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ABSTRACT

Context. MATISSE, the mid-infrared spectro-imaging instrument of VLTI, was designed to deliver its designed performance when
paired with an external second-generation fringe tracker. Science observations started in 2019, demonstrating imaging capabilities
and faint science target observations. Now, the GRAVITY fringe tracker stabilises the MATISSE fringes, which allows the use of all
spectroscopic modes and improves sensitivity and data accuracy.
Aims. We present how the MATISSE and GRAVITY instruments were adapted to make the GRAVITY fringe tracker work with
MATISSE, under the umbrella of the aptly named GRA4MAT project, led by ESO in collaboration with the two instrument consortia.
Methods. We detail the software modifications needed to implement an acquisition and observing sequence specific to GRA4MAT,
including simultaneous fringe tracking and chopping and a narrow off-axis capability inspired by the Galactic Centre and exoplanet
capability of GRAVITY. We explain the modified data collection and reduction processes. We show how we leveraged the recent fringe
tracker upgrade to implement features specific to its use with MATISSE, for example mitigation of fringe jumps with an improved
group delay control, and simultaneous fringe tracking and chopping with a new state machine.
Results. We successfully demonstrate significant improvements to the MATISSE instrument. Observations can now be performed at
higher spectral resolutions of up to R ∼ 3300 and across the full LM bands at once. Long detector integration times, made possible
with stabilised fringes, have improved the LM-band sensitivity by a factor of 10. Low flux biases in coherently reduced N-band data
have been eliminated. The L-band transfer function is now higher and more stable. We finally illustrate the scientific potential of
GRA4MAT with a preview of the first exoplanet observation made by MATISSE on β Pictoris b.

Key words. Instrumentation: interferometers – Techniques: interferometric

1. Introduction

A second-generation fringe tracker for the Very Large Telescope
Interferometer (VLTI) was originally foreseen to support the
second-generation instruments GRAVITY (GRAVITY Collab-
oration et al. 2017) and MATISSE (Lopez et al. 2022). A call for
studies for such an instrument was issued by ESO in late 2008.
In a context where available resources were being allocated in
priority to the second-generation instruments, including the for-
mer PRIMA astrometry project (Sahlmann et al. 2013), none of
the proposed solutions (Blind et al. 2010; Meisner et al. 2012)
materialised. Whereas GRAVITY came with an internal fringe
tracker (Menu et al. 2012; Choquet et al. 2014; Lacour et al.
2019), MATISSE came without the fringe tracker it needed to
achieve its planned performance and its circumstellar disks and
⋆ e-mail: jwoillez@eso.org
⋆⋆ e-mail: romain.petrov@unice.fr

active galactic nuclei science objectives. This is how the idea of
using the GRAVITY fringe tracker to stabilise the optical path
differences of MATISSE came to life, as an alternative to this
second-generation fringe tracker.

GRAVITY for MATISSE, hereafter GRA4MAT, was first
proposed by ESO in 2013 as an alternative to the second-
generation fringe tracker. The concept was supported by the MA-
TISSE consortium and endorsed by the ESO council in 2014.
Subsequently, concept studies were prepared by ESO and the
MATISSE consortium in 2014-2015, ahead of a 2015 phase
A review, conducted under the umbrella of the VLTI facility
project (Woillez et al. 2015). As such, GRA4MAT is the last
project of the second-generation VLTI. The project only ac-
quired momentum in 2019, after the completion over the 2015-
2016 period of the significant upgrade of the interferometer in-
frastructure (Woillez et al. 2015) required to host the GRAV-
ITY and MATISSE instruments, and the installation in late 2018
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of a new adaptive optics system (Woillez et al. 2019, NAOMI)
on the auxiliary telescopes. The project passed final design re-
view in August 2019, following prototyping activities carried out
shortly before the review. GRA4MAT was implemented, tested,
and commissioned in Paranal over the period September 2019–
March 2023, including an extended pause due to the COVID-19
pandemic reaching Europe and Chile in 2020, delays resulting
from the failure of the L-band dispersion wheel inside MATISSE
between January 2021 and February 2022, and needed synergies
with the GRAVITY fringe tracker real-time controller upgrade
(Abuter et al. 2016; Nowak et al. 2024) between April 2022 and
March 2023.

GRA4MAT is not the first instrument to pair a near-infrared
fringe tracker and a mid-infrared instrument. On the Keck Inter-
ferometer (Colavita et al. 2013), the two-telescope Keck Nuller
(Serabyn et al. 2012) was the first instrument of this kind. It
was primarily used to survey exo-zodiacal lights around nearby
bright stars (Millan-Gabet et al. 2011; Mennesson et al. 2014),
and developed many of the techniques further extended by the
GRA4MAT project. On the Large Binocular Telescope (LBT),
a similar nulling instrument (LBTI) was also developed (De-
frère et al. 2016) for a similar exo-zodiacal purpose (Ertel et al.
2020). On the VLTI, one of the objectives of the PRIMA project
(Delplancke 2008) was to use the FSU fringe tracker (Sahlmann
et al. 2009) to support the two-telescope MIDI instrument (Lein-
ert et al. 2003), with a setup called MIDI+FSU (Müller 2012;
Müller et al. 2014); however, it remained at the level of an ex-
periment.

GRA4MAT can also be considered as a precursor to instru-
ments currently under development. The L-band nuller NOTT
(formerly Hi-5 Defrère et al. 2018) of the Asgard visitor instru-
ment suite proposal (Martinod et al. 2023) aims at bringing the
nulling technique pioneered in the US to VLTI. GRA4MAT even
has connections with the mid-infrared ELT instrument METIS
(Brandl et al. 2021), where water vapour dispersion introduces a
flat wavefront mismatch between wavefront sensing in the visi-
ble and high-contrast imaging in the thermal infrared. As such,
GRA4MAT provides direct measurements of this effect on base-
line lengths comparable to the ELT diameter (Absil et al. 2022).
This represents an interesting parallel between adaptive optics on
a 40 m diameter telescope and fringe tracking on a 120 m base-
line interferometer.

2. Implementation

GRA4MAT is almost exclusively a software implementation;
none of the hardware of GRAVITY, MATISSE, or VLTI was
modified. However, it benefited from the upgrade of the GRAV-
ITY fringe tracker, which also included a hardware component
(Abuter et al. 2016; Nowak et al. 2024).

2.1. Hardware implementation

The layout of GRA4MAT is the layout of MATISSE and GRAV-
ITY in the VLTI laboratory, illustrated in Fig. 1. The GRA4MAT
set-up uses the same MATISSE feeding optics that split the LMN
bands for MATISSE and the K band for IRIS, the infrared tip-tilt
sensor of VLTI. This time, the KH bands are sent to GRAVITY
where the K band is used for fringe tracking and the H band for
field guiding. The simple long-wavelength-reflecting and short-
wavelength-transmissive dichroic plate, dictated by the relative
position of the two instruments, could not be manufactured for
technical feasibility reasons. Instead, fold mirrors are used to op-
erate MATISSE in transmission and GRAVITY or IRIS (Gitton
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Fig. 1. Layout of GRAVITY for MATISSE in the VLTI laboratory.
The infrared light beams reaching the laboratory are first reduced from
80 mm to 18 mm by the beam compressors, then sent by the switch-
yard towards the MATISSE FOs, and finally split by the FOs between
the near-infrared reflected to GRAVITY (green) and the mid-infrared
transmitted to MATISSE (red). The light split between MATISSE and
GRAVITY is implemented with a dichroic in transmission and one mir-
ror reflection towards MATISSE, and the same dichroic in reflection and
three mirror reflections towards GRAVITY. MARCEL is a coherent cal-
ibration source that can be used to co-phase MATISSE and GRAVITY.

et al. 2004) in reflection. The dichroic and fold mirrors are in-
serted in the beam only when MATISSE is operating in stan-
dalone or GRA4MAT modes; to switch from MATISSE stan-
dalone to GRA4MAT, the GRAVITY feeding optics (FOs) are
inserted in the beam.

2.2. Software implementation

The software architecture of GRA4MAT considers GRAVITY as
a subsystem of MATISSE. When the MATISSE instrument op-
erates in GRA4MAT mode, its state also depends on the state
of GRAVITY. The MATISSE acquisition and observation se-
quencers directly control GRAVITY without going through the
Interferometer Supervisory Software, the interface to the VLTI
infrastructure for all VLTI instruments. The functions avail-
able from the GRAVITY instrument and fringe tracker work-
stations are accessed directly by MATISSE, whereas functions
only available from GRAVITY local control units are accessed
through a gateway running on the GRAVITY workstation. Feed-
back from GRAVITY is obtained through live database links
from the GRAVITY workstation to the MATISSE workstation.

2.3. Acquisition sequence

The acquisition sequence starts with MATISSE sending the tar-
get coordinates to the VLTI and its telescopes. Once the visible
adaptive optics loop closes on the guide star, the infrared light
reaches the VLTI laboratory and the target acquisition by GRAV-
ITY can start.

Rather than re-implementing the GRAVITY acquisition pro-
cedure in the MATISSE instrument, which would require access
from MATISSE to many low-level GRAVITY functions, MA-
TISSE prepares an acquisition observing block (OB) following
the single off-axis template and remotely triggers its execution
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on GRAVITY using the tool called Bob_Stephanie.1 This OB
skips sending target coordinates to an already tracking VLTI, but
configures GRAVITY for single off-axis operations to send all
the K-band light to the fringe tracker. This represents a two-fold
transmission gain over the on-axis mode usually employed by
GRAVITY for single-target observations. This choice optimises
the fringe tracker limiting magnitude, but prevents any light from
reaching the GRAVITY spectrometer.

The acquisition sequence for GRAVITY follows the standard
procedure. The acquisition camera field loop adjusts the internal
tip-tilt mirror of the instrument to couple the target light into the
single-mode fibres of the fringe tracker. A small synchronous
modulation of the same internal mirror, and demodulation of
the coupled flux, removes any pointing mismatch between the
single-mode fibres and the acquisition camera. Searching and
tracking fringes completes the GRAVITY acquisition procedure.
Then the acquisition on MATISSE resumes.

First, MATISSE switches the actuator used by GRAVITY
for field control from the internal tip-tilt-piston (TTP) actuator
to the common-path field steering mirrors of the telescope star
separators (STS, Nijenhuis & Giesen 2005). This makes GRAV-
ITY stabilise the field for both instruments. MATISSE first off-
sets the internal tip-tilt actuator of GRAVITY to a reference
value that corresponds to the co-alignment between the two in-
struments. This offset is compensated by the common-path field
steering mirror of the STS to keep the target position unchanged
on the fringe tracker fibres. Then MATISSE performs a field
acquisition measurement and sends combined offsets to the in-
ternal tip-tilt mirrors of GRAVITY and the STSs to refine the
co-alignment between the two instruments. After this operation,
since the GRAVITY field derotator remains static in single off-
axis mode, the two instruments remain co-aligned all through the
night, and this acquisition does not have to be repeated after the
first object of the night.

Second, MATISSE switches the actuator used by GRAVITY
for piston control from the internal tip-tilt to the common-path
VLTI delay lines. This switch comes with an adjustment of the
actuator model used by the predictive Kalman controller of the
fringe tracker. The VLTI delay lines have a 500 µs longer latency
(see Fig. 3). Again, this makes GRAVITY stabilise the piston for
both instruments. MATISSE completes the acquisition sequence
with an offset to its internal delay lines to match the optical path
differences of GRAVITY.

2.4. Coherent flux observations

The GRA4MAT observation sequence remains identical to that
with MATISSE standalone. After a sky measurement, non-
chopped fringes are recorded for the requested number of beam
commuting device (BCD) cycles (see section 2.4 in Lopez et al.
2022).

Except for the piston actuator replaced by the main delay
lines, the fringe tracker operates for MATISSE the same way it
does for GRAVITY. The only critical aspect is related to how
GRA4MAT configures the fringe tracker for the management of
dispersion and the mitigation of fringe jumps. Since its upgrade
(Nowak et al. 2024), the fringe tracker is capable of periodically
updating the set point of its group delay control loop. A regular
update of this set point is critical to follow the slowly evolving

1 ‘Bob’ is the Broker of Observations Block, well known to VLT users.
Usually, one single Bob runs per instrument. Since another Bob runs on
the GRAVITY side, in the GRA4MAT case we gave it another name:
Stephanie.

Table 1. Typical narrow off-axis offsetting sequence for a planet obser-
vation.

Relative offset Exposure offset
(from template) (in fits header)

RA [m′′] DEC [m′′] RA [m′′] DEC [m′′] Target

0 0 0 0 Star
+284 +462 +284 +462 Planet
−568 −924 −284 −462 Anti-planet
+568 +924 +284 +462 Planet

Notes. The planet is located at (284 mas, 462 mas) offset from its host
star. The relative offsets in RA and DEC, specified in the observation
template, have as many entries as requested exposure cycles, four in the
presented sequence. The cumulated offset is reported in FITS header
under keywords SEQ.OFFSET.ALPHA and SEQ.OFFSET.DELTA.
This sequence corresponds to the publicly available commissioning
dataset on β Pictoris b (see http://www.eso.org/sci/activities/
instcomm/matisse.html, Run ID: 60.A-9257(H)). The intent of the
offset sequence was to observe the planet, calibrate it with the star, and
investigate off-axis stellar leakage at the anti-planet position.

dispersion, and keeping fringe jumps under control. GRA4MAT
uses this feature to schedule the updates between the MATISSE
detector integration times (DITs), the same way GRAVITY stan-
dalone does it between its own DITs. When the L-band DITs
are shorter than 1 s, GRA4MAT schedules the updates between
the OPD modulation cycles applied by MATISSE on the L-band
side of the instrument. When the L-band DITs are longer than
1 s, the updates are scheduled before each L-band DIT. This is
done because the group delay set point is constant and is not
able to follow the evolving dispersion over hundreds of seconds;
its validity in time is therefore limited. For long L-band DITs,
the fringe tracker therefore does not keep the phase stable for
the duration of a MATISSE optical path difference (OPD) cycle,
and coherent integrations by the MATISSE pipeline must con-
sider the group delay tracked by GRAVITY.

2.5. Narrow off-axis offsets

The narrow off-axis mode of GRA4MAT was not part of the
initial objectives of the project. It was added along the way in
light of the pioneering Galactic Centre results (e.g. GRAVITY
Collaboration et al. 2018) and exoplanet results (e.g. GRAVITY
Collaboration et al. 2019) obtained with GRAVITY. With this
mode, MATISSE is now able to observe any faint target within
a VLTI field of view (2′′ and 4′′ diameter with Unit Telescopes
(UTs) and Auxilliary Telescopes (ATs), respectively) centred on
a bright fringe tracking target.

To perform a narrow off-axis observation, the user provides
in the observing template a sequence of cumulative on-sky off-
sets starting from the fringe tracker target. This allows multiple
possibly fainter targets to be sequentially observed, around the
fringe tracking target serving as a calibrator. Such a sequence is
illustrated in Table 1. The requested relative offsets are applied
in tip-tilt and piston, by the MATISSE observation sequencer, at
the start of each BCD cycle.

In tip-tilt, this offset is a combined offset between the
common-path field steering mirrors of the STSs and the
GRAVITY-only internal tip-tilt mirrors. As a result, the MA-
TISSE pinhole moves to the requested offset while the GRAV-
ITY fringe tracker remains in place. It should be noted that this
offset strategy does not continuously compensate for field rota-
tion. Although this is not an issue with the ATs that deliver a sta-
ble field orientation to the interferometric laboratory, this affects
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the autonomy for the UTs and their rotating fields. Therefore,
a recalculation of the narrow off-axis offset is performed before
each BCD state, leaving the UTs field rotation uncompensated
over no more than ∼1 min exposure intervals.

In piston, the OPD offset is performed with a combined on-
sky offset between the common-path VLTI delay lines and the
GRAVITY-internal fibred delay lines. An offset of twice the re-
quested field offset is added to the fibred delay lines trajectory.
The factor is explained by the GRAVITY fibred delay lines oper-
ating with half the offset on the fringe tracker side and half on the
science camera. As a result, the fringe tracker fibred delay lines
follow the opposite of the field offset. To preserve the fringe po-
sition on GRAVITY, the main delay lines must compensate for
this offset. This is done by updating the fringe tracker fringe off-
sets sent to the main delay lines. Under the control of the fringe
tracker, the main delay lines end up following an offset trajectory
that corresponds to the exposure offset, without any autonomy
limitation.

2.6. Visibility observations

An absolute flux measurement is required to convert coherent
flux measurements to visibilities. Owing to the stronger ther-
mal background in the mid-infrared, this measurement tends to
be more difficult to obtain accurately; this has been a challenge
for all thermal interferometers. The Keck Interferometer Nuller
(Serabyn et al. 2012) could not rely on chopping secondary mir-
rors on both Keck telescopes, and had to implement an interfer-
ometric chopping strategy on the short baselines corresponding
to the two halves of a same telescope. The MIDI+FSU exper-
iment (Müller et al. 2014) focused on faint coherent flux mea-
surements and did not attempt to measure chopped photometry.
LBTI, where PhaseCam (Defrère et al. 2014) is the HK-band
fringe tracker and NOMIC (Hoffmann et al. 2014) and LMIR-
cam (Skrutskie et al. 2010) are the thermal science cameras, is
probably the facility closest to GRA4MAT.

The initial GRA4MAT chopping implementation, offered for
general use with the ATs starting in October 2021 (P108), relied
on the GRAVITY fringe tracker capability to react to flux losses
on all four telescopes and transition to a so-called SKY state,
where OPD control would become frozen. This reactive chop-
ping was not completely satisfactory, due to a poor control of
the transitions between the sky and target states. While chop-
ping, the fringe tracker would easily fall out of lock and become
unable to find fringes again. Already present on the ATs, this sit-
uation was more severe on the UTs, to a point where chopping
could not be offered with the large telescopes. A better imple-
mentation was needed.

The situation could only be improved after the upgrade of
the fringe tracker real-time controller (Abuter et al. 2016; Nowak
et al. 2024) in November 2022. In January 2023 an active chop-
ping state was integrated into the new real-time software. The
chopping of the fringe tracker behaves like any other chopping
element of VLTI. Its sequence is fully specified by an absolute
start time, a period, and a sky-to-target ratio. When chopping is
active, the timing of the group delay control loop set point is ad-
justed to fall right at the end of each TARGET phase, just before
the transition to SKY. This was chosen because this is when the
fringe tracker has the highest probability of having a correct es-
timation of the dispersion between phase delay and group delay.
Updating the set point at the start of the TARGET phase would
have required to first wait for the dispersion estimators to build
S/N, increasing further the time needed to recover proper fringe
tracking performance. For this scheduling strategy to work, the

dispersion must remain within ±λ/2 for the duration of a full
chopping cycle.

Although the target-to-sky transition happens at the same
time for all chopping participants, the sky-to-target transition
must happen in sequence. First the chopping mirror (deformable
mirror on ATs and telescope secondary mirror on UTs) must
move back to the target position, then the adaptive optics must
close the loop and take a few iterations to deliver the correc-
tion level needed for the fringe tracker to resume control. For the
current implementation, this delay is set to 15 ms after measur-
ing the time it takes for the flux injected into the fringe tracker to
return to its typical level. The fringe tracker finally needs some
additional time to reacquire the fringe identified before the tran-
sition to sky. In total, we implemented a +250 ms delay from
the start of the target phase to when the L band starts its inte-
gration. The majority of the 250 ms delay is consumed by the
fringe tracker slewing back to the reference fringe. This con-
straint is set by the length of the fringe tracker group delay av-
eraging window of 150 samples or 165 ms at a detector period
of 1.1 ms and by the speed limit of the group delay corrections.
The maximum chopping frequency is set to <0.5 Hz (>1 s on sky
and >1 s on target) and practically limited by the fringe recovery
time. The fixed +250 ms delay has been tuned for the 1.1 ms pe-
riod of the fringe tracker. As such, chopping with GRA4MAT is
not supported when the fringe tracker operates more slowly, and
the following limits must be respected: K < 7 mag with the ATs,
and K < 10 mag with the UTs.

Chopping with GRA4MAT is offered on the ATs, but not yet
on the UTs. At the time of writing, the limitation on the UTs re-
sults from the lower performance of the Adaptive Optics system.
Despite the active chopping improvements, the fringe tracker
tends to lose fringes more often on the UTs. This situation is
expected to improve when the forthcoming UT adaptive optics
upgrade is deployed (GRAVITY+ Collaboration et al. 2022a).

2.7. Data collection

The GRAVITY fringe tracker supports the MATISSE perfor-
mance at two levels. First, it actively stabilises the optical path
difference and improves the MATISSE coherence beyond the at-
mospheric limits up to the background limited integration times
of MATISSE. Second, it contributes chromatic complex coher-
ence and flux in the K band to the data recorded by MATISSE.
This information is generated directly by the fringe tracker real-
time controller, published through the reflective memory net-
work (RMN), and recorded by the RMN recorder (Abuter et al.
2008) under the control of the MATISSE parallel exposures.
These records are part of the dataset sent to the ESO archive
and used by the instrument pipeline for coherent integrations and
frame selection.

MATISSE does not record the raw pixels from the GRAV-
ITY fringe tracker detector, but only the COHERENCE quan-
tity2 at the output of the P2VM. Specifying the fast axis first,
the dimensionality of COHERENCE is (real part for 6 base-
lines coherence + imaginary part for 6 baselines coherence +
4 telescopes fluxes) * 4 wavelengths = 64 values. Only the four
brightest central wavelengths are recorded (out of the six read
from the detector) with a wavelength sampling [2.076, 2.170,
2.270 and 2.374 µm]. This approach is the closest way of obtain-
ing scientifically useful data from the fringe tracker telemetry

2 The fringe tracker P2VM output is available at each fringe tracker
DIT in the COHERENCE column of the IMAGING_DATA_FT exten-
sion of the DPR.TYPE=*,RMNREC FITS files.
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while remaining compatible with the ESO dataflow constraints.
However, the P2VM matrix of the fringe tracker is not regularly
updated and the usability for science is not validated. Recording
the raw pixels would have required dealing with calibrations of
another instrument inside the MATISSE dataflow and pipeline,
which was beyond the scope of the project.

2.8. Data reduction

All data reductions specific to GRA4MAT are implemented in
the same MATISSE pipeline that reduces MATISSE standalone
data (see Lopez et al. 2022, section 3.3). We present here only
the additions to support the GRA4MAT mode. The GRA4MAT-
specific behaviour is activated when the fringe tracker telemetry
is provided to the pipeline.

The pipeline first uses the GRAVITY telemetry to detect
fringe jumps (i.e. when the fringe tracker group delay moves by
more than half a wavelength). The recorded MATISSE frames
that contain jumps are flagged with TARTYP=J, and dismissed
from the remaining computations of the pipeline. The extent of
the flagging depends on the MATISSE spectral bands. In N band,
all the frames of a complete ten-step modulation cycle are re-
jected, corresponding to a period of 260 ms in low resolution
and 840 ms in high. In L band, only the frame corresponding to
the detected jump is rejected. We note that even if fringe jumps
are detected in the group delay of one baseline, all baselines are
affected by the flag.

In the N band, the thermal background contribution domi-
nates many astrophysical sources. The N-band detector integra-
tion time is then set to avoid any thermal background saturation:
20 ms in low spectral resolution, 75 ms in high. As such, coher-
ent integration in the pipeline are necessary to improve the S/N
of interferometric observables. In the GRA4MAT mode, the es-
timation of the N-band phase is derived from the fringe tracker
K-band measurements. Even if the fringes are stabilised by the
fringe tracker, the N-band OPD fluctuates at a level of a few mi-
crons, due to the dispersive water vapour turbulence. The MA-
TISSE pipeline follows the procedure of Koresko et al. (2006)
to extrapolate the K-band measurements to the N band: the dif-
ferential column density of water vapour is estimated from the
K-band phase delay and group delay measurements, and linearly
converted into a prediction of the phase delay and group delay in
the N band. We recall the equations involved in this conversion:

PDλ = PDK +
[
Nw
λ − Nw

K

]
γw

K DK , (1)

Dλ =
γw

K

γw
λ

DK . (2)

Here the phase delay PD, the group delay GD, and the disper-
sion D = PD−GD are in units of optical length; Nw is the water
vapour refractivity; and 1

γw ≡ λ
∂Nw

∂λ
is its group equivalent. Table

2 gives numerical values for the above parameters, derived from
the refractive indexes of Colavita et al. (2004). Figure 2 illus-
trates the K-to-N prediction process on a target bright enough in
N band to estimate the phase directly from the MATISSE data.

A similar K-to-L correction is currently not implemented
in the MATISSE pipeline. Since the water vapour decorrelation
from K band to L band is not as strong as to N band (Table 5 in
Colavita et al. 2004), such a correction was not deemed critical
to the project. However, recent developments have shown that a
residual phase jitter correction would certainly help stabilise the
MATISSE transfer function, and open the door to higher contrast
observations.

Fig. 2. Phase estimated directly from MATISSE data (blue dots) and
predicted from the fringe tracker data (red line) on target 7 Cet (38 Jy)
observed with baseline D0-C1 at three different wavelengths across the
N band (8.5 µm, 10.5 µm, and 12.5 µm).

Fig. 3. Comparison of the normalised impulse response (solid lines) at
1.1 ms integration period between TTP used by GRAVITY standalone,
and the main VLTI delay line (DL) used by GRA4MAT. The weighted
average of the impulse response (vertical dashed lines) show an addi-
tional latency of ∼500 µs. The responses were measured in 2023 after
the fringe tracker real-time controller upgrade.

3. Fringe tracking in the GRA4MAT context

In this section we present aspects of the GRAVITY fringe tracker
performance, when supporting MATISSE, an instrument operat-
ing at a different wavelength. The GRAVITY fringe tracker uses
the main VLTI delay lines as OPD actuators when operating with
GRA4MAT. The delay lines are known to be affected by extra
latency, reducing the OPD control performance when compared
with the internal TTP actuator of GRAVITY. Figure 3 compares
the responses of the two actuators and shows a ∼500 µs addi-
tional latency. This actuator response, a necessary parameter of
the controller implementation (see Nowak et al. 2024), is up-
dated each time the fringe tracker switches between GRAVITY
and GRA4MAT. The consequences for MATISSE are limited,
however, since it operates at longer wavelength, and this small
fringe tracking performance degradation is by far not the domi-
nant factor.

As of 2023, GRA4MAT operates with NAOMI (Woillez
et al. 2019) on the ATs and MACAO (Arsenault et al. 2004) on
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Table 2. Water vapour co-phasing parameters.

Band Nw 1
γw ≡ λ

∂Nw

∂λ

[
Nw
λ − Nw

K

]
γw

K
γw

K
γw
λ

K (2.2 µm) 90.29 × 10−8 −9.13 × 10−8 0.000 1.000
L (3.75 µm) 87.95 × 10−8 −13.05 × 10−8 0.256 1.429
M (4.75 µm) 83.49 × 10−8 −30.24 × 10−8 0.745 3.312
N (10.5 µm) 64.91 × 10−8 −71.43 × 10−8 2.780 7.824

Notes. The numbers above are derived from the refractivity indexes calculated by Colavita et al. (2004). They are meant to be used with Eq. 1 and
2, following the strategy of Koresko et al. (2006).

the UTs. We recall that NAOMI has significantly smaller sub-
apertures than MACAO (∼45 cm versus ∼1 m). In the high flux
regime, the Strehl delivered by NAOMI is therefore higher than
that delivered by MACAO. In addition, due to a reduced level of
turbulence aliasing in the sub-apertures of the wavefront sen-
sor, the NAOMI performance does not degrade as quickly as
MACAO when the seeing conditions become poorer than me-
dian. Because of this, we obtain very different fringe tracking
behaviour when comparing ATs and UTs. On the ATs, fed with
a higher and more stable Strehl, the fringe tracker can contin-
uously track the same fringe without jumping, whereas on the
UTs the lower and more variable Strehl results in flux dropouts
on the fringe tracker, which significantly increase the proba-
bility of fringe jumps. The connection between median Strehl,
flux losses, and fringe jumps is best illustrated in Woillez et al.
(2019).

The fringe jumps were not as bad for GRAVITY standalone
as they are for GRA4MAT. GRAVITY operates a spectrometer
in the same band as its fringe tracker, and a fringe jump only
has limited effects on the sides of the K band. As shown in Fig.
4, the situation is very different for GRA4MAT where a fringe
jump in K band generates a fringe phase shift very different from
360◦: 230◦ at 3.5 µm (L band), 160 degree at 5 µm (M band), and
80◦ at 10 µm (N band). In addition, since the fringe jumps can
happen anywhere inside a DIT, the resulting fringe contrast be-
comes highly variable and impossible to calibrate without know-
ing when these jumps happen.

Initially, the GRAVITY fringe tracker did not have any
mechanism in place to mitigate the impact of the fringe jumps.
As described in Lacour et al. (2019), the group delay controller
had a dead zone of ±3π (or ±1.5λ), leaving room for three sta-
ble tracking solutions that fringe jumps could randomly explore.
In November 2022, the real-time controller was upgraded, re-
placing the slower VME-based implementation (Lacour et al.
2019) by a faster Linux workstation (Abuter et al. 2016; Nowak
et al. 2024). This faster fringe tracker made possible the deploy-
ment of an improved group delay control algorithm that reduces
the dead zone to less than a wavelength, leaving room for ex-
actly one stable tracking solution for the duration of a GRAVITY
spectrometer or MATISSE L-band DIT. The constant set point
of the group delay controller is now updated between the MA-
TISSE DITs. The time between updates must remain below the
evolution timescale of the dispersion caused by dry air and wet
air turbulence. If not, when the dispersion shifts by more than a
wavelength, the fringe tracker jumps without correction.

With this new implementation, the fringe jumps happen as
often as before, but are detected and corrected in less than half
the group delay estimator filter length of 150 elements (i.e.
82.5 ms when the integration period is the standard 1.1 ms). Fig-
ure 4 illustrates the theoretical improvement of the fringe con-
trast, and fringe contrast stability, achieved with the new imple-
mentation.
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Fig. 4. Comparison of the 10 s fringe contrast, obtained across the
KLMN bands, between before the group delay controller upgrade when
fringe jumps were left uncorrected and after the upgrade when cor-
rected in 82.5 ms. In the uncorrected case, the K-band fringe jump is
simulated in the middle of the DIT, the worst case scenario. The K-
band fringe jumps correction brings marginal benefits on the sides of
the K band, but makes a very significant difference in the LMN bands
of MATISSE.

The amount of water vapour turbulence varies with time and
makes the maximum L-band DIT dependent on the atmospheric
conditions. However, we do not yet have any analysis compar-
ing the dispersion fluctuations to the precipitable water vapour
or humidity, which would let the observer identify when con-
ditions are compatible with absolutely no dispersion-induced
fringe jumps. Preliminary observations indicate that a line-of-
sight precipitable water vapour below 5 mm could be an accept-
able threshold.

We conclude this section by recalling that the K-band limit-
ing magnitudes of GRA4MAT are identical to GRAVITY operat-
ing in one of the off-axis modes. The expected three-magnitude
difference between ATs and UTs remains unobserved for now.
This is a consequence of the lower relative performance of the
UT adaptive optics.

4. MATISSE performance improvements

In this section, we present aspects of the MATISSE perfor-
mance improvements obtained when operating with the GRAV-
ITY fringe tracker. A comparison between MATISSE standalone
and with GRA4MAT is also presented in Table 4.
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Fig. 5. Medium-resolution LM-band observations of the Be binary δ Cen with GRA4MAT. The figure, already presented in Lopez et al. (2022),
illustrates the improved instantaneous spectral coverage when operating with the fringe tracker. The long GRA4MAT-enabled DITs allow the full
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wavelength. Top to bottom: Chromatic flux, clean fringes as observed on the LM-band detector, chromatic squared visibility, chromatic phase.

4.1. Full LM-band spectral coverage

MATISSE employs a HAWAII-2RG detector for the LM-band
observations. Its readout speed is limited by a slow pixel clock
of 100 kHz. This corresponds to a full detector readout time of
1.3 s, well beyond the atmosphere coherence time. Windowing
the detector is the only solution to reduce the readout time, at
the expense of spectral resolution and/or wavelength coverage.
At an integration time of 0.111 s, within the L-band atmospheric
coherence time, a full LM-band spectral coverage can only be
achieved at low spectral resolution. For higher spectral reso-
lutions (medium and high), only a small fraction of the wave-
length coverage can be obtained. The highest spectral resolution
(high+) is not even offered with MATISSE standalone.

The situation changes completely with GRA4MAT. When
fringes are stabilised, the LM-band detector integration time can
be increased to 1.3 s without coherence loss and the full spec-
trum can be read. Illustrated in Figure 5, the observation of the
spectroscopically rich binary Be star δ Cen shows this improved
wavelength coverage. To obtain the same spectral coverage with-
out a fringe tracker, one would need a sequence of about 11 con-
secutive observations. This represents a ten-fold gain in observ-
ing efficiency.

4.2. Improved LM-band sensitivity

When the MATISSE fringes are stabilised by the GRAVITY
fringe tracker, one would ideally want to increase the DITs to a
regime where the detector readout noise becomes negligible with
respect to the thermal background noise. However, to keep the
probability of fringe jumps to a minimum within each DIT, and
to preserve the OPD modulation capability within an exposure,
having the thermal background noise slightly above the detec-
tor readout noise is sufficient. Table 3 gives the DITs at various

Table 3. MATISSE L-band DITs where the thermal background noise
matches the readout noise.

L band low medium high high+
3.0 µm 0.08 s 3.60 s 14.0 s 232 s
3.5 µm 0.02 s 0.90 s 3.50 s 58 s

4.05 µm 0.01 s 0.45 s 1.75 s 29 s
GRA4MAT 1 s 10 s 10 s 10 s

Notes. The DITs are taken from (Lopez et al. 2022) and given as a
function of wavelength and spectral resolution. A comparison with the
DITs currently offered with GRA4MAT shows that we are background
limited in low and medium, partly in high, but not in high+. In high
and high+, the DITs could be further increased to improve the S/N.
However, constraints like dispersion-induced fringe jumps or the need
to collect a few DITs per standard 1 min exposures, favour shorter DITs.

wavelengths that correspond to the background noise matching
the readout noise.

In Fig. 6 we show a model of the error on the chromatic dif-
ferential phase in L band as a function of the target flux, for each
spectral resolution. This model is identical to the one used in
Lopez et al. (2022, see Fig. 11 therein), but with DITs extended
to the GRA4MAT regime. Its validity was verified against on-sky
GRA4MAT observations. In low spectral resolution, an increase
in the detector exposure time from 0.111 s to 1 s, where the
background noise dominates, yields a two-fold sensitivity limit
improvement. Following the ESO Call for Proposal convention
adopted for MATISSE that considers chromatic phase errors of
4◦ per spectral channel in 1 min exposure, we reach ∼0.2 Jy with
the ATs and 0.01 Jy with the UTs. In medium spectral resolu-
tion, the detector exposure time can be increased further, to a
background-dominated regime of 10 s, corresponding to a six-
fold sensitivity limit improvement. At higher spectral resolution
we remain with a detector exposure time of 10 s, which is around
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Fig. 6. L-band MATISSE (dashed lines) and GRA4MAT (solid lines)
differential phase precision (left axis), and associated coherent flux S/N
(right axis), per spectral channel, for 1 min total integration, as a func-
tion of the target flux, when observed with the ATs (bottom axis) or
the UTs (top axis). The coloured lines correspond to the observation-
adjusted Exposure Time Calculator predictions for different DIT values
and spectral resolutions (Petrov et al. 2020). The highest MATISSE to
GRA4MAT gain is observed in medium resolution, where the DIT in-
creases transitions from a read noise to a thermal background regime.
The high and high+ resolutions are newly offered with GRA4MAT.

the optimum in high, but well below in high+. Similar levels of
improvement are obtained for the L-band closure phase and for
the M-band differential phase and closure phase, but not illus-
trated here. We recall that the instrument is perfectly capable of
observing targets fainter than the flux levels given above, when
the intended science does not require the 4◦ or S/N ∼ 14 high
precision. At S/N = 3 or ∼20◦, GRA4MAT reaches 2 mJy in low
spectral resolution with the UTs, as illustrated in Fig. 6.

As already known since Lopez et al. (2022), at increasing
flux levels the errors on the MATISSE observables decrease and
reach a minimum plateau. The behaviour remains unchanged
when MATISSE operates with a fringe tracker, as shown in Fig.
6. This observation does not help us to understand where the ef-
fects come from, but it probably rules out the role of residual
piston. This plateau is not investigated further in this work.

4.3. Reduced N-band coherent flux bias

Due to the very short exposures and the high thermal background
noise, the MATISSE N-band fringes must be coherently inte-
grated in post-processing. When MATISSE operates indepen-
dently, this coherent integration is implemented in the pipeline
(Lopez et al. 2022, section 3.3) and relies on an estimation of the
phase from the same data being coherently integrated. This op-
eration generates a bias at low flux levels, as illustrated in Fig. 7.
When operating with the fringe tracker, the fringe phase is mea-
sured from the higher S/N K-band data, extrapolated to the N
band following the method described in Sect. 2.8. In these con-
ditions, the bias is eliminated. The use of GRA4MAT is there-
fore always recommended below ∼5 Jy with the ATs and below
∼300 mJy with the UTs, as it allows the respective fundamental
(photon, thermal, readout) noise limits of ∼1 Jy and ∼50 mJy to
be reached.
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and increasing seeing (bottom). The joint seeing and coherence time
probabilities for Paranal are also shown as percentages. The GRA4MAT
contrast is higher and more stable in good conditions, and does not de-
grade as fast in worsening conditions.

4.4. Stabilised LM-band transfer function

The use of GRA4MAT makes the MATISSE LM-band transfer
function much less sensitive to seeing and coherence time con-
ditions, as illustrated in Fig. 8. The fringe tracker maintains the
LM-band instrumental contrast at a level of 0.9 down to a very
low coherence time of ∼2 ms, whereas the contrast of MATISSE
standalone starts decreasing below a coherence time value of
about 4 ms. Seeing values above about 1.2 ′′ show a decrease in
the transfer function stability in MATISSE standalone and with
GRA4MAT but more marginally.
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Figure 8 should not be interpreted as a demonstration that
GRA4MAT can be used in poor seeing conditions, however. The
contrasts shown in the figure were selected for MATISSE DITs
without fringe jumps. We recall (see section 3) that the fringe
tracker performance depends on the delivery of a stable Strehl
by the adaptive optics.

From the dataset presented in Fig. 8, we can estimate the raw
visibility accuracy as the variability of the contrast in changing
atmospheric conditions. For the 50% average atmospheric con-
ditions, seeing < 1 ′′ and coherence time longer than 3.2 ms, the
standard deviation of the contrast is estimated at ±0.08 for MA-
TISSE, and ±0.02 for GRA4MAT. The MATISSE value matches
the estimation given in the first light paper (Lopez et al. 2022,
Table 5), whereas the GRA4MAT value is better than the MA-
TISSE standalone performance in good atmospheric conditions.
Additional information on the raw contrast performance is given
in Table 4.

4.5. Visibility measurements

Absolute visibility measurements with MATISSE require accu-
rate photometry, and hence chopping at frequencies higher than
∼0.5 Hz for targets fainter than 4 Jy at 3 µm and 25 Jy at 4 µm
on ATs (respectively 0.25 Jy and 1.5 Jy with UTs). This cannot
be improved by GRA4MAT. Only the DITs for the low spectral
resolution of MATISSE are compatible with this chopping fre-
quency. However, absolute visibility measurements in the con-
tinuum are mandatory only in the same low spectral resolution.
At higher spectral resolutions, MATISSE users are mostly look-
ing for differential measures between spectral features that are
not affected by broad-band photometric errors. Hence, absolute
visibility measurements with GRA4MAT should be restricted
to low resolution, while higher resolutions with long DITs and
without chopping should be used only for coherence flux and
differential measurements. Simultaneous chopping and fringe
tracking were developed for GRA4MAT in this context (see sec-
tion 2.6).

5. Outlook

The performance of GRAVITY for MATISSE presented here
corresponds to what was achieved at the end of the project
in mid-2023, and justify the recommendation to always use
GRA4MAT over MATISSE standalone whenever possible. In
this last section, we describe the first science observations car-
ried out with the narrow off-axis mode, as it illustrates nicely
the newly acquired capabilities of MATISSE. We then describe
how upgrades to the VLTIUT infrastructure are going to further
improve GRA4MAT within the next two years. Finally, we sug-
gest additional improvements that are currently not in the VLTI
plan but that would further increase the science relevance of MA-
TISSE.

5.1. Science highlight: A first exoplanet

Soon after the first exoplanet discovery (Mayor & Queloz 1995),
their observation by differential phase interferometry3 was con-
sidered (Akeson & Swain 1999; Petrov et al. 2001). Detection

3 Other interferometric techniques such as indirect detection by wide
angle astrometry (Shao & Colavita 1992; Colavita et al. 1998, 1999;
Delplancke 2008; Woillez et al. 2010) and direct detection by nulling
(Serabyn et al. 2012; Absil et al. 2006) have also been proposed and
explored, but were not developed here.

attempts based on the differential phase technique were carried
out at VLTI, with the near-infrared AMBER instrument (Mil-
lour et al. 2006; Vannier et al. 2006). In the mid-infrared specif-
ically, a first attempt was made with simultaneous MIDI and
AMBER observations (Matter et al. 2010). The goals were to
evaluate and calibrate the chromatic effects of air, strongly im-
pacting the mid-infrared domain, and to prepare the approach
for future MATISSE observations in this field. In addition, it
was realised at that time that parasitic light effects would in-
troduce biases affecting the planet signal measurement (Matter
et al. 2009); MATISSE was designed to prevent such parasitic
effects. The scientific requirements and conceptual study of MA-
TISSE were taking into account the exigent needs imposed by
high-contrast measurements on exoplanets (Lopez et al. 2014;
Wolf et al. 2016).

The first exoplanet detection by interferometry (GRAVITY
Collaboration et al. 2019) relied on a completely different ap-
proach. The GRAVITY instrument (GRAVITY Collaboration
et al. 2017), making use of the 2 ′′ delivered by VLTI, posi-
tions its single-mode fibres on a slightly off-axis planet for a first
coronographic effect on the host star, and uses the angular res-
olution of the interferometer to further isolate the coherent flux
of the planet from the star. This yields a star-to-planet astromet-
ric position and contrast spectrum. Drawing inspiration from this
GRAVITY success, the first results of exoplanet observations in
the mid-infrared at the VLTI were successfully achieved with the
narrow off-axis mode of GRA4MAT.

The high sensitivity potential of the off-axis fringe tracking
with GRA4MAT was demonstrated on the planet β Pictoris b
with MATISSE during the commissioning of the GRA4MAT
narrow off-axis mode, on the nights of November 8, 2022, and
February 3, 2023 (Prog. ID 60.A-9257). These observations
were motivated by an earlier observing Guaranteed Observing
Time proposal (‘Retrieving the β Pictoris b spectrum in L band’,
Prog. ID 110.23SJ), which was submitted to the ESO Observing
Program Committee in September 2022, but was not accepted
because the mode had not yet been implemented.

We selected the host star β Pictoris a as the fringe-tracking
guide star, and alternatively observed the host star and the planet,
at the offset predicted by whereistheplanet (Wang et al.
2021) which relies on orbitize! (Blunt et al. 2019) and the as-
trometric measurements of Lacour et al. (2021). Figure 9 shows
the fringes obtained on the planet position where the contribu-
tions of the L=8 mJy planet and of the star are nearly equiva-
lent. This corresponds to a 1000-fold attenuation factor for this
L=10.6 Jy host star at ∼540 mas (∼ 6λ/D at 3.5 µm). A pre-
liminary data reduction derived from the K-band GRAVITY ap-
proach of GRAVITY Collaboration et al. (2020) yielded a first
estimate of the planet spectrum. To check consistency with a de-
tection of β Pictoris b, we used species (Stolker et al. 2020)
to fit a grid of Drift-Phenix atmospheric models to a set of pho-
tometric and spectroscopic data available in the literature. We
then compared our preliminary L-band spectrum to this best fit,
extrapolated over the L band. We find that the two are in good
agreement, as illustrated in Fig. 9. A more detailed analysis and
interpretation of this observation will be presented in Houllé et
al. (in preparation).

5.2. Planned improvements

The performance of GRA4MAT will continue to improve due to
imminent changes to the VLTI infrastructure for the UTs. The
new GRAVITY+ Adaptive Optics (GPAO) for the VLTI/UT,
developed by the GRAVITY+ project (GRAVITY+ Collabora-
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Fig. 9. First observation of β Pictoris b with the narrow off-axis mode of GRA4MAT. Top Left: Superposition of the exoplanet fringes and host
star fringes leaking through the MATISSE pinhole. The six exoplanet fringe peaks are vertically aligned at zero group delay. The six host star
fringe peaks are at various group delay offsets, depending on the observation geometry. Top right: 2D power spectral density of the fringes shown
in top left panel. The central peak represents the total photometry. The six vertically aligned peaks correspond to the planet fringes at zero group
delay. The other six peaks correspond to the star at non-zero group delay. Bottom: Preliminary β Pictoris b spectrum (blue), compared to a model
Drift-Phenix model (black) and other adaptive optics and interferometric measurements.

tion et al. 2022a), will significantly enhance the behaviour of
GRA4MAT on the large telescopes. Expected in 2024, the natu-
ral guide star (NGS) mode will deliver significantly higher Strehl
on brighter objects and make the instrument much less sensitive
to degraded seeing conditions. We expect the fringe tracker oper-
ation to become fringe-jump-free on the UTs, just as it currently
is on the ATs. When the laser guide star (LGS) mode of GPAO
becomes available, good Strehl conditions will be obtained on
targets that are much fainter in the visible. The fringe tracking
limiting magnitude mismatch between ATs and UTs will then
be remedied. At a foreseen limiting magnitude of K=12.5 mag,
and virtually no limit on the adaptive optics (AO) tip-tilt star at
GAIA G=17 mag, GRA4MAT will be able to systematically ob-
serve red and faint targets, such as young stellar objects (YSOs)
and active galactic nuclei (AGNs).

We also expect that the higher and more stable Strehl de-
livered to the fringe tracker will make GRA4MAT compatible
with chopping on the UTs. This capability will enable the high-
precision visibility measurements, in medium resolution and

above, required for sensitive mid-infrared interferometric imag-
ing with the larger telescopes.

As explained in section 2.3, GRA4MAT uses the main VLTI
delay lines as common-path piston actuators, and is affected by
from a 50 µs latency penalty (see Fig. 3). This penalty will soon
be removed by using the beam compressor differential delay
lines (BCDDLs) recently installed by the GRAVITY+ project.
These additional common-path delay lines, primarily developed
as improved differential delay lines (DDLs) for GRAVITY wide
off-axis observations (GRAVITY+ Collaboration et al. 2022b),
provide the same level of performance as the TTP internal actu-
ators of the GRAVITY fringe tracker.

5.3. Possible future developments

At the time of writing this paper, with the exception of section
5.2, the GRA4MAT project at ESO was concluded. What follows
are possible developments that should be considered.

The optical path control strategy could be further improved
by including a continuous dispersion tracking capability in the
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fringe tracker. This would marginally improve the fringe contrast
on longer DITs and would also reduce fringe jumps observed
on nights with high water vapour content (column larger than
∼5 mm).

The GRA4MAT implementation could benefit from an addi-
tional fast piston actuator not in the common path, but exclusive
for MATISSE. With such a set-up, the GRAVITY fringe tracker
could send an open-loop feed-forward command, improving fur-
ther the OPD rejection at low frequencies. This control strat-
egy was prototyped (Lane & Colavita 2003) on the Palomar
Testbed Interferometer (Colavita et al. 1999) and operated with
the Keck Nuller (Colavita et al. 2010) on the Keck Interferom-
eter (Colavita et al. 2013). The benefit for MATISSE, a higher
and more stable fringe contrast, might not be as strong as for a
high-precision nulling instrument, for example NOTT (Defrère
et al. 2018).

GRA4MAT would also benefit from further developing the
MATISSE pipeline. Coherent integrations in post-processing
over durations well beyond the DITs are already possible in the
N band. In the LM bands, however, longer than 10 s coherent
integrations must be implemented, especially for observations
involving the more sensitive UTs. The β Pictoris b results shown
in Fig. 9 actually demonstrate that integrations beyond the DITs
are possible. Based on Fig. 6, the instantaneous coherent flux
S/N for this 8 mJy target is ∼ 2.5, whereas the contrast spectrum
derived from the combination of many DITs reaches a S/N of
∼ 80. We hope that one day MATISSE becomes capable of mea-
surements on targets virtually invisible in individual LM-band
DITs.

We believe that adding a wide off-axis capability to MA-
TISSE has a strong scientific potential. A MATISSE wide imple-
mentation would not require any new hardware developments.
The dual-field building blocks are already present at VLTI and
actively used by GRAVITY wide (GRAVITY+ Collaboration
et al. 2022b). MATISSE and the infrared tip-tilt sensor IRIS
can already receive the off-axis beams while keeping GRAV-
ITY on axis. MATISSE wide would just be an extension of the
GRA4MAT control software and the commissioning of a new
mode. Considering that the atmospheric turbulence retains co-
herence at larger off-axis distances in the mid-infrared, MA-
TISSE wide would drastically expand the MATISSE sky cov-
erage. We would then be able to start observation campaigns of
emblematic AGN and YSO science cases (see e.g. Boskri et al.
2021).

6. Conclusions

The GRAVITY fringe tracker is now used by both the GRAVITY
and MATISSE instruments. As a result, MATISSE saved costs
and benefited from the fringe tracking expertise developed by the
GRAVITY team. Likewise, GRAVITY benefited from a single
focus on its fringe tracker, avoiding dispersion and effort dupli-
cation. For example, MATISSE motivated the fringe jump con-
trol feature, which is also an added value for GRAVITY for high-
precision differential visibility across the K band. Therefore, se-
lecting one shared fringe tracker federated the teams around one
single project, and made it better for all. This illustrates the value
of a mutualisation strategy.

Thanks to GRA4MAT, MATISSE now delivers its predicted
performance. A summary is given in Table 4 of all the per-
formance improvements, and of the performance improvements
expected with the UTs, when GPAO becomes available in late
2024. A second wave of astrophysical MATISSE observations
involving sensitivity, spectroscopy, accuracy, and contrast are

now in progress; the associated publications are on their way.
The first narrow off-axis observations with MATISSE are open-
ing a new field of mid-infrared extrasolar planet observations
with VLTI (Houllé et al. 2024).

For the past 20 years, single-telescope instrumentation for
high angular resolution and high-contrast observations has been
unimaginable without the support of an AO system (Wizinowich
et al. 2000; Brandner et al. 2002). A similar revolution is
now happening for optical long-baseline interferometry. This
paradigm shift reveals itself clearly when comparing early inter-
ferometry reviews (Quirrenbach 2001; Monnier 2003) to more
recent ones (Eisenhauer et al. 2023). The interferometric instru-
ments, that used to focus on bright targets within the tight co-
herence limits of the atmosphere, cannot be conceived any more
without fringe tracking support. Initiated by the GRAVITY in-
strument (GRAVITY Collaboration et al. 2017), GRAVITY for
MATISSE has now completed this revolution for all modern
VLTI instruments.
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