Kuiper Belt. If that were the case,
Trans-Neptunian Objects (TNOs) and NTs should be similar in size and color. The bimodality of red (g — r < 0.75)
vs. ultra-red (¢ —r > 0.75) TNOs has been well established (Sheppard 2010; Schwarz et al. 2011; Hainaut et al. 2012;
Peixinho et al. 2012; Sheppard 2012; Lacerda et al. 2014; Peixinho et al. 2015; Pike et al. 2017; Wong & Brown 2017;
Schwamb et al. 2019). Additionally, the centaur population, dynamically transient small bodies which orbit between
Jupiter and Neptune, are thought to be supplied by reservoirs that include the NTs (Horner & Lykawka 2010). These
objects are also red/ultra-red in color (Peixinho et al. 2012, 2015). Through 2018, no ultra-red NTs had been found,
making their color distribution distinctly different than their expected origins or offshoots (Jewitt 2018). Since then,
six ultra-red NTs (2011 SOa77, 2011 HM;jg2, 2013 TZ157, 2013 VX390, 2014 RO74, 2015 VVi45) have been identified
(Lin et al. 2019; Bolin et al. 2023; Markwardt et al. 2023), and the current red to ultra-red ratio is now in line with the
TNO population (Markwardt et al. 2023). Additionally, Markwardt et al. (2023) identified three NTs which appear to
be “blue” (i.e. nearly solar) in color; a similarly blue TNO has been observed whose origin is suggested to be the outer
asteroid belt (Seccull et al. 2018). The blue NTs may have a similar origin, but their orbits are stable for >Gyrs, so
if they are captured objects, they were captured just after Neptune’s migration (Markwardt et al. 2023). Thus, NTs
may have originated from across the Solar System, not just the Kuiper Belt.

While it is clear that colors of NT's are tied to the Solar System’s formation and evolution, they are a limited tool for
understanding the history and composition of the surfaces of these objects. The limitation is in part due to interplay
between independent processes that can all transform the surface of the icy/rocky bodies, including radiation from the
solar wind, galactic cosmic rays, charged particles in magnetospheres, ice lines, heating resurfacing events, and impacts
(Bennett et al. 2013). In general, we expect that these bodies were originally blue/neutral due to the ices covering
their surfaces, then these surfaces become red in color over time due to irradiation. However, impacts can “re-blue”
the surface by bringing fresh icy material beneath the irradiation crust back to the surface (Luu & Jewitt 1996). This
model can explain the diversity in observed colors, but there are complications, such as the fact that cosmic rays
could penetrate to a deep layer on TNOs requiring collisions to be larger to re-blue the surface (Gil-Hutton 2002).
Moreover, even though ices should normally be colorless, even a relatively small amount of carbonaceous materials
mixed with these ices can darken/redden theses surfaces (Cruikshank et al. 2019). In short, a variety of processes and
compositions can affect the surfaces of planetary bodies, and colors alone are often not sufficient to disentangle the
degeneracies between them.

Fortunately, we can get more information to distinguish these scenarios through near-IR spectroscopy. Near-IR bands
(3-5 microns) are especially useful for observing planetary surfaces as many broad molecular absorption features occur
at these wavelengths. While some compositions may have similar optical/ VINIR spectra, they are easily distinguishable
with measurements at wavelengths > 3 microns, meaning that it is possible to measure and distinguish volatile species
and complex organics on the surfaces of small bodies through reflectance spectroscopy (Parker et al. 2016). Water ice
also has multiple distinct absorption bands in the near-IR, the depth and location of which can be used to measure
further surface properties such as grain size and ice phase (Clark & Lucey 1984; Cruikshank et al. 2019). Additionally,
ice irradiation products have absorption features in the near-IR that have already been identified on the surfaces of
other small bodies through ground-based observations (Brown et al. 2015).

Previous spectroscopic study of the surfaces of TNOs has been limited to the brightest objects that can be observed
with ground-based observations (Dalle Ore et al. 2009; Delsanti et al. 2010; Clark et al. 2012; Brown et al. 2015; Seccull
et al. 2021; Merlin et al. 2017, & references therein). With V-band magnitudes <21.5 (see Table 1), NTs are well
beyond the capabilities of most ground-based observatories. The only observatory currently powerful enough to target
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Table 1. Neptune Trojan Spectroscopic Survey Targets

Average Color Total
Name L4/L5 Stability V-band Mag.  Classification = Obs. Time
2006 RJips L stable 22.5 red80f 2.0 hrs
2007 VLsos ~ Ld stable 22.8 red0f 2.4 hrs
2008 LCqs L5 meta-stable 23.5 red® 4.8 hrs
2010 TS191 L4  meta-stable 22.9 red¢/ 2.9 hrs
2011 HM102 L5 stable 23.1 redb/ultra—rede 3.4 hrs
2011 SOa77 L4 stable 22.6 redd/ultra—redf 2.4 hrs
2011 WGi57 L4 stable 22.3 red? 2.0 hrs
2013 VXsp L4 stable 22.8 ultra-reddef 2.2 hrs

NoOTE—Stability taken from Lin et al. (2021). Ave V-band magnitude calculated by Horizons using astroquery.jplhorizons.
Color classifications are taken from the literature — ¢ Sheppard (2012) b Parker et al. (2013) € Jewitt (2018) 4 Lin et al.
(2019) € Bolin et al. (2023) f Markwardt et al. (2023)

NTs is the recently launched JWST. In this paper we present the initial results of the first near-IR spectra of a subset
of the NT population, observed with JWST.

The structure of this paper is as follows: Section 2 describes the design of our spectroscopic survey. Section 3 outlines
our data reduction and spectral modeling process. Section 4 presents the results of our survey. Section 5 discusses the
conclusions drawn from our results.

2. SURVEY DESIGN

The goal of this project is to measure the near-IR spectra of several NTs to identify surface ice features and compare
them based on L4 vs L5, red vs ultra-red, and stability. Our target list is shown in Table 1, and includes 2013 VX3, the
first ultra-red NT discovered. Specific targets were chosen based on total exposure time constraints for this program
while still representing all of the described populations.

We chose to use the NIRSpec IFU instrument on JWST to conduct our spectroscopic survey, due to its wavelength
coverage, field of view (FOV), and low resolution capabilities. As stated previously (see Sec. 1), the wavelength
coverage of NIRSpec (0.5 - 5 microns) is ideal for measuring near-IR absorption bands of common materials on the
surfaces of outer Solar System objects. We chose to use the IFU for these observations rather than one of the fixed
slits due to its larger field of view. With the 30 pointing uncertainty of JWST (0.3”) and the positional uncertainty
of our objects, it would have been very difficult to accurately place the target within the slits. Therefore, we instead
opted for blind pointing in the IFU aperture, which requires the uncertainty only be less than 1.5”. We conducted a
photometric survey using the Magellan 6.5m Baade Telescope located at Las Campanas Observatory and the Hiltner
2.4m Telescope located at the Kitt Peak National Observatory to constrain the orbits of our targets to an uncertainty
within the FOV (Markwardt et al. 2023). Finally, our observations are of broad absorption features so we did not
require high resolution to meet our goals; therefore, we utilized the PRISM mode on the instrument to maximize SNR.
We used the NRSIRS2RAPID readout mode to improve performance and sensitivity in long exposure IFU observations
of our faint targets. We opted for a large (0.5”) 4 point dither for our background extraction. The 4 point dither
pattern was chosen instead of a 2 point nod for additional redundancy against detector defects and MSA light leakage
that can contaminate the IFU spectrum, as well as to provide improved spatial sampling. We were able to use the
large pattern by re-observing our targets to derive smaller positional uncertainties.

3. DATA ANALYSIS
3.1. Data Reduction

Our analysis uses the 3D data cubes created with the JWST calibration pipeline version 1.11.4 and the
jwst_1122.pmap reference file context. Extraction of the target spectrum from the 3D data cube is best handled
via aperture photometry within each wavelength slice (i.e., within each image of the data cube). However, aperture
photometry directly on the data increases the noise in the resulting spectrum; the better option is to perform aperture
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photometry on a scaled point-spread function (PSF) model fit to the data in order to remove artifacts and cosmic rays.
For each wavelength slice, we constructed empirical PSF models (referred to as “template PSFs”; ITan Wong, personal
communication) using a moving median on the 10 slices shortward and longward of the considered slice (21 slices
total). For slices close to the short- or long-wavelength end of the cube, less than 21 total slices were used to create
the template, resulting in slightly higher noise in these regions. Use of a small wavelength window reduces variations
in the background and the PSF. The background was subtracted from each slice individually prior to the calculation
of the median, then the template PSF was trimmed to a 9x9 pixel box (all other pixels set to NaN) and normalized
to unity within the box. The template was then used as the model for a fit with two parameters: a flux scaling factor
and a background. The best-fit parameters were determined by using the scipy.optimize.minimize Python routine
to minimize the x? of the residual (data minus model) using a Nelder-Mead downhill simplex algorithm (also known as
the amoeba fitting routine; Press et al. 2007). After determining the best-fit parameters, the template was mutliplied
by the flux scaling factor, the centroid was computed in the image, and a 3.5-pixel radius circular extraction aperture
centered on the centroid was used to extract the flux. This process was performed at each wavelength to extract the
full 1D spectrum from 0.7 - 5.1 pm (the noisier portions of the spectrum <0.7 ym and >5.1 pm were trimmed prior to
carrying out the extraction process). The same process was also carried out for a G-type standard star (SNAP-2 from
PID 1128). The 1D spectra from all dithers of a given observation were resampled onto the wavelength grid of the
standard star, median-combined, and divided by the standard star to remove the solar component. Finally, outliers
were identified and removed using a 21-point moving median and a 2.5-0 threshold; any points above the threshold
were replaced with the value of the moving median. The resulting spectra, organized by measured spectral slope at
<1 pm, are shown in Fig. 1.
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Figure 1. NIRSpec 1D spectra plotted with their observational errors for all of the NT targets. Each spectrum has been shifted
vertically by an arbitrary amount such that the spectra are organized from smallest to largest spectral slope at <1 pum. All of
the spectra have exhibit a CO2 absorption feature at 4.25 pum and a strong 3.1 pum Fresnel peak associated with water ice, with
the exception of 2013 V X30, which has a much broader feature at that wavelength range (see also Sec. 4 and Fig. 2). Thus,
the most red NT in our sample has a near-IR spectrum which is clearly distinct from the others included in our observations.
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Table 2. Ice Optical Constant Experimental Parameters

Material Phase Temperature (K) Pressure (mbar) Experiment Reference

H20O Amorphous 50 le—8 Mastrapa et al. (2009)

H20O Crystalline 50 le—8 Mastrapa et al. (2009)

CO2 Crystalline 179 Not available  Quirico & Schmitt (2004), Schmitt et al. (2018)
Titan Tholin Not available 0.26 Imanaka et al. (2012)

Triton Tholin 290 0.2 Khare et al. (1984)

3.2. Spectral Modeling

We fit the observed 1D spectra of our targets by implementing a spectral model composed of ices expected or known
to exist on the surfaces of small bodies in the outer Solar System (Ferndndez-Valenzuela et al. 2021). Based on visual
inspection of the features observed in our dataset, we specifically included HyO, COs, and tholins in our model. We
implemented a Mie scattering (Mie 1908) model using the miepython Python module (Prahl 2023). This model uses
optical constants of a medium to calculate the extinction efficiency, scattering efficiency, backscattering, and scattering
asymmetry. The extinction and scattering efficiencies can then be used to calculate the absorption cross-section by:

g = (Qezt - Qsca)ﬂ-TQ (1)

where o is the absorption cross-sectional area, Q..: is the extinction efficiency, Q.. is the scattering efficiency, and
r is the particle radius. A simplistic model, which reproduced our data, is a thin layer of material over a reflective
surface, similar to the model in Brown & Fraser (2023). Specifically, we utilize the absorption cross-section and the
Beer-Lambert Law to calculate the reflectance at each wavelength:

s ©)

where % is the reflectance and NN is the column density of the material. The optical constants for the materials used
in our models were obtained from published experimental measurements; the physical parameters of these experiments
(phase, temperature, pressure) are listed in Table 2.

4. RESULTS

The resulting spectra and model fits are shown in Fig. 2, and the best fit model parameters are included in Table
3. Overall, most of these spectra look relatively similar, each displaying a strong 3.1 pum Fresnel peak associated with
water ice and a CO9 absorption feature at 4.25 um. These spectra also look remarkably similar to that of Saturn’s
moon, lapetus, particularly including a double-peaked feature at 3.1 um, a broad water ice feature from 3.5 - 5 um,
and a narrow COg absorption feature at 4.25 um; Iapetus has also been identified to be covered with water and CO,
ice (Clark et al. 2012). COs2 has also been observed on the surfaces of Kuiper Belt Objects using JWST (Brown &
Fraser 2023). This result demonstrates a consistency in surface composition across the outer Solar System.

However, there is a clear difference in the spectrum of 2013 VX3y which does exhibit the 4.25 um CO, feature but
with a much deeper and broader feature near 3 pm; this spectrum has a much better fit to an ice tholin dominated
model (specifically the Triton tholin model). This is the only NT in this dataset that has been consistently observed to
be ultra-red in color (see Table 1). Ice tholins are a known reddening agent and are likely the explanation for why this
object has an ultra-red optical color (Cruikshank et al. 2005). The other ultra-red NTs, 2011 HM;p2 and 2011 SOq77,
do not exhibit this ice tholin feature on the other hand. The fact that these objects have variable color classifications
may point to inhomogeneities in the surface composition of these objects that are not captured in these observations.
However, even if 2011 SO277 does have a surface ice composition dominated by water ice, this target is more consistent
with the amorphous water ice model which could also be due to UV irradiation (Kouchi & Kuroda 1990; Moore &
Hudson 1992).

5. DISCUSSION
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Figure 2. NIRSpec spectra and surface ice compositional models. The NIRSpec data with observational errors is shown as
a navy line in each of the upper panels. Each spectrum has been arbitrarily rescaled based on the mean value between ~2
and 3 microns. The spectral fits are shown as a green dashed or orange dotted line in the upper panels and the corresponding
residuals of the fit are shown in the lower panels; the green dashed line corresponds to a model with amorphous H2O and the
orange dotted line corresponds to a model with crystalline H2O, except in the case of 2013V X3¢ where these lines correspond
to models with Titan tholins and Triton tholins respectively.
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Table 3. Surface Ice Composition Modeling Results

Model Name Ice Radius (um) Column Density (pm™?)
2006 RJ 108 Model 1 Amorphous H2O 2.7105 + 1.36 x 1073 [ 2.4014 x 1072 £ 2.80 x 107°
CO, 8.2756 x 1071 £2.85 x 1073  4.5347 x 1072 + 3.81 x 10~*
2006 RJ 108 Model 2 Crystalline HoO 1.6580 £ 1.04 x 1073 6.6922 x 1072 £9.90 x 10~°
CO, 8.1432 x 1071 £4.34 x 1073 3.5112 x 1072 +4.60 x 10~*
2007 ViLsos Model 1 Amorphous HzO 4.80444+1.12 x 1073 8.8019 x 1073 £5.11 x 107
CO- 9.9324 x 1071 +£2.22 x 1072 7.1998 x 1072 +3.45 x 10~*
2007 VLos Model 2 Crystalline HyO 2.7564 £ 7.03 x 10~* 2.7385 x 1072+ 1.86 x 1075
CO- 1.4749 4+ 3.41 x 1073 2.5463 x 10724+ 1.16 x 1074
2008 LC,s Model 1 Amorphous H2O 5.1893 + 8.40 x 10‘5l 9.4951 x 1073 +4.25 x 107°
CO, 1.3843 +3.25 x 1072 1.8349 x 1072 £ 9.37 x 107°
2008 LC1s Model 2 Crystalline HoO 2.4627 +7.92 x 1074 4.7721 x 1072 £4.08 x 107°
CO2 9.2363 x 1071 £4.73 x 1073  3.4879 x 1072 + 3.85 x 10~*
2010 TSy0; Model 1 Amorphous Hz0 4.1032 £9.44 x 1074 1.5425 x 1072 £9.10 x 1076
CO, 9.6849 x 1071 +£2.32 x 1072  6.6659 x 1072 +3.40 x 10~*
2010 TS101 Model 2 Crystalline HyO 2.7595 + 6.09 x 10~* 3.3486 x 1072 £ 2.02 x 107°
CO- 9.2821 x 1071 +£3.35 x 1073  4.7194 x 1072 +3.68 x 10~*
2011 HM;0s Model 1 Amorphous HoO 5.8172 +£8.54 x 107* [ 5.7245 x 1072 +2.34 x 10~
CO» 9.8437 x 1071 £2.36 x 1073 6.1510 x 1072 +3.14 x 10~*
2011 HMy03 Model 2 Crystalline HoO 3.3738 £ 5.73 x 1074 17505 % 1072 £ 8.41 x 107°
CO2 9.5797 x 1071 £3.06 x 1073 4.9331 x 1072 + 3.35 x 10~*
2011 SOu7r Model 1 Amorphous HzO 3.6019 +£1.14 x 1073 2.9292 x 10724+ 2.37 x 1075
CO, 8.7823 x 1071 +£1.65 x 1072 9.9733 x 1072 +4.41 x 10~*
2011 SOa77 Model 2 Crystalline HoO  9.7455 x 107! £ 7.34 x 1074 1.1031 +2.75 x 1073
CO- 84777 x 1071 +£2.42 x 1072 7.2045 x 1072 +4.94 x 10~*
2011 WGar Model 1 Amorphous HyO 6.1873 £7.26 x 107 [ 5.5075 x 1072 +1.97 x 107°
CO- 9.2405 x 1071 £2.69 x 1073 4.6976 x 1072 +2.98 x 10~*
2011 WChsr Model 2 Crystalline HoO 3.4350 4 4.74 x 1074 LTI X 1072 £7.66 x 1076
CO, 8.7865 x 1071 £3.24 x 1073  3.6643 x 1072 +3.07 x 10~*
2013 VXay Model 1 Titan Tholin 3.2782 x 10* £1.77 x 1071 1.7017 x 10' +£1.82 x 107!
CO» 1.0249 x 1072 £4.83 x 10*  5.1629 x 107> £ 7.43 x 102
2013 VXag Model 2 Triton Tholin 1.5055 +4.17 x 1074 2.4229 +2.24 x 1073
CO, 9.8666 x 1071 +3.80 x 1072  6.9471 x 1072 +5.82 x 10~*

The main result of this paper is that red and ultra-red surfaces have distinguishable compositions. In particular,
while red NTs are covered in HyO and COs ice, ultra-red NTs are covered in ice tholins. Ice tholins are a complex
organic, black tar-like substance that is formed when cosmogonically abundant molecules or ices, such as COs and
H5O ice, are irradiated by the Sun (Sagan & Khare 1979; Khare et al. 1989). There are several explanations as to why
we observe two compositionally distinct groups of NTs.

e One possible explanation is that these two compositional groups come from two distinct source populations. Each
group could have its distinct starting composition and chemical evolution due to forming at distinctly different
locations in the Solar System. These two populations could have been subsequently mixed during planetary
migration. In this way, the differences between the two populations would be primordial. If there is a sharp
distinction between the two populations this may also explain the bimodality in spectra observed.

e Since irradiation of HoO and COs can create tholins, red objects may turn into ultra-red over time given enough
exposure to the Sun. In this case the differences between populations would be due to differences in irradiation.
However, with NTs all having the same orbital distance with the same level of solar exposure, it is not clear why
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some would be more irradiated than others, unless these objects were irradiated differently prior to their capture
in the Trojan cloud.

e Finally, if these objects are from the same source and experience the same levels of irradiation, their differences
could be due to meteoroidal impacts on the surface. Luu & Jewitt (1996) have shown that tholins may only form
a thin layer on the surface, and impacts can bring the underlying ice back to the surface. In this way, we can
explain the similarity in composition, both have COs ice, and the differences, each object is at a varying stage
of irradiation or impacts. This explanation may account for why a high-inclination NT is ultra-red as it would
be more likely to avoid impacts that would re-blue the surface. In this scenario one would expect a smooth
transition between optical color where each object is at a unique state within a continuum of states, as has been
observed in Markwardt et al. (2023).

In order to distinguish between these different scenarios, further observations and analysis are needed. Completing
the observations for the rest of our target list will allow us to compare spectroscopic results based on the orbital
stability of our targets, which will give us clues as to whether primordial NT's are at all distinct from those captured
more recently, which would have unique origins. Additionally, a more geometrically realistic model of the reflectance
of the surface of these objects (such as using Hapke modeling; Hapke 1993), would also allow us to constrain the
thickness of these thin ice layers of the surface. A more in-depth model for this dataset is planned for the future once
all of the targets have been observed. Results from Brown & Fraser (2023) seem to indicate that these layers are only
a few microns thick, suggesting that they are relatively delicate and potential short-lived features. Observing how the
surfaces of these objects change over time, potentially through lightcurve variations, may give us a better picture into
the dynamics of the surfaces of these objects. Moreover, discovering and studying the smallest members of the NT
population will be key to testing theories of outward volatile transport (Brown & Fraser 2023) and lead us to better
constraints on the collisional history of this population, which may be the key to produce spectrally distinct members
within the same population.

However, it is currently clear that, for whatever reason, there are spectrally distinct NTs, and their spectra correlate
with their optical color. Whether these objects are also spectrally similar to their presumed population of origin, the
Kuiper Belt, is beyond the scope of this paper. A similar JWST program studying the surface composition of a large
sample of TNOs is also ongoing (PID 2418, PI Pinilla-Alonso); comparisons between these populations will be the
key to tying their origins together, something only hinted at by their colors. Unfortunately, no observations of the
newly identified blue NTs (Markwardt et al. 2023) are currently planned. Such a future study may be valuable to
determining whether these objects have more in common with objects elsewhere in the Solar System based on their
composition. Addressing these questions will be key to our understanding of the chemical and dynamical history of
the outer Solar System, giving us a key window into the primordial material that makes the building blocks of our
planets.
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