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ABSTRACT

Planets may be rotationally flattened, and their oblateness thus provide useful in-
formation on their formation and evolution. Here we develop a new algorithm that
can compute the transit light curve due to an oblate planet very efficiently and use
it to study the detectability of planet oblateness (and spin obliquity) with the James
Webb Space Telescope (JWST). Using the Jupiter analog, Kepler-167e, as an example,
we show that observations of a single transit with JWST are able to detect a Saturn-
like oblateness (f = 0.1) with high confidence, or set a stringent upper limit on the
oblateness parameter, as long as the planetary spin is slightly misaligned (≳ 20◦) with
respect to its orbital direction. Based on known obliquity measurements and theoretical
arguments, it is reasonable to believe that this level of misalignment may be common.
We estimate the sensitivity limit of JWST in oblateness detections and highlight the
importance of better characterizations of cold planets in planning future JWST transit
observations. The potential to detect rings, moons, and atmospheric species of the cold
giants with JWST is also discussed.

Keywords: Exoplanets (498) — Transit photometry (1709) — Oblateness (1143) —
James Webb Space Telescope (2291)

1. INTRODUCTION

Giant planets spin fast. The orbital periods
of Jupiter and Saturn are both around 10 hr. In
terms of the break-up spin rate, which is de-

fined as Ωbrk ≡
√

GMp/R3
p, with Mp and Rp
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the planetary mass and (mean) radius, respec-
tively, Jupiter and Saturn are currently spin-
ning at about 30–40% of the break-up spin
rate. The two ice giants, Uranus and Nep-
tune, spin relatively slower but still at about
16% of their break-up rates. There have also
been spin period measurements on a handful
of extra-solar planetary-mass objects (PMOs),
suggesting that these young objects are rotat-
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ing at > 10% of their break-up rates (e.g.,
Snellen et al. 2014; Zhou et al. 2016, 2019; see
Bryan et al. 2020a for a short summary). Of
these, AB Pic b is the record holder and ro-
tates at ∼ 67% of its break-up rotation rate, if
the marginally detected variability signal is in-
deed due to its first-order rotational modulation
(Zhou et al. 2019). If angular momentum is con-
served, these objects are expected to spin even
faster as they age and shrink. In addition, a sig-
nificant fraction of the brown dwarfs (BDs) in
the field are also rotating fast, with the known
fastest-rotating BDs spinning at ∼ 40% of their
break-up rate (Tannock et al. 2021). Figure 1
illustrates existing measurements.
Fast rotations are also expected from planet

formation and evolution models. If the planet
is not highly magnetized and the majority of
the mass is accreted at the boundary layer, the
final product is a fast-rotating object very close
to the break-up rate (e.g., Dong et al. 2021; Fu
et al. 2023). Even when the magnetic field is
exceedingly strong and magnetospheric accre-
tion takes over (e.g., Zhu 2015), the spin rate
immediately after formation can still be as high
as 10–30% of the break-up rate (e.g., Batygin
2018). Later on, a substantial fraction of the
giant planets may encounter giant impacts with
less massive or even equally massive objects,
resulting in fast-spinning planets with some-
what randomized planet obliquities (e.g., Li &
Lai 2020; Li et al. 2021). Other physical pro-
cesses like spin–orbit resonance between planets
(e.g., Ward & Hamilton 2004; Hamilton &Ward
2004) and planet–disk interactions (e.g., Mill-
holland & Batygin 2019) may also induce con-
siderable obliquities. Planetary spin and obliq-
uity may also be altered by the tidal interaction
with the host star. However, for planets with
orbital periods beyond tens of days, the tidal
effect from the host stars to cause the planet
to spin down is negligible (e.g., Seager & Hui
2002).

Fast rotation flattens planets. For example,
the equatorial radii of Jupiter and Saturn are
larger than their polar radii by 7% and 10%, re-
spectively. This rotational deformation is usu-
ally quantified by the oblateness parameter

f ≡ Req −Rpol

Req

, (1)

where Req and Rpol are the equatorial and polar
radii of the planet, respectively. This oblateness
parameter can be directly related to the spin
rate of the planet. As shown in the left panel of
Figure 1, the Solar system giant planets can all
be well modeled by the Darwin–Radau relation
(e.g., Murray & Dermott 1999, Chapter 4)(

Ω

Ωbrk

)2

=

[
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(
1− 3

2
C̄

)2

+
2

5

]
f. (2)

Here C̄ is the moment of inertia of the planet in
the unit of MpR

2
p; for Solar system giants, this

parameter is known to be in the range 0.2–0.3
(e.g., Ward & Hamilton 2004; Ni 2018).
The transit light curve produced by an oblate

planet deviates from that by a perfectly spher-
ical planet with the same cross-section (Seager
& Hui 2002; Hui & Seager 2002; Barnes & Fort-
ney 2003). This deviation, which is referred to
as the oblateness signal hereafter, is primarily
around the ingress and egress of the transit.
The maximum amplitude of the signal is 100–
200 ppm for a Jupiter-sized planet (Rp/R⋆ =
0.1) with Saturn-like oblateness (f = 0.1), and
it scales linearly with the transit depth (Zhu
et al. 2014).
The detection of planet oblateness requires

very high photometric precision that can only
be achieved with space-based telescopes. Even
so, previous attempts have all yielded loose
upper limits or marginal/spurious detections
(Carter & Winn 2010a,b; Zhu et al. 2014;
Biersteker & Schlichting 2017), for reasonable
reasons. Specifically, the photometric preci-
sion that can be achieved by Kepler reaches
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Figure 1. Solar system giants and extra-solar planetary-mass objects (PMOs) with spin rate, oblateness,
and/or planet obliquity measurements. The Darwin–Radau relations (Equation 2) with a scaled moment of
inertia C̄ of 0.2 and 0.3 are shown in the left panel. Tentative detections of the spin rate and the obliquity
angle were given by Zhou et al. (2020) and Bryan et al. (2021) in the case of HD 106906b and by Zhou et al.
(2019) and Bryan et al. (2020b) in the case of 2M0122b, respectively. In terms of the fraction of break-up
rotation, AB Pic B is so far the fastest rotating PMO (assuming the light curve variation is indeed due to
rotational modulation, Zhou et al. 2019). The spin rate ranges of other known young PMOs as well as the
fast-rotating field BDs (Tannock et al. 2021) are also indicated with gray bands.

∼100 ppm on relatively bright targets only in
the Long Cadence mode (Borucki et al. 2010),
and this 30min exposure substantially reduces
the amplitude of the oblateness signal for typi-
cal Kepler planets (orbital period P ≲ 100 d).
With the launch of the James Webb Space

Telescope (JWST, Gardner et al. 2006; Rigby
et al. 2023), a firm detection of the planet
oblateness finally becomes possible. The ad-
vantage of JWST over previous or other exist-
ing telescopes is multi-fold. First, JWST can
achieve ≲100 ppm photometric precision with
a few minutes exposures on relatively bright
targets, as has been demonstrated in previous
JWST transit observations (e.g., Ahrer et al.
2023; Alderson et al. 2023; Feinstein et al. 2023;
Rustamkulov et al. 2023). Second, JWST orbit
at L2 enables continuous coverage of long tran-
sits, which is otherwise impossible to achieve
with telescopes at low-Earth orbits (e.g., HST,
CHEOPS). Furthermore, JWST observing in
the near-infrared (NIR) means that the stellar

noise is lower and that the limb-darkening effect
is weaker, thus further boosting the signal-to-
noise ratio. Finally, the broad wavelength cov-
erage and spectroscopic capability of JWST also
allow for verification of the potential oblateness
signal across multiple wavelength ranges.
This paper studies the potential of JWST in

detecting planet oblateness through the transit
method. We use as an example the transiting
Jupiter analog, Kepler-167e, which is a Jupiter-
mass and Jupiter-size planet with > 1000 -day
orbital period (Kipping et al. 2016; Chachan
et al. 2022). The structure of this paper is as fol-
lows: Section 2 summarizes the properties of the
oblateness signal and identifies the suitable tar-
gets, Section 3 investigates the detectability of
the oblateness signal via the injection–recovery
exercise, using Kepler-167e as an example, and
finally in Section 4 we summarize and briefly
discuss the results.
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Figure 2. Confirmed (filled circles) and candi-
date (open circles) transiting planets in the tran-
sit depth vs. orbital period plane, color-coded by
their J-band magnitudes. Data were obtained from
the NASA Exoplanet Archive (Akeson et al. 2013).
Only those with relatively deep (> 0.5%) tran-
sits and long (> 50 d) periods are shown. Kepler-
167e is one of the best targets for oblateness detec-
tion among all confirmed and candidate exoplanets
for its long period, deep transit depth, and well-
characterized properties. The blue curves indicate
the 3-σ and 5-σ detection limits of a Saturn-like
oblateness, as is calculated in Section 4.

2. SUITABLE TARGETS FOR
OBLATENESS DETECTIONS

The transit light curve due to an oblate
planet deviates from that of a perfectly spheri-
cal planet with the same cross-section primarily
during the ingress and the egress. In the ab-
sence of the stellar limb-darkening effect, the
maximum amplitude of the oblateness signal is
given as (Zhu et al. 2014)

∆δmax ≈ 160 ppm

(
Rp/R⋆

0.1

)2(
f⊥
0.1

)
. (3)

Here f⊥ ≤ f is the oblateness measured on the
projected shape of the planet. The inclusion of
the limb-darkening effect reduces the amplitude,
but this reduction is not as severe in the NIR
band as it is in the optical. The actual shape of

the oblateness signal also depends on other pa-
rameters, especially the projected planet obliq-
uity θ⊥. In the case of rotational flattening, this
angle measures the spin direction relative to the
orbital direction. We define the positive direc-
tion to be the counterclockwise direction and
set −90◦ ≤ θ⊥ ≤ 90◦. For reference, the ab-
solute planet obliquity angles of Solar system
giants and the projected obliquity angles of two
extra-solar PMOs (HD 106906b and 2M0122b,
Bryan et al. 2020b, 2021) are shown in the right
panel of Figure 1. According to these known
measurements, planets (or PMOs) with reason-
ably large obliquity angles (θ or θ⊥ ≳ 20◦) are
probably common. This is a useful feature for
the detection of planet oblateness, as we will see
in Section 3.3.
Planets with deep transit depths at wide or-

bits are therefore preferred targets for oblate-
ness detection, because of their larger sig-
nal amplitude and presumably longer ingress
and egress durations. Figure 2 illustrates the
known confirmed and candidate transiting plan-
ets in the transit depth vs. orbital period plane,
which were obtained from the NASA Exoplanet
Archive (Akeson et al. 2013). Among these po-
tential targets, Kepler-167e is one of the best
because of its long period, deep transit, and
well-characterized properties. We therefore use
it for our light curve simulation.
With an orbital period P = 1071 d, Kepler-

167e is one of the coldest transiting exoplan-
ets found by the Kepler mission (Kipping et al.
2016). The host is a K-dwarf that is reasonably
bright (J = 12.45) and quiet, and the transit
is long (16 hr) and deep (∼ 2%). Follow-up
observations have also been taken to measure
the mass of the planet (Chachan et al. 2022)
and refine the transit ephemerides (Dalba &
Tamburo 2019; Perrocheau et al. 2022). The
predicted mid-transit time of its next transit
is BJDTDB = 2460609.452 (October 25 at UT
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Figure 3. The oblateness signals for various planet spin obliquities. A Kepler-167e-like planet with Saturn-
like oblateness (f⊥ = 0.1) has been assumed, and a limb-darkening profile estimated for Kepler-167 in JWST
NIRSpec/Prism has been adopted. The y-axis shows the amplitude in unit of 100 ppm. The oblateness signal
becomes asymmetric with respect to the transit center when the planet obliquity deviates from 0 or 90 deg,
making it hard to be modulated by the adjustment of the stellar limb-darkening profile. The estimated
photometric precision of JWST with a 138s exposure is shown in the top left panel for a reference.

22:49, 2024), which falls well within the JWST
visibility window (Perrocheau et al. 2022).
For illustration purposes, we show in Figure 3

some example oblateness signals based on the
parameters of the Kepler-167 system and an as-
sumed oblateness f⊥ = 0.1.1 Depending on the
projected planet obliquity, the oblateness signal
may reach an amplitude as large as ∼ 200 ppm
and become asymmetric with respect to the
mid-transit time. This is smaller than the ana-
lytic result given by Equation (3), because here
we have included the limb-darkening effect fol-
lowing the procedure in Section 3. For com-
parisons, the expected photometric precision of

1 One may notice that the example signals shown in Fig-
ure 3 are flipped compared to those in the Figure 1 of
Zhu et al. (2014). This is because the label of y-axis
in the latter figure was spelled incorrectly. It should be
“(Oblate planet transit) - (Spherical planet transit)”, as
it is in Figure 3.

JWST on a Kepler-167-like star is ∼ 57 ppm for
a 138 s exposure, according to the adopted ob-
serving strategy that is described in Section 3.
To compute the oblateness signals shown in

Figure 3 and, more importantly, to retrieve the
model parameters through Monte Carlo sam-
pling (Section 3), a fast and accurate algorithm
is needed to compute the transit light curve due
to an oblate planet. Carter & Winn (2010a)
developed a fairly ad hoc algorithm that com-
bined a spherical Mandel & Agol (2002) tran-
sit of a smaller-sized planet with Rpol and a
Monte Carlo integration over the residual area.2

Rein & Ofir (2019) developed a more general
and more efficient algorithm called PYPPLUSS.
By approximating the boundary as polygons,
PYPPLUSS is able to compute the light curve

2 Note that there are typos in their re-mapping equations.
See (Zhu et al. 2014) for the correct forms.
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of an oblate planet and/or planet with ring
structures. Here we develop a new algorithm
that is even faster, which we name JoJo. By
applying the Green’s theorem, JoJo turns the
two-dimensional areal integral over the occulta-
tion area into a one-dimensional line integra-
tion over the boundary. As detailed in Ap-
pendix A, the final integration is reduced to a
few analytic expressions and one integral that
can be numerically evaluated with only dozens
of points to a high precision (< 1 ppm). In its
current form, JoJo works only for the quadratic
limb-darkening law, which is the most widely
used limb-darkening law in the literature (e.g.,
Claret 2000; Kipping 2013). However, it can in
principle be extended to other limb-darkening
laws and transit phenomena of other types (e.g.,
ringed planet) after modest revisions. Com-
pared to PYPPLUSS, JoJo is about six times
faster in the case of oblate transit with Kepler-
167e parameters. The Python code of JoJo is
publicly available. 3

3. DETECTABILITY OF PLANET
OBLATENESS

We perform the injection—recovery exercise
to investigate the detectability of planet oblate-
ness (and obliquity). While the presented
method is generally applicable to all suitable
targets, a Kepler-167e-like transit has been as-
sumed, meaning that the planet has a planet-
to-star radius ratio Rp/R⋆ = 0.128, an orbital
period P = 1071.232 d, and a transit impact
parameter b = 0.23 and that the star is K-
dwarf with effective temperature Teff = 4890K,
surface gravity log g = 4.6 (in cgs units), and
bulk metallicity [Fe/H]= −0.03 (Kipping et al.
2016).

3.1. JWST Light Curve Generation

The NIRSpec PRISM mode and the CLEAR
filter are assumed for this simulation (Birkmann

3 https://github.com/Flippedx/JoJo
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Figure 4. Theoretic stellar power spectra of
a Kepler-167-like star in JWST/NIRSpec (red)
and Kepler (blue) observations, generated by the
gadfly package (Morris et al. 2020). The multiple
(super-)granulation terms in the JWST power spec-
trum are shown in orange dashed curves. The ver-
tical dashed lines indicate the frequencies at certain
given timescales. Within the ingress/egress dura-
tion (1.8 hr) of the Kepler-167e transit, the stellar
activity in JWST/NIRSpec is negligible compared
to the white noise level (57 ppm/138 s), which is in-
dicated by the horizontal dashed line.

et al. 2022), in order to reach high throughput
and a broad wavelength coverage (0.6–5.3µm).
The observing strategy is optimized with JWST
ETC (Pontoppidan et al. 2016): for Kepler-167
with J = 12.45 and five groups/integration (at
1.38 s/integration), the central pixels reach 88%
saturation in the BOTS (sub512) mode, and the
photometric precision integrated over all wave-
lengths is 573 ppm/integration. A total dura-
tion of 20 hr is chosen, which leaves 2 hr on each
side of the transit. This is shorter than what is
needed if one is interested in the transit depth
at high precision (e.g., for the study of trans-
mission spectrum).
Stellar activity may produce non-negligible

red noises at certain timescales and thus should
be taken into account in the simulation. We

https://github.com/Flippedx/JoJo


7

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.00.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
I(

)/I
(

=
1)

fully in-transit

0.6-1.0 m
1.0-2.0 m
2.0-3.0 m
3.0-4.0 m
4.0-5.0 m

-10 -5 0 5 10
time (h)

0.980

0.985

0.990

0.995

1.000

No
rm

al
ize

d 
lig

ht
 c

ur
ve

0.6-1.0 m
1.0-2.0 m
2.0-3.0 m
3.0-4.0 m
4.0-5.0 m

Figure 5. Left panel : Intensity profiles across the stellar surface in different wavelength ranges of
JWST/NIRSpec. Here µ ≡

√
1− r2 and r is the normalized radial coordinate on the stellar disk. The

vertical dashed line denotes the location of the planet center, beyond which the planet is fully inside the
stellar disk. Right panel : Synthetic light curve data of an oblate planet transit, also divided into different
wavelength ranges. Data points are sampled at the cadence of 138 s. A Kepler-167e-like planet with a
Saturn-like oblateness (f⊥ = 0.1) and an obliquity angle of θ⊥ = 45◦ has been assumed. Note that the
long-term trend has been removed for better illustration.

use the gadfly package 4 to generate the stel-
lar power spectrum for the given stellar pa-
rameters and chosen instrument (Morris et al.
2020). This package models the stellar activities
as stochastic harmonic oscillators (Aigrain &
Foreman-Mackey 2023), whose amplitudes are
estimated based on the asteroseismic scaling re-
lations. The estimated stellar power spectrum
for JWST/NIRSpec is shown as the red curve
in Figure 4. As the amplitudes of stellar oscilla-
tion and granulation both scale linearly with the
inverse of the wavelength (e.g., Kjeldsen & Bed-
ding 1995, 2011), the stellar activity becomes
weaker in NIR. For the chosen observing strat-
egy, the largest S/N is achieved at ∼ 1.5µm,
and thus the stellar noise is reduced by a fac-
tor of ∼ 3 in JWST/NIRSpec than in Kepler.
This level of red noise is below the photon noise
at the timescales relevant to the oblateness de-

4 https://gadfly-astro.readthedocs.io

tection, but nevertheless this red noise model is
included in the light curve generation.
The limb-darkening effect of Kepler-167

in JWST/NIRSpec is estimated via the
ExoTic-LD 5 package (Grant & Wakeford 2022),
in which the Kurucz (1993) stellar model and
the JWST NIRSpec/Prism transmission curve
have been used. The generated limb-darkening
profiles are shown in the left panel of Fig-
ure 5 for multiple wavelength intervals within
the NIRSpec wavelength range. The effect be-
comes less severe at longer wavelengths, espe-
cially toward the limb of the stellar disk, which
confirms that NIR is indeed more suitable for
the detection of planet oblateness. The sim-
ulated profiles are then fitted with the four-
parameter limb-darkening laws to obtain the
limb-darkening coefficients. we have also tried
the quadratic limb-darkening laws, and the re-
sults have no significant difference compared to

5 https://exotic-ld.readthedocs.io

https://gadfly-astro.readthedocs.io
https://exotic-ld.readthedocs.io
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that given in Section 3.3, which suggests that
the oblateness detection is robust against im-
perfect modelings of the limb-darkening profiles.
We also confirm that the limb-darkening coef-
ficients produced by ExoTic-LD are generally
consistent with those by the ExoCTK package
(Bourque et al. 2021).
With the noise model and the limb-darkening

coefficients given above, we are now able to
generate the synthetic light curve data. In
the default simulation with the four-parameter
limb-darkening laws, the light curves are gener-
ated by PYPPLUSS, whereas in the test with the
quadratic limb-darkening laws, the light curves
are generated by JoJo. For each wavelength in-
terval, we first compute the transit light curve
using the corresponding limb-darkening coeffi-
cients, and then simulate the stellar and instru-
mental noise based on the power spectrum (Fig-
ure 4). The seed for the random number genera-
tor in the noise simulation has been fixed across
wavelength bins, in order to produce consistent
noise behaviors. We show in the right panel of
Figure 5 some example light curves generated
in this way. These wavelength-dependent light
curve data can in principle be directly mod-
eled, which should provide a cross-check of the
oblateness signal as well as allow for the detec-
tion of atmospheric signals. However, for the
purpose of this work and considering that the
oblateness signal is independent of wavelength,
we here combine all wavelengths and produce a
single white light curve.
To investigate the detectability of oblateness,

simulated light curves with different combina-
tions of oblateness and obliquity values are gen-
erated: for oblateness, we choose f⊥ = 0.1 (i.e.,
a Saturn-like oblateness) and 0 (i.e., spheri-
cal planet); for non-zero oblateness values, we
choose θ⊥ = 0, 20◦, and 45◦ as the possi-
ble planet obliquity. Because of the geometric
and time reversal symmetries, light curves from
these three obliquity values cover all the essen-

tial cases, even though they do not span the full
dynamical range of θ⊥.

3.2. Modeling Procedure

We fit the simulated JWST light curve with
both spherical and oblate transit models to de-
termine the detectability of the injected oblate-
ness signal. The quadratic limb-darkening law,
which is different from the four-parameter law
used in the injection, is used in the model fit-
ting. This choice is on purpose, in order to
test the detectability of oblateness signal in
the presence of imperfect modeling of the limb-
darkening effect. In the spherical model (Man-
del & Agol 2002), the transit light curve is
described by six parameters, namely the mid-
transit time t0, the impact parameter b, the
planet-to-star radius ratio Rp/R⋆, the stellar
“mean density” ρ⋆ (Seager & Mallén-Ornelas
2003), and the two quadratic limb-darkening
coefficients q1 and q2 following the parameter-
ization of Kipping (2013). We have fixed the
orbital period given that there is only a single
transit. Note that ρ⋆ does not necessarily equal
the stellar mean density in value except for per-
fectly circular orbit (Dawson & Johnson 2012).
In the oblate model, the transit light curve con-
tains two additional parameters, f⊥ and θ⊥, and
the model is computed by JoJo.
The simulated data contain a systematic trend

that must be removed. This detrending is done
via the Wotan 6 package (Hippke et al. 2019),
and a template with the sum of sine and cosine
curves is adopted. Because the out-of-transit
portion is short compared to long transit du-
ration, this detrending is done simultaneously
with the transit fitting. To prevent detrend-
ing from affecting the detection of the oblate-
ness signal, the ingress and egress regions are
masked.

6 https://wotan.readthedocs.io/

https://wotan.readthedocs.io/
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For a given model (spherical or oblate), the
logarithm of the model likelihood is evaluated
as

lnL = −1

2

∑
i

(
di −mi

e

)2

− n

2
ln(2πe2). (4)

Here di is the simulated light curve before nor-
malization, and mi ≡ fi · ti is the full model in-
cluding the transit model fi and the systematic
trend ti. The parameter e accounts for the flux
variation and is evaluated as the standard devi-
ation in the residual flux (di − mi). Consider-
ing the non-Gaussian behavior of model param-
eters, especially f⊥ and θ⊥ (Zhu et al. 2014),
we use the dynamic nested sampling method,
implemented by the dynesty package (Spea-
gle 2020), to sample the parameter space and
estimate the posteriors. Generous and phys-
ically meaningful boundaries are adopted for
the model parameters. In particular, we use
f⊥ cos(2θ⊥) and f⊥ sin(2θ⊥) as free parameters
and set their priors to be uniform distributions
between (−0.25, 0.25). We choose not to use
the f⊥ and θ⊥ directly as free parameters be-
cause θ⊥ is ill defined when f⊥ = 0. In order to
force a uniform prior on f⊥ in the oblate model,
we add a rectification term, − ln f⊥, in Equa-
tion (4). The iterations are stopped when the
estimated contribution of the remaining prior
volume to the total evidence falls below 0.01.

3.3. Expected Results

We apply the modeling procedure to the sim-
ulated light curves and derive the posterior dis-
tributions of the model parameters, especially
f⊥ and θ⊥. The results are shown in Figure 6
for the cases with non-zero injected oblateness
values (i.e., f⊥ = 0.1). The injected parame-
ters can be reasonably recovered, especially the
oblateness f⊥, unless the planet obliquity is very
close to 0◦. To better demonstrate this point, we
show in Figure 7 the simulated data and best-
fit models of two sets of oblateness configura-
tions, (f⊥, θ⊥) = (0.1, 45◦) and (0.1, 0◦). The

former case is nearly the optimal configuration
for oblateness detection in terms of the signal
amplitude and especially the left–right asym-
metry (e.g., Figure 3). Indeed, the oblateness
signal can be clearly seen in the residuals of
the best-fit spherical model. In terms of the
detection significance, the best-fit oblate model
is favored over the best-fit spherical model by
∆ lnL ≈ 46 at the price of two extra parame-
ters. In contrast, the oblateness signal for the
configuration with θ⊥ = 0◦ cannot be recov-
ered, even though the theoretical amplitude of
the signal is also large compared to the measure-
ment uncertainty (Figure 3). In such a configu-
ration, the symmetric signal may be modulated
by the adjustment of other parameters such as
the impact parameter, orbital distance (via ρ⋆),
and the stellar limb-darkening profiles, thus re-
sulting in nearly flat residuals after the spher-
ical model is subtracted from the data. As a
result, the injected planet oblateness cannot be
well recovered, leading to large uncertainties on
the parameter f⊥ along the direction of planet
obliquity θ⊥.
The above simulation also allows us to es-

timate the detection limit for planet oblate-
ness. With other parameters unchanged, we
vary the transit depth and orbital period of
the planet, until the difference in the goodness-
of-fit, ∆ lnL, between the best-fit oblate and
spherical models is reduced to 25/2 and 9/2,
which are defined as the 5-σ and 3-σ limits, re-
spectively. The resulting detection limits are
shown as blue curves in Figure 2. Since the
nearly optimal configuration with f⊥ = 0.1 and
θ⊥ = 45◦ has been used as the injected sig-
nal, the derived limits are somewhat optimistic.
Nevertheless, there are over two dozen known
transiting planets (or candidates) above the de-
rived 3-σ sensitivity limit. With these suitable
targets and potentially more from the ongoing
surveys like TESS and Gaia, there will soon be
a sample of exoplanets for JWST to probe the
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Figure 6. Constraints on the oblateness f⊥ and obliquity θ⊥ in the polar coordinate from the injection–
recovery exercise for f⊥ = 0.1. Three obliquity values, namely 0◦ (right panel), 20◦ (middle panel), and
45◦ (left panel), are chosen. Locations of the ground truth are shown as red asterisks, and the 1-σ and 2-σ
contours from the dynesty modeling (Section 3.2) are projected onto the polar coordinates and shown with
solid and dashed curves, respectively.
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Figure 7. Simulated light curves of a Kepler-167e-like planet with Saturn-like oblateness (f⊥ = 0.1) (upper
panels) and the residuals of the best-fit spherical models (lower panels). Different planet obliquities have
been used: θ⊥ = 45◦ in the left and θ⊥ = 0◦ in the right. The raw observations with 1.38 s exposures (blue
dots) are binned every 10min (black dots with error bars) for illustration purposes. For the case shown on
the left, the spherical model cannot fit the data well during ingress and egress, and the residuals can be
well modeled by the oblate model. For the case shown on the right, the light curve can be described by a
spherical model and several oblate models with different oblateness values almost equally well.

oblateness and obliquity, once its capability is
demonstrated.
For completeness, we also check the possibility

of a false positive detection of planet oblateness.
The simulated light curve with perfectly spher-
ical planet is modeled with the oblate model,
and the resulting posterior distribution of the
oblateness parameters is shown in Figure 8. The
constraint on oblateness f⊥ is again obliquity-
dependent: for obliquity values close to 0◦ the

2-σ upper limit on f⊥ is > 0.1, whereas if
|θ⊥| ≳ 20◦ one is able to put stringent upper
limit on f⊥. For the result shown in Figure 8,
f ≲ 0.03 can be obtained if the planet is mis-
aligned by ≳ 20◦. For Kepler-167e, such a small
oblateness would suggest that the planet spin
period should be longer than ∼ 11 hr based on
Equation 2, thus ruling out Jupiter- and Saturn-
like rotations.
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Figure 8. Similar to Figure 6 but for f⊥ = 0.

A nearly spin-orbit aligned configuration re-
duces the capability to constrain/detect the
planet oblateness substantially, as the above in-
vestigations have suggested. On the other hand,
cold giants with misaligned (θ⊥ ≳ 20◦) orbits
may not be uncommon, as seen in Solar System
giants and the extra-solar PMOs with obliquity
measurements (right panel of Figure 1). It is
also expected from theoretical perspectives that
planetary spins can often be tilted substantially
via physical processes such as giant impacts
(e.g., Li & Lai 2020; Li et al. 2021), spin–orbit
resonance between planets (e.g., Ward & Hamil-
ton 2004; Hamilton & Ward 2004), planet–
disk interactions (e.g., Millholland & Batygin
2019), etc. Therefore, there is reason to believe
that JWST is able to measure, or at least put
physically meaningful constraints on, the planet
oblateness and obliquity based on transit obser-
vations of no more than a handful of suitable
targets.

4. SUMMARY & DISCUSSION

This work investigates the detectability of
planet oblateness and obliquity via JWST tran-
siting observations. Our findings are summa-
rized as following:

• Planets with deep transits and long or-
bital periods are favorable targets for

oblateness detections, because the oblate-
ness signal occurs during ingress and
egress and its amplitude scales almost lin-
early with the transit depth.

• Observations of a single transit with
JWST on a Kepler-167e-like planet should
be able to detect or set stringent con-
straints on the planet oblateness, unless
the planetary spin is nearly aligned (≲
20◦) with its orbital direction.

• Based on the obliquity measurements
of Solar System giants and extra-solar
PMOs as well as theoretical arguments,
we believe that large spin obliquities may
be common among cold extra-solar giants.

• Detection limits of planetary oblateness
for JWST are estimated, based on which
we show that the oblateness of over a
dozen confirmed planets or planetary can-
didates may already be detectable with
JWST.

The planet Kepler-167e has been chosen for
this case study. This choice is made for two
reasons. First, the planet has a deep transit
(∼ 1.5%) and a long orbital period (∼ 1071 d),
so the potential oblateness signal is prominent.
Second, both the planet and its host star are
well characterized, so a realistic observing con-
dition, wherever possible, can be imposed in the
simulation. While the second reason should cer-
tainly be considered in proposing and designing
JWST observations, the first reflects the physi-
cal limitation of JWST in oblateness detection.
If only this first reason is considered, a few other
targets may be as good as Kepler-167e, as shown
in Figure 2, and more may be found by the on-
going missions like TESS (Ricker et al. 2015)
or possibly Gaia (Perryman et al. 2014) as well
as future planned missions like ET (Ge et al.
2022) or PLATO (Rauer et al. 2014). With the
increasing number of suitable targets, more de-
tailed and better characterizations of these long-
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period giants are strongly encouraged for better
planning JWST observations.
While the present work focuses on the detec-

tion of planet oblateness, there are certainly
other interesting science issues that can be stud-
ied with the same (or similar) dataset. Simi-
lar to the Solar System giants, giant exoplanets
at relatively wide orbits may also harbour ring
and moon systems (e.g., Mamajek et al. 2012;
Kipping et al. 2022), and these structures can
lead to detectable signatures in the transit light
curve (e.g., Barnes & Fortney 2004; Kipping
et al. 2012). The search for exo-rings and exo-
moons would normally require a much longer
time baseline than the search for oblateness sig-
nals. With the same dataset, one can also study
the atmosphere of cold giants, although with
a low equilibrium temperature the atmosphere
scale height is small in comparison with that of

warm and hot giant planets. For Kepler-167e, if
we take the model transmission spectra of Dalba
& Tamburo (2019) and the measured planetary
mass of Chachan et al. (2022), then the varia-
tion in transit depth is≲ 50 ppm across the near
and mid IR wavelength range. The most promi-
nent feature is due to methane between 3–4µm,
and yet the estimated significance is at the level
of ∆ lnL ≈ 5. We leave more detailed investiga-
tions of the bonus science topics to some future
works.

This work is supported by the National Nat-
ural Science Foundation of China (grant No.
12173021 & 12133005) and the CASSACA grant
CCJRF2105. We also acknowledge the Ts-
inghua Astrophysics High-Performance Com-
puting platform for providing computational
and data storage resources.

APPENDIX

A. USE GREEN’S THEOREM TO COMPUTE TRANSIT LIGHT CURVE DUE TO AN
OBLATE PLANET

The normalized flux due to a transiting object is given by

f = 1− ∆F

Ftot

= 1− 6∆F

(6− 2u1 − u2)π
. (A1)

Here we have made use of the known expression for the total flux, Ftot, for a quadratic limb-darkening
law in the form

I(µ) = 1− u1(1− µ)− u2(1− µ)2, µ ≡
√
1− (x2 + y2). (A2)

The Cartesian coordinates, (x, y), are used to denote the position at the stellar disk relative to its
center, and u1 and u2 are the limb-darkening parameters. The flux variation due to the transiting
object, ∆F , normally calculated by an areal integral over the occulted area S, can be transformed
into a line integral over its boundary l

∆F =

∫∫
S

I(µ)ds =

∮
l

(Axdx+ Aydy), (A3)

with Ax and Ay satisfying
∂Ay

∂x
− ∂Ax

∂y
= I(µ). (A4)

For simplicity, we set Ax = 0 and obtain

Ay = x+
1

6

{
3(u1 + 2u2)

[
(µ− 2)x+ (1− y2) tan−1 x

µ

]
+ 2u2(3y

2 + x2)x

}
, (A5)
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The flux variation is then given by

∆F = (1− u1 − 2u2)

∮
l

xdy +
u2

3

∮
l

(3y2 + x2)xdy +
u1 + 2u2

2

∮
l

[
µx+ (1− y2) tan−1 x

µ

]
dy. (A6)

The above expression is very general and applies to the transit/occultation of various types, including
oblate transit and planetary ring transit. In the oblate transit problem, the first two integrals can
be expressed in closed forms once the areal edge l is known. It is only the last one that requires
numerical integration.
Before proceeding, let us define the coordinate system to work with. The origin is defined at the

center of the stellar disk, and the x-axis is chosen to be the major axis of the oblate planet. The y-axis
is chosen such that the geometric center of the oblate planet, (x0, y0), is in the first quadrant, which
can always be achieved by making use of the geometric symmetry. We will also define d0 ≡

√
x2
0 + y20

to be the distance between the centers of the planet and the star. Note that, if the planetary spin is
misaligned relative to the orbital axis, the absolute directions of both x and y axes may change as
the transit proceeds. The coordinates are normalized by the radius of the star.
With the above definition, the stellar limb is described by a unit circle, x2 + y2 = 1, and the

coordinates of a point on the stellar limb are

xs = cos β, ys = sin β, (A7)

where β measures the angle from the x-axis. The planetary edge is described by an ellipse, (x −
x0)

2/a2 + (y − y0)
2/b2 = 1, and a point on the edge of the planetary disk has coordinates

xp = x0 + a cosE, yp = y0 + b sinE. (A8)

Here a and b are the semi-major and semi-minor axes of the ellipse, which approximates the projected
shape of the oblate planet, respectively. The angle E measures the eccentric anomaly of the point
on the planetary edge.
To evaluate the integral given by Equation (A6), we need to determine the boundary l, and there

are three different cases:

• Planet fully outside the stellar disk, namely, “out of transit.” In this case, ∆F = 0 by definition.

• Planet fully inside the stellar disk, i.e., “in transit.” There is at most one intersecting point
between planetary and stellar edges.

• The intermediate stages (“ingress” or “egress”) where the planetary edge intersects with the
stellar edge at more than one point.

The key issue would be to identify the three cases given above, in order to treat them separately. This
is achieved by solving for intersection points between the stellar and planetary edges (Appendix A.1).

A.1. Solving for intersection points

Two special situations can be easily identified:

• If d0 ≥ (1 + a), the planet is “out of transit.”

• d0 ≤ (1− a), the planet is “in transit.”
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In the general situation, the intersection points between the edges of the stellar and planetary shapes
should be determined in order to evaluate the flux variation in Equation (A6). Similar to Rein &
Ofir (2019), this is done by solving a quartic equation.
Using the complex coordinate z ≡ x + iy and its complex conjugate z̄ ≡ x − iy, we can combine

the equations describing the stellar and planetary edges into the following quartic equation

c4z
4 + c3z

3 + c2z
2 + c1z + c0 = 0, (A9)

with the coefficients given as

c4 = a2 − b2

c3 = 4b2x0 − 4ia2y0

c2 = −2(a2 + b2 − 2a2b2 + 2b2x2
0 + 2a2y20)

c1 = 4b2x0 + 4ia2y0

c0 = a2 − b2

. (A10)

Note that in the special case with f = 0 and thus a = b (i.e., spherical planet), Equation (A9 is
reduced to a quadratic equation. Quartic equations can in principle be solved analytically, but these
solutions may not be numerically stable. For our purpose, we use numpy.roots to solve Equation (A9)
numerically. In the limit of Rp/R⋆ ≪ 1, there are at most two true solutions out of the four complex
solutions, and they are identified based on the criterion (x−x0)

2/a2+(y− y0)
2/b2− 1 < 10−3. With

these true solutions, we have the following different situations:

• Zero or one intersection point and d0 > 1: out of transit.

• Zero or one intersection point and d0 < 1: in transit.

• Two intersection points: ingress/egress. The two intersection points are denoted as (x1, y1)
and (x2, y2).

A.2. The “in transit” case

In this case, the boundary l is given by the edge of the planet lp, which is a full ellipse. The integral
we want to compute is

∆F = (1− u1 − 2u2)

∮
lp

xpdyp +
u2

3

∮
lp

(3y2p + x2
p)xpdyp +

u1 + 2u2

2

∮
lp

[
µpxp + (1− y2p) tan

−1 xp

µp

]
dyp.

(A11)
Here µp ≡

√
1− x2

p − y2p, and xp and yp are given by Equation (A8). Of the three integrals, only the
last one cannot be expressed in closed forms. 7 In the end, the flux variation is given by

∆F = πab
[
1− u1 − 2u2 +

u2

4
(a2 + b2 + 4d20)

]
+

u1 + 2u2

2
b

∫ 2π

0

[
µpxp + (1− y2p) tan

−1 xp

µp

]
cosEdE.

(A12)
With the parameters of Kepler-167e, the evaluation of the last integral requires 30 points in order to
reach < 1 ppm precision.

7 The first term in the last integral can be expressed with elliptical integrals, but this is not very helpful given that one
still needs to perform numerical integration for the second term, which is the most time-consuming.
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A.3. The “ingress/egress” case

In this case the line integral is broken into two parts: l = ls + lp, with ls the segment on the stellar
limb and lp the segment on the planetary edge that is inside the stellar disk. With our convention
(x2 < x1, x0 ≥ 0, and y0 ≥ 0), the integration goes from (x1, y1) to (x2, y2) on ls and from (x2, y2) to
(x1, y1) on lp. It can be shown that the flux variation (Equation A6) is now given by

∆F =

∫
ls

[
(1− u1 − 2u2)xs +

u2

3
(2y2s + 1)xs

]
dys + (1− u1 − 2u2)

∫
lp

xpdyp +
u2

3

∫
lp

(3y2p + x2
p)xpdyp

(A13)

+
u1 + 2u2

2

∫
lp

{
µpxp + (1− y2p)

[
tan−1 xp

µp

− π

2
sgn(xp)

]}
dyp. (A14)

Here sgn(xp) takes the sign of xp, and we have made use of the fact that µs = 0 for points on ls. The
first three integrals yield∫

ls

(·)dys =
(
1

2
− u1

2
− 3

4
u2

)
(β2 − β1) +

[(
1

2
− u1

2
− 11

12
u2

)
(x2y2 − x1y1) +

u2

6
(x2y

3
2 − x1y

3
1)

]
,

(A15)∫
lp

xpdyp =
1

2
ab(E1 − E2) +

1

2
(x1y1 − x2y2) +

1

2
x0(y1 − y2)−

1

2
y0(x1 − x2), (A16)

and∫
lp

(3y2p + x2
p)xpdyp =

3

8
ab(a2 + b2 + 4x2

0 + 4y20)(E1 − E2)−
3

2
ab2y0(cosE1 − cosE2)

− 3

2
b2x0y0(cos 2E1−cos 2E2)−

1

2
ab2y0(cos 3E1−cos 3E2)+

1

4
bx0(9a

2+3b2+4x2
0+12y20)(sinE1−sinE2)

+
1

4
ab(a2+3x2

0+3y20)(sin 2E1−sin 2E2)+
1

4
bx0(a

2−b2)(sin 3E1−sin 3E2)+
1

32
ab(a2−3b2)(sin 4E1−sin 4E2),

(A17)

respectively. Although the last integral cannot be written in closed form, it can be easily integrated
numerically without too many evaluations. For example, for the parameters of Kepler-167e, the
numerical integration only requires 30 steps to achieve < 1 ppm precision.
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