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Abstract

We present the Variable Star PhasE Curve (VSPEC) Collection, a set of Python packages for simulating combined-light
spectroscopic observations of 3-dimensional exoplanet atmospheres in the presence of stellar variability and inhomogene-
ity. VSPEC uses the Planetary Spectrum Generator’s Global Emission Spectra (PSG/GlobES) application along with a
custom-built multi-component time-variable stellar model based on a user-defined grid of stellar photosphere models to
produce spectroscopic light curves of the planet-host system. VSPEC can be a useful tool for modeling observations of
exoplanets in transiting geometries (primary transit, secondary eclipse) as well as orbital phase curve measurements,
and is built in a modular and flexible configuration for easy adaptability to new stellar and planetary model inputs.
We additionally present a set of codes developed alongside the core VSPEC modules, including the stellar surface model
generator vspec-vsm, the stellar spectral grid interpolation code GridPolator, and a Python interface for PSG, libpypsg.

Keywords: Exoplanet Atmospheres, Stellar Variability, Spectroscopic Phase Curve, Open Source, Planetary Spectrum
Generator

1. Introduction

In the era of high-sensitivity transiting exoplanet char-
acterization missions such as the Hubble Space Telescope
(HST), the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST), and the
future Atmospheric Remote-sensing Infrared Exoplanet
Large-survey (ARIEL), spectral analysis of exoplanet at-
mospheres is increasingly sensitive to contamination due
to stellar inhomogeneities (e.g. spots, granulation) and
stochastic stellar variability (e.g. flares). As an example,
recent analysis of the JWST/NIRSpec transit of GJ 486b
by Moran et al. (2023) exposed a degeneracy between at-
mospheric absorption by water and water-rich spots on the
stellar surface, and similar effects were seen in the transit
spectrum of LHS 1140b (Cadieux et al., 2024) and many
other recent transit measurements with JWST (e.g., Lim
et al., 2023; May et al., 2023; Fournier-Tondreau et al.,
2024). This “transit light source effect” (TLS, Rackham
et al., 2018, see also Apai et al. (2018); Barclay et al.
(2021); Garcia et al. (2022); Barclay et al. (2023)) occurs
when the region of the stellar surface occulted by the tran-
siting planet is not representative of the disk-integrated
spectrum.

∗Corresponding Author
Email address: ted.johnson@unlv.edu (Ted M Johnson )

Stellar contamination may also cause errors in the ex-
traction of thermal phase curve spectroscopy if the stel-
lar spectrum changes significantly over the period of the
planet’s orbit; if the variations are non-linear, but only lin-
ear interpolation between subsequent secondary eclipses is
used to remove the stellar contribution, the resulting plan-
etary flux measurements will not be exclusively represen-
tative of the planet’s emission. This will be particularly
important for observations of planets around more vari-
able stars such as active M-stars or later-type evolved host
stars.

To adequately prepare for future observations and fu-
ture missions, it will be necessary to demonstrate meth-
ods to mitigate these effects. This task requires a flexi-
ble tool that combines models of exoplanet atmospheres
and stellar variability in a robust way. In this paper we
present the VSPEC (Variable Star PhasE Curve1) Collec-
tion, a collection of open-source Python 3 packages to sim-
ulate observations of exoplanet systems with variable host
stars. The VSPEC2 package itself is merely an interface that
pulls together a variable star surface model vspec-vsm3,

1https://github.com/orgs/VSPEC-collab/repositories
2https://github.com/VSPEC-collab/VSPEC
3https://github.com/VSPEC-collab/vspec-vsm
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a stellar spectra grid interpolation code Gridpolator4, and
a Python interface for the Planetary Spectrum Genera-
tor (PSG, Villanueva et al., 2018), libpypsg5. All of
these codes together allow VSPEC to account for 3D plane-
tary atmospheres, time-resolved effects of both planet and
star, multiple geometries including transit and secondary
eclipse, and realistic noise modeling.

In this paper we will describe the science motivation
behind all of these codes, the details of each package and
module in the VSPEC collection, and demonstrate examples
of their use. Section 2 describes VSPEC and goes into some
detail about setup, use, and the code’s internals. In Sec-
tion 3 we describe libpypsg as an interface for the Plan-
etary Spectrum Generator. Section 4 describes VSPEC’s
stellar model, vspec-vsm. We discuss the spectral model
interpolation code GridPolator in Section 5. Section 6 is
dedicated to the simple climate model that VSPEC uses to
produce realistic phase curves in the absence of a user-
supplied output file from a more sophisticated Global Cir-
culation Model (GCM). Section 7 demonstrates a few sim-
ple VSPEC use cases. Finally, in Section 8 we will discuss
the future of the code and issues it might have.

2. Using VSPEC

The typical flow of VSPEC’s code is shown in Figure 1, as
well as described in the following sections. It is generally
broken into four parts: i) read in the configuration, ii)
compute planetary spectra, iii) compute stellar spectra,
iv) analyze, with steps (i) and (iv) varying widely by use
case.

Most users of VSPEC will interact exclusively
with two classes: VSPEC.ObservationModel and
VSPEC.PhaseAnalyzer. The bulk of the work is done
by the ObservationModel class, as it reads in a user’s
inputs, runs the model, and writes output files. VSPEC

produces many output files, which themselves can be read
easily using tools such as Astropy (Astropy Collaboration
et al., 2013, 2018, 2022). However, the PhaseAnalyzer

class makes it easy to read them as an ensemble, as well as
quickly pull out portions of the data that are of interest.

Section 2.1 describes initializing the
ObservationModel. Section 2.2 describes com-
puting the planetary phase curve using the
ObservationModel.build planet() method. The
next step, calling ObservationModel.build spectra(),
recalls the data produced by PSG previously, but com-
bines it with a spectral model of a variable star, scaling
reflected light and noise appropriately. This step, along
with detailed descriptions of various substeps, is described
in Sections 2.3, 2.4, 2.5, and 2.6.

Use of the PhaseAnalyzer object is not described in de-
tail as it mostly acts as a container, but Section 7 includes

4https://github.com/VSPEC-collab/GridPolator
5https://github.com/tedjohnson12/libpypsg

many examples of its use. Additionally, the VSPEC docu-
mentation page6 contains detailed API documentation.

2.1. Configuring VSPEC

VSPEC configurations are designed to minimize human
errors by providing two equivalent formats. The first, a
file written in YAML, is optimized for human readability.
For example, the system section, which describes the re-
lationship between the observed planetary system and the
observer, could be written as shown in Listing 1.

1 system:

2 distance: 12.4 pc

3 inclination: 89.7 deg

4 phase_of_periastron: 0 deg

Listing 1: VSPEC YAML Configuration

Note that the units of each of these parameters is included
in a human-readable way. Internally, VSPEC casts each
of these parameters to an Astropy Quantity instance, so
that the user can input any desired value and unit com-
bination so long as the physical type is correct – i.e. it
would be equivalent to write 3.83e17 m as the value for
the distance parameter.
The second input method available is to directly ini-

tialize the Python object that VSPEC uses internally
to store its model parameters. The top-level object,
InternalParameters, is structured to mirror the YAML
input file, with one argument per YAML section. The
same configuration shown in Listing 1 would be written in
Python as shown in Listing 2.

1 from astropy import units as u

2 from VSPEC.params import *

3 params = InternalParameters(

4 ... # Other arguments

5 system=SystemParameters(

6 distance =12.4*u.pc ,

7 inclination =89.7*u.deg ,

8 phase_of_periastron =0*u.deg

9 )

10 )

Listing 2: VSPEC Python configuration

This is convenient for producing configurations program-
matically, for example for producing a grid of model phase
curves.

However the user decides to provide model parame-
ters, they are read into the main VSPEC object: the
ObservationModel. Upon initialization a local working
directory (by convention .vspec/) is created to store sim-
ulation outputs and intermediate files.

2.2. Planetary Phase Curve

VSPEC generates a phase curve when the
ObservationModel.build planet() method is called. It
does this though a series of API calls to the Planetary
Spectrum Generator (PSG Villanueva et al., 2018), using

6https://vspec-collab.github.io/VSPEC/
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Typical VSPEC Use Python Code
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Figure 1: Flowchart diagram outlining the typical workflow of a VSPEC simulation. Upper right: Processes representing the main VSPEC

stages alongside Python code snippets. Nearly all VSPEC use cases involve the code model.build planet(); model.build spectra(), though
the input file and the particulars of the analysis can be very different. Upper left: build planet() algorithm. This portion of the code is
responsible for interfacing with PSG (via libpypsg, see Section 3) to generate a phase curve. The decision labeled “Update GCM?” evaluates
to true when a time-dependent climate model is specified in the input file, or when the PSG configuration returned by the latest API call is
longer than 1500 lines, indicating that PSG should be reset. For convenience, the PSG GlobES application appends new configuration files to
those from previous API calls, but stops reading after 2000 lines for security reasons. Therefore, the internal configuration file must be reset
on occasion. Lower left: build spectra() algorithm. This portion of the code is responsible for adding stellar variability into our results.
We use the outputs from the build planet() step to create interpolator instances (implemented as GridPolator.Gridspectra objects, see
Section 5) for the time- and wavelength-dependent values of relevant quantities (e.g., thermal emission flux, transit depth, various types of
noise). We then step through each epoch in our time series and evaluate the variable star model (using vspec-vsm, see Section 4). We replace
the stellar spectrum from PSG with that of our model, scaling the noise appropriately. Finally, we evolve the star to the time of the next
observation. Lower right: Diagram key. Note that, in general, all the steps marked as GridPolator processes also involve vspec-vsm. §
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libpypsg (see Section 3) to interface with the API. Ini-
tially, configurations are sent that give PSG information
about the system that does not change with time – that
includes the 3D Global Circulation Model (GCM) and
instrument parameters. VSPEC then enters the main loop,
iterating through each observation epoch (e.g.integration
or combination of integrations) and making a pair of API
calls: one to get a combined light spectrum and one to get
the thermal flux only. Results from PSG in each epoch
are stored locally in the .fits format.

2.2.1. Phase Sampling

Making API calls to PSG can be computationally expen-
sive, especially when trying to resolve small structures in
the climate model. In order to reduce unnecessary calls to
PSG, the temporal sampling of the planetary spectrum is
independent of the stellar model/output sampling. When
computing the planetary flux in the output files, the raw
PSG output is interpolated and averaged over each time
step using the trapezoid integration rule. By default one
spectrum is computed with PSG at each interface sepa-
rating time steps; this eases the calculation of edge effects
between steps.

2.3. Stellar light curve

The last step is to replace the stellar spectra used
by PSG with VSPEC’s stellar model by calling the
ObservationModel.build spectra() method. In this
step VSPEC acts as a bridge between the stellar surface
model vspec-vsm (which models spatial changes to the
star with time, see Section 4) and a grid of pre-computed
stellar spectra (from the GridPolator package; see Section
5). The star is initialized and allowed to evolve for a user-
specified amount of time in order for spots and faculae to
approach growth-decay equilibrium (this is also called the
“burn in” phase). The star is then evolved at the out-
put cadence, generating a set of key-value pairs at each
epoch that describe the surface temperature and coverage
fractions of the portion of the stellar disk visible to the
observer. These Teffs and coverage fractions are fed into
GridPolator to produce composite stellar spectra.

2.4. Reflected light

VSPEC then produces a composite spectrum of the por-
tion of the star visible to the planet to accurately incorpo-
rate the time-dependent stellar flux into the reflected-light
spectrum. To compute the total reflected light in the out-
put files, VSPEC first divides the reflected light flux from
PSG by the PSG stellar model to obtain the apparent
albedo (I/F). This albedo is then multiplied by the com-
posite stellar spectrum (facing the planet) to obtain the
total reflected flux.

2.5. Simulated Noise

Alongside the planetary radiance files, PSG returns a
file giving the analytic noise estimate for each epoch bro-
ken down by source. We assume that the total noise is

the quadrature sum of its constituent parts and that the
source column (i.e. photon noise) is the only one affected
by replacing one stellar spectrum with the other. This
means the photon noise can be calculated:

Nphoton = Nphoton, PSG

√
F∗, VSPEC

F∗, PSG
(1)

where F∗ is the stellar flux. The total noise associated
with the integration is then

Ntot =
√
N2

photon +N2
detector +N2

telescope +Nbackground

(2)

2.6. Transit and Eclipse

Users must be careful when using VSPEC to simulate
transit and eclipse measurements because of the vast
timescale differences between those events and the typical
phase variations of a planet – a sparsely sampled phase
curve that happens to include one epoch of transit will
not adequately sample the light curve accurately during a
transit or eclipse because the interpolator knows no better
than to assume a linear interpolation scheme. It is recom-
mended that users use a high cadence for observations of
transits and eclipses so that each event will be sampled by
more than one point.

In the case of a transiting geometry, VSPEC computes
the spectrum of the occulted portion of the star in order
to properly simulate the transit light source effect (TLS
Rackham et al., 2018). This spectrum is the flux blocked
by the planet in the case that it is a solid occulting circle,
and therefore produces a flat transmission spectrum. The
effect of atmospheric transmission is added by comparing
the PSG-computed effective radius to a purely geometric
calculation of such a “bare-rock” transit depth:

Fλ = Frock,λ FPSG,λ

(
R∗

Rp

)2

(3)

where Fλ is the flux of the variable star surface occulted
by the planet with the atmosphere considered. Frock,λ is
the flux of the surface occulted by a bare rock with the
planet’s radius, FPSG,λ is the flux computed by PSG to be
lost due to occultation and transmission, and R∗ and Rp

are the stellar and planetary radii, respectively.

In the case of a total eclipse of the planet, the planetary
thermal and reflected contributions are set to zero flux.
However, in the case of a partial eclipse (large impact pa-
rameter), VSPEC computes the fraction of the planet that
is visible to the observer and reduces both thermal and
reflected flux accordingly. In this case VSPEC treats the
planet homogeneously; however, future work could utilize
PSG/GlobES’s ability to return a hypercube of spatially
resolved spectra in order to construct planetary spectra
only from regions of the planet that are not eclipsed.
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3. Interfacing with the Planetary Spectrum Gen-
erator via libpypsg

PSG7 (Villanueva et al., 2018) is a powerful radiative
transfer tool that is ubiquitous in the exoplanet and solar
system atmosphere fields. Either through its web graphi-
cal interface, its public API, or the local version available
through Docker, PSG allows users to simulate observations
of planets, comets, and moons with a variety of geometries
and realistic noise models.

1 import libpypsg

2 from astropy import units as u

3 from netCDF4 import Dataset

4

5 # This next line only needs to be run

6 # once per user.

7 # These settings are

8 # saved to ‘~/. libpypsg/settings.json ‘

9 libpypsg.settings.save_setting(

10 api_key=’my_api_key ’,

11 url=’https :// psg.gsfc.nasa.gov/api.php’

12 )

13

14 gcm_data = Dataset(’path/to/gcm.nc’)

15

16 cfg = libpypsg.cfg.PyConfig(

17 target=libpypsg.cfg.Target(

18 object=’Exoplanet ’,

19 name=’proxima -cen -b’

20 ...

21 ),

22 geometry=libpypsg.cfg.Observatory (...) ,

23 generator=libpypsg.cfg.Generator (...),

24 telescope=libpypsg.cfg.SingleTelescope (...)

25 noise=libpypsg.cfg.CCD (...)

26 gcm=libpypsg.globes.waccm_to_pygcm(

27 gcm_data , itime=0,

28 molecules =[’H2O’,’CO2’],

29 aerosols =[’Water ’,’WaterIce ’],

30 mean_molecular_mass =48.0)

31 )

32

33 caller = libpypsg.APICall(

34 cfg=cfg , app=’globes ’,

35 output_type=’rad’

36 )

37 response = caller ()

38 print(response.rad[’Wave/freq’,’proxima -cen -b’])

Listing 3: libpypsg Example Input

VSPEC uses a Python interface for the PSG API system
called libpypsg, which is a general stand-alone library
built for any Python-based API call to PSG. libpypsg
draws inspiration from object-relational mapping in frame-
works such as Django8 to encode a PSG configuration file
as a native Python object. Fields of a libpypsg data
model represent one or more lines of a configuration file,
and the two representations are interchangable without
loss of information. Upon creation of this configuration as
a PyConfig object, a user can create an APICall instance
which handles sending a request to PSG via Python’s

7https://psg.gsfc.nasa.gov/
8https://www.djangoproject.com/

requests9 package. This dedicated caller is useful be-
cause it reads a user’s settings (e.g. an API key or the
URL of the PSG API endpoint) from a file on their hard
drive. This makes it much simpler to publish code that
utilizes PSG because 1) it eliminates the danger of acci-
dentally publishing an API key, and 2) it means that users
can run the same code regardless of whether they have a
local installation of PSG.

1 Wave/freq proxima -cen -b

2 um W / (um m2)

3 ----------- -------------

4 1.0 1.81314e-20

5 1.02 3.1926e-20

6 1.0404 4.95983e-19

7 ... ...

8 16.97557767 7.54221e-20

9 17.31508922 7.49258e-20

10 17.66139101 7.35507e-20

11 Length = 146 rows

Listing 4: libpypsg Example Output

A powerful feature of libpypsg is that it provides a
universal interface for 3D atmosphere models and PSG’s
Global Emission Spectra (GlobES) application (Fauchez
et al. 2024, in prep; see also Kofman et al. 2024, ac-
cepted) GlobES expects 3D data to be presented in a
binary data format, and converting a model to this for-
mat is non-trivial. libpypsg’s PyGCM class provides a na-
tive Python representation of GlobES input, and includes
built-in methods for converting popular climate models
like ExoCAM (Wolf et al., 2022), the Whole Atmosphere
Community Climate Model (WACCM, Marsh et al., 2013),
and ExoPlaSim (Paradise et al., 2022) to the correct for-
mat.

Listing 3 shows a minimal example that uses libpypsg
to make a call to PSG/GlobES, with the output shown
in Listing 4. Here libpypsg converts a GCM output
from the netCDF format to a PyGCM, which, along with
data model classes like Target and Observatory, is used
as an argument to construct a PyConfig class instance.
This configuration object is then passed to an APICall in-
stance. When the API call is made, the contents of the
PyConfig are included in the body of the POST request in
the file field. PSG reads this the same as it would if we
had written those contents to a file config.txt and passed
the --data-urlencode file@config.txt option to cURL,
as are the instructions in the PSG handbook (Villanueva
et al., 2022, pp. 162-163). More details on use of this li-
brary including its API and examples can be found on the
libpypsg documentation page10.

4. Stellar Variability Model

The VSPEC stellar model is designed in a modular fash-
ion to allow for both simple and complex behaviors. The

9https://github.com/psf/requests
10https://tedjohnson12.github.io/libpypsg/
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model is available as the Python package vspec-vsm,
which is based on the earlier stellar spot model spotty
(Barclay et al., 2021). It is spectral-model agnostic, mean-
ing that it relies on another package (GridPolator, see Sec-
tion 5) to compute the actual variable spectra. Instead,
the surface model takes a pair of latitude and longitude
points as input and returns a dictionary {Teff : fTeff

} where
the keys Teff are the effective temperatures of each sur-
face component and the values fTeff

are the fraction of the
visible stellar disk with that effective temperature.

The main model class is the Star object, which de-
scribes bulk properties (e.g. radius, photospheric Teff ,
limb darkening parameters) in addition to acting as a con-
tainer for objects representing sources of variability such as
StarSpot, Facula, StelarFlare, and Granulation, which
are described below. For a complete description of the
code, including examples, see the vspec-vsm documenta-
tion page11.

4.1. Stellar Surface Grid

Sources of variability that exist as major structures on
the stellar surface (i.e. spots and faculae) are encoded as
deviations from the photospheric effective temperature on
a grid of points representing the stellar surface. Each time
the fractions of each surface component are calculated, the
grid is initialized with constant Teff . The code then iterates
through each spot and facula, replacing portions of the
grid with the effective temperatures that make up each
structure.

The simplest grid to build is one that is rectangular in
latitude and longitude, and in which the area that each
point represents decreases towards the poles. However,
this can lead to unnecessary spatial oversampling at the
poles, and may lead to poor resolution at the equator to
keep the total number of points from being excessively
high. To mitigate these problems, vspec-vsm supports a
“grid” generated using a Fibbonacci spiral to create a near-
isotropic distribution of points. This is especially useful
when simulating transits, giving optimal sampling at the
stellar equator. It is also useful for resolving small struc-
tures on the surface, as the number of points needed for a
given minimum resolution is greatly reduced.

4.2. Spots

Our star spot model is nearly entirely based on obser-
vations of the Sun. Sunspots can be resolved and are well-
studied, whereas spots on other stars (especially non-solar-
type stars) can only be observed indirectly. We there-
fore designed our spot model to mimic the behavior of
sunspots but with parameterized values for spot temper-
ature and lifetime that can be matched to observations
of other stellar types and ages. On the Sun, spots have
two regions shown in Figure 2: the dark, central umbra
and the lighter, surrounding penumbra (a detailed review

11https://vspec-vsm.readthedocs.io/en/latest/
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Figure 2: Top: The surface map of a star with spots. The star has
a photospheric temperature of 3300K, a penumbra temperature of
2700K, and an umbra temperature of 2500K. Bottom: An example
light curve of a spotted star. Flux variations are due to varying spot
coverage as a function of sub-observer point. Two rotational periods
are shown. §
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of sunspot behavior, including sizes and lifetimes, is de-
scribed in Solanki (2003)). The spot area as a function of
time is

A(t) =

{
A0 exp ((t− t0)/τ), if t ≤ t0
A0 −W (t− t0), if t > t0

}
(4)

where A0 is the maximum area reached, t0 is the time of
the maximum, τ is the exponential growth rate, and W is
the linear decay rate.

In addition to modeling the variability produced by a
population of spots, vspec-vsm contains utilities to pro-
duce those populations given some description. These pa-
rameters include the average spot area (lognormally dis-
tributed, Bogdan et al., 1988), Teff , growth and decay
rates, and the method for distributing spots on the surface.
These SpotGenerator objects are responsible for evolving
the spot population as the star ages. The number of spots
created in some interval ∆t is:

N(∆t) =
4πR2

∗fspot
Amean

∆t

τspot
(5)

where R∗ is the stellar radius, fspot is the fraction of
the surface covered by spots in growth-decay equilibrium,
Amean is the lifetime-averaged mean spot area, and τspot
is the spot lifetime, defined as:

τspot =
A0

W
− 1

τ
ln

(
Amin

A0

)
(6)

where Amin is the area given to each spot when it is ini-
tialized. There are also two modes to distribute spots on
the star’s surface. The first distributes them isotropically;
the second, modeled after analysis of spots on the Sun by
Mandal et al. (2017), concentrates the spot latitude around
±15◦.

4.3. Faculae

Faculae are magnetically-generated regions of the so-
lar surface that usually appear as bright points near the
limb; we employ the “hot wall” model (Spruit, 1976) where
faculae are described as three-dimensional pores in the
stellar surface with a hot, bright wall and a cool, dark
floor, as shown in Figure 3. Their three-dimensional struc-
ture causes faculae’s observational properties to change de-
pending on their angle from disk-center. Close to the limb,
the hot wall is visible to the observer, and faculae appear
as bright points; near the center, however, the cool floor
is exposed and faculae appear dark. To consider this ef-
fect in the faculae light curve, we compute the fraction of
each facula’s projected area – the area on the disk it would
occupy as seen by the observer – that is occupied by the
hot wall versus the cool floor. Mathematically, this is no
different from finding the area of the intersection of two
overlapping ellipses, and we use this conceptualization to
calculate the contributions of each portion, as described
below.

As shown in Figure 3, peering through the top of the
pore the observer can see a portion of the hot wall and a
portion of the cool floor. Consider an ellipse centered at
the origin with semimajor axis R and semiminor axis µR,
oriented so that the semimajor axis points along the y-axis.
Now consider a second, identical ellipse, displaced along
the x-axis by some amount 0 < d < µR. The intersection
of these two ellipses is the portion of the cool floor that
is visible, and the area of the second ellipse outside the
intersection is the portion of the hot wall that the observer
sees. We are not interested in the absolute areas of each
of these regions, only how they relate to the total ellipse
area πµR2, and so we can generalize to the case that µ = 1
(i.e. circles). This problem is solved for arbitrary circles
by Weisstein (2004); the details of their derivation are not
relevant to this text, but we use their result to create a
function f(d,R) that computes the fraction of a circle with
radius R and center (d, 0) that is inside the unit circle. For
a facula with radius r, wall height h, and angle from disk
center θ, we find that the effective area of the cool floor is:

Afloor

Atotal
= f

(
h

r
tan θ, 1

)
(7)

and for the hot wall it is:

Awall

Atotal
= 1− f

(
h

r
tan θ, 1

)
(8)

According to studies of solar faculae (Topka et al., 1997),
faculae temperatures (of both the floor and wall) are de-
pendent on the facula radius, while depth appears to be
constant. They also find that the smallest faculae have no
visible floor, and that even at disk center they appear as
bright points. We parameterize the floor temperature to
be

∆Teff,floor =

{
Not visible, if r < rmin

mfloor(r − rmin) + ∆Teff,floor,0, if r ≥ rmin

}
(9)

where r is the radius of the facula, rmin is the minimum
radius where the floor is visible, ∆Teff,floor,0 is the differ-
ence between the floor and photosphere Teffat rmin, and
mfloor is the slope of the relationship with units of [tem-
perature] [length]−1. Similarly, the wall temperature is
parameterized as

∆Teff,wall = mwallr +∆Teff,wall,0 (10)

where ∆Teff,wall,0 is the temperature of a zero-radius facula
and mwall is the slope of the radius-temperature relation-
ship with units of [temperature] [length]−1. These rela-
tionships can be defined by the user, for example setting
m = 0 for constant temperatures.

Facula lifetimes are defined as the time it takes its radius
to decay by e−2. Because faculae grow and decay exponen-
tially at the same rate, each facula spends one lifetime with
a radius greater than e−1 of its maximum. Each facula is
born and dies at a radius of e−2 of its maximum, effectively
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existing in the code for two lifetimes. Hovis-Afflerbach and
Pesnell (2022) suggest a typical facula lifetime to be on the
order of 6 hours, with a distribution that resembles a Pois-
son function; however we choose a log-normal distribution
for both lifetime and maximum radius because it does not
allow for these values to be 0. We choose to correlate
lifetime and radius so that they are determined by a nor-
malized random distribution - for each new facula, a value
is randomly drawn and determines both the facula lifetime
and maximum radius.

4.4. Flares

Flares are an important source of stellar variability on
short timescales. vspec-vsm’s flare light curve model is
based on the xoflares package (Barclay and Emilygilbert,
2020), which itself is based on empirically derived light
curve shapes from Davenport (2016). However, xoflares
is designed to fit light curves in a single spectral band, so
we add additional parameters to extend it to a multiwave-
length light curve. We completely describe a flare using
its temperature, total energy, full width at half maximum
(FWHM), and the time of its peak. We model a flare as
a hot, optically thin region above the photosphere that
produces a blackbody spectrum. In this model, the tem-
perature is constant, and the sharp rise and fall seen in
the light curve is caused by the region’s rapidly changing
area. This simplification allows the total flare energy E to
be used as a normalization factor:∫ ∞

−∞
Adt =

E

σT 4
(11)

where A is the time-dependent area of the flare region,
T is the constant flare temperature, and σ is the Stefan-
Boltzmann constant. This allows flare light curves to be
produced with a fixed bolometric luminosity. Because the
temperature is fixed, the relevant quantity for modeling
the flux of a flare in a given integration is the integrated
time-area

∫
Adt. These quantities are computed numer-

ically and fed to VSPEC along with T to produce spectra
with the appropriate absolute flux.

Before simulating an observation, VSPEC asks vspec-vsm
to pre-compute a population of flares based on a power-law
frequency-energy relationship based on Kepler and TESS
light curves (Gao et al., 2022):

log (f/[day]) = β + α log (E/[erg]) (12)

where f is the frequency of flares with energies ≥ E. We
compute the number of expected flares over a time dura-
tion and determine the number to create N by a random
Poisson draw. We then generate N flares with energies
determined by the quantile function:

E = Emin(1−X)1/α (13)

where Emin is the minimum considered flare energy and
X is a random number on the interval [0, 1). We set the
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Figure 3: “Hot Wall” model of faculae. Faculae structure causes
their contrast to be dependent on their distance from the center of
the disk. Top: Depiction of a facula on the limb of a star. The hot
wall is exposed to the observer causing the pore to appear bright.
At disk center, the cool floor is most visible. Bottom: The effects
of depression depth and viewing angle on facula brightness. The 3D
structure of faculae is most apparent when radius ∼ depth. A toy
flux model was used to demonstrate the shape of these curves, but
in practice their magnitudes depend on stellar spectral models. §
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Figure 4: Top: Generated flare frequencies compared to those ex-
pected from Gao et al. (2022), generated using a 10,000 day simula-
tion. The y-axis shows the frequency of flares with energies greater
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square root of the number of observed flares as this is a Poisson pro-
cess. Bottom: light curve of a star flaring with the same power-law
slope as the top panel, but the intercept (β) has been increased by
0.3 for visual effect. The mean flare temperature is 9000 K and the
mean FWHM is 3 hours. §

default values α = −0.829, β = 26.87 from Gao et al.
(2022), but these can be adjusted by the user. Figure 4
shows our simulation results compared to their power-law
values.

4.5. Granulation

Granulation is a source of stellar variability that arises
from convection near the surface of the star. The result is
a stellar surface that is not constant in temperature and
that changes on very short timescales. Hydrodynamic sim-
ulations of stellar atmospheres (e.g. Magic and Asplund,
2014) describe hot granules of rising gas surrounded by
cooler, sinking regions with a temperature a few percent
lower than the nominal value.

We model granulation as a global process, and its effects
are computed after the effects of spots and faculae. Of the
remaining “quiet” photosphere (i.e. the regions not cov-
ered in spots of faculae), a fraction is computed to be part
of the cool inter-granule surface; the surface coverage of the
cool region at any given time is computed by a Gaussian
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Figure 5: Effect of granulation on the light curve of a star. The
parameters chosen in this simulation mean that, on average, 10% of
the stellar surface is covered by the cool, inter-granule region with
a temperature 300K lower than the surrounding photosphere, and
that this coverage varies by about 1% on a timescale of 6 hours. §

process (GP) using the tinygp package (Foreman-Mackey
et al., 2024) following the methodology of Gordon et al.
(2020). The GP uses a custom kernel function based on
a power spectrum (Anderson et al., 1990; Kallinger et al.,
2014) to produce random changes in the granulation cov-
erage.

4.6. Transits & Limb Darkening

In the case of a transiting geometry, vspec-vsm is re-
sponsible for computing the properties of the portion of the
stellar disk that is occulted. It does this by first project-
ing every visible point (i.e. those for which µ > 0, µ is the
cosine of the angle from disk-center) orthographically onto
an x-y plane where the stellar disk is represented by the
unit circle. The planet, in this projection, is represented
by a circle centered at (a/R∗ sinϕ, a/R∗ cosϕ cos i) with
a radius of Rp/R∗, for semi-major axis a, stellar radius
R∗, planetary radius Rp, phase past midtransit ϕ, and
inclination i. It then iterates through each point on the
surface, computing the distance in projected coordinates
to the center of the occulting disk. Also, for each point, an
effective radius is calculated in the projected coordinates

reff = 2µ
√
Ω/(4π [sr]) (14)

where Ω is the solid angle of each point. Any point for
which the distance is less than Rp/R∗ + 2reff from the
occulting disk’s center is flagged as possibly interacting
with the planet. The majority of these points are com-
pletely covered by the planet, and those that are less than
Rp/R∗ − 2reff from the center of the occultation are im-
mediately marked as such. The remaining points – those
near the edge of the occultation – are subdivided into a
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Figure 6: Right: Transit light curves at 1 µm for a Lambertian (i.e. no limb darkening) star, one with significant limb darkening
(u1 = 0.5, u2 = 0.15, Espinoza and Jordán, 2015), and one with that same limb darkening law, but with the addition of spots. In each
case a 1 Re planet transits a 0.12 R⊙ (Teff = 3000 K) star with an observation cadence of 1 minute. Scattered points show the observation
with simulated noise, considering a single wavelength channel from JWST/NIRSpec G395H binned to a resolving power of 270 and a target
distance of 5 pc. Left: Stellar surface maps including translucent masks to show limb darkening and transit. The Lambertian star (top)
does not exhibit any limb darkening, and its disk has constant surface brightness. However, the limb-darkened stars (middle and bottom) are
much brighter at disk-center than near the limb. The dark circle on the leftmost limb of each star is the region occulted by the planet when
it is 0.7◦ from mid-transit. In the spotted star (bottom) the planet crosses over several spots as it moves from left to right. Note in the light
curves that while no spot is covered, the transit depth is larger, and the effective radius of the planet appears higher. However, when a spot
is crossed, the transit depth decreases dramatically. §
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100× 100 point meshgrid. A 2D numerical integral is per-
formed over this grid to compute the fraction of each point
that is inside the occulting disk.

When computing the disk-integrated flux (including flux
removed via a transit) the weight of each point is de-
termined by the geometric projected area as well as a
quadratic limb darkening law (see Espinoza and Jordán,
2015). We treat limb darkening as a weight factor on the
contribution of each point to the disk-integrated spectrum
that depends on µ. Points that are part of spots and fac-
ulae are treated the same as the photospheric points –
their respective weights are increased if they lie near the
center and decreased if they lie on the limb. This treat-
ment allows the user to specify two parameters u1 and u2

that describe the flux variation as a function of angle from
disk-center. A caveat of this method is that there is no de-
pendence on wavelength. A better treatment would vary
the temperature of the stellar model as a function of µ;
we simply apply a gray scaling factor to the flux. Figure 6
compares transit light curves for two different sets of limb
darkening parameters.

5. Stellar Spectral Grids
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Figure 7: Speed comparison between the JAX and SciPy implemen-
tations of the GridPolator interpolation backend. Both interpolators
use the builtin VSPEC grid, with Teffranging from 2800 to 3300K, and
wavelengths from 5-12 µm with R = 100. SciPy is most efficient for
a small number of evaluations, with a constant cost per call. For a
large number of evaluations, however, the speed gained via JAX’s
JIT compilation offsets the cost of performing that compilation. §

VSPEC utilizes a library of pre-computed stellar mod-
els for producing its multi-component composite stellar
spectrum; detailed stellar spectral models are computa-
tionally expensive to generate, so it is more efficient to
interpolate over a discretized grid. This interpolation is
handled by the VSPEC-related Python package GridPola-
tor, whose main class GridSpectra acts as a wrapper for
the SciPy (Virtanen et al., 2020) or JAX (Bradbury et al.,

2018) RegularGridInterpolator with a specialized API.
This setup accomodates spectral grids of arbitrary dimen-
sion, and treats the wavelength axis independently of the
other parameters so that each wavelength channel is in-
dependent. When a Gridspectra instance’s evaluate()
method is called, it creates a RegularGridInterpolator

instance for each wavelength channel, evaluates that inter-
polator, and then resamples the returned spectrum at the
requested wavelength points. In the case that the JAX im-
plementation is used, the portion of evaluate() that does
the interpolation is just-in-time (JIT) compiled to dramat-
ically improve performance on subsequent calls. Figure
7 compares the computational cost of JAX with that of
SciPy.

GridPolator grids can be built arbitrarily by the user,
but the package comes with a built-in custom grid of
PHOENIX stellar models (Allard et al., 1994; Hauschildt
et al., 1999; Husser et al., 2013) created specifically for
VSPEC. Each spectrum spans from 0.1 to 20 microns in
steps of 5×10−6 microns. The stellar atmospheres used to
create the spectra have solar metallicity and a log g of 5.0,
with effective temperatures ranging from 2300K to 3900K
in steps of 100K. This is the only grid currently supported
by VSPEC, with support for additional grids planned in fu-
ture releases. When the grid is initialized, GridPolator
looks for the relevant data files on the user’s local system.
If they are not present, then the files are downloaded and
stored in ~/.gridpolator/grids/.

Within this suite of codes, GridPolator has the added re-
sponsibility of binning spectra and producing wavelength
axes that match those output by PSG. Wavelength sam-
pling is done using a constant resolving power R = λ/∆λ.
The binning algorithm takes a pair of high-resolution flux
and wavelength arrays and resamples the flux to a lower-
resolution wavelength axis. PSG specifies the central
wavelength of each channel, and so this algorithm defines
bin edges to be λcen ± λcen/R.

6. Simplified Climate Model

VSPEC allows users to run simulations with any climate
model they desire (so long as it can be converted into the
libpypsg.PyGCM format) and even comes with utilities to
work with PSG/GlobES binary files, ExoCAM (Wolf et al.,
2022), WACCM (Marsh et al., 2013), and ExoPlaSim (Par-
adise et al., 2022) without any custom code from the user.

However, as a full global circulation model can take
days to months to converge, there are many cases where
a “quick and dirty” 3D climate model may be sufficient.
Built into VSPEC is such a “faux” climate model – one that
does not contain any of the circulation physics of the above
sophisticated codes, but instead constructs a 3D planetary
atmosphere in a fraction of a second from just a few pa-
rameters. Such a model can also be advantageous because
it is extremely predictable; a feature in the phase curve
can easily be traced back to the model parameters that
cause it.
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Figure 8: Example of a surface temperature map created by the
VSPEC GCM, using values for the solar flux equivalent to Earth, a
Bond albedo of 0.3, and ϵ = 2π. Notice that the hottest point is
offset from the sub-stellar point due to thermal inertia. §

The VSPEC GCM centers around a 2D temperature map
of the planet’s surface. Based on Cowan and Agol (2011),
this map is determined exclusively by the incident flux
from the star (parameterized by the host Teff and radius,
and the planet’s semimajor axis and Bond albedo) and the
unitless thermal redistribution efficiency ϵ. This efficiency
is 0 for a planet that re-radiates instantly and ≫ 1 for an
atmosphere that efficiently redistributes heat to its night
side. Figure 8 shows a temperature map example for an
Earth-like planet with ϵ = 2π. These temperature maps
are validated by the energy balance of the planet; VSPEC
computes the incident and emergent flux across the planet
and issues a warning if they are not in agreement.

To compute the surface temperature we first compute
the temperature at the equator as a function of longitude.
This is done by integrating Cowan and Agol (2011) Equa-
tion (10).

dT̃

dΦ
=

1

ϵ
(max (cosΦ, 0)− T̃ 4) (15)

Where T̃ is the dimensionless temperature defined as
T/T0, or the temperature normalized by a local fiducial
value. Φ is the angle from the substellar point, so we
numerically integrate it from −π to π using one of sev-
eral different schemes depending on the value of ϵ. For
0 < ϵ < 1 we adopt a reflecting initial value problem
(IVP) scheme, where we set T̃ = 1 at Φ = π, integrate
to −π, then use the last value as the initial value for an
integration from −π to π. Note that for extremely small
values of ϵ (e.g. 10−6), the integration is slow, and will fail
if ϵ = 0; we recommended a lower limit of ϵ = 10−4. When
1 ≤ ϵ < 10 we solve the integral using a boundary value
problem (BVP) scheme. For each of these two methods
we employ the SciPy (Virtanen et al., 2020) implementa-
tion: solve ivp(), employing a 5th order Runga-Kutta

scheme (Dormand and Prince, 1980) and solve bvp(),
based on an earlier MATLAB implementation (Kierzenka
and Shampine, 2001), respectively. When ϵ ≥ 10 it is more
efficient to use the analytic approximation given by Equa-
tion (A2) in Cowan and Agol (2011). In Figure 9 we show
results for several different values of ϵ.

6.1. Extending to 3 Dimensions

The treatment by Cowan and Agol (2011) includes no
mixing in the latitudinal direction, nor a vertical temper-
ature profile. To allow for variations in pressure and incli-
nation, we augment their treatment with several simple
approximations for latitudinal and vertical temperature
variations. However, it should be noted that these as-
sumptions produce a discontinuity at the poles, which is
non-physical. A more physically-motivated model of lat-
itudinal mixing (e.g., including a diffusion parameter in
the heat transport equation) would avoid this caveat, but
would also be more expensive to produce.

We add a parameter α that is defined by the ratio be-
tween the polar temperature and the equatorial tempera-
ture at any given longitude. We define f(λ;α) to be the
temperature as a function of latitude λ at an arbitrary lon-
gitude; therefore if the surface is in equilibrium, the energy
balance requires the outgoing energy flux to be indepen-
dent of α:

Eout = σ

∫ π/2

0

f(λ;α)4 cosλ dλ (16)

where Eout is the outbound energy flux of an infinitesimal
sliver of differential longitude. In the case of α = 0 (i.e. no
mixing) we can treat each latitude value independently, so
the equilibrium temperature is

f(λ; 0) = f(0; 0) cos1/4 λ (17)

where f(0; 0) is the previously computed temperature at
the equator (see Figure 9). Plugging this into Equation
(16), we see

Eout = σ
∫ π/2

0
(f(0; 0) cos1/4 λ)4 cosλ dλ

= σf4(0; 0)
∫ π/2

0
cos2 λ dλ

= π
4σf

4(0; 0)

(18)

If instead we let f(λ; 1) be a constant function where
the equator and pole have equal temperatures, then

Eout = σ
∫ π/2

0
f(λ; 1)4 cosλ dλ

= σf4(0; 1)
∫ π/2

0
cosλ dλ

= σf4(0; 1)

(19)

We calculate f(0, 1) by setting Equations (18 & 19)
equal to find

f(0; 1) =
(π
4

)1/4

f(0; 0) ≈ 0.94 f(0; 0) (20)
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Figure 9: Top: Reproduction of Cowan and Agol (2011) Figure
1 using the methods described in the text. These curves show the
dimensionless temperature at the equator of a planet as a function
of angle from substellar point Φ for thermal inertia ϵ. Note that the
ϵ = 0 curve in the original figure is replaced with ϵ = 10−4 (see
explanation in the text), and we do not include additional curves for
mid-latitudes as in the original figure. As ϵ increases, heat is moved
from the dayside onto the nightside and the temperature maximum
shifts away from the substellar point. Bottom: Relative surface
temperature as a function of latitude λ for varying latitudinal mixing
parameter α. A value of 1 means the equatorial temperature, as
computed in the upper panel. Without mixing (α = 0), heat is
concentrated at the equator. However, as α increases, the equator
cools and heat is redistributed towards the poles. §
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Figure 10: The results from our spotted transit experiment. We
find that the addition of spots to a star’s surface can produce spec-
tral features in what would otherwise be a flat transit spectrum due
to a lack of atmosphere or other mitigating issues such as planetary
aerosols. These features mimic those that would be produced due to
molecular absorption in a planetary atmosphere. This is in agree-
ment with the results of Moran et al. (2023). §

We can now write a general parameterization for the
temperature as a function of latitude

f(λ;α) = f(0; 0)
(
α
π

4
+ (1− α) cosλ

)1/4

(21)

Combining Equation (21) with the numerically-
computed equatorial temperatures yields a 2D tempera-
ture map that covers the surface of the planet. We con-
struct a 3D atmosphere on top of this surface assuming the
atmosphere is adiabatic with index γ. The user supplies
both the adiabatic index and the surface pressure Psurf .
The temperature at some altitude z is given by

Tz = Tsurf

(
Pz

Psurf

)1− 1
γ

(22)

Prescribing the temperature profile via Equation (22)
is, of course, an oversimplification. The profile does not
consider the energy transport between layers of the atmo-
sphere, and will violate the energy balance of the planet.
We emphasize that this model is meant to approximate an
atmosphere quickly, not be a self-consistent climate model.

Finally, we populate our atmosphere with molecules.
The user specifies the species and abundance, and the at-
mosphere is filled accordingly with a constant molecular
suite.

7. Examples

7.1. Transit of a spotted star

In this section we will simulate the transit of a
atmosphere-less occulting disk across a spotted star to
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demonstrate how an inhomogeneous stellar surface can
lead to a false atmospheric signal – a phenomenon known
as the “transit light source effect” (Rackham et al., 2018).

During primary transit of a planet with an atmosphere,
the atmosphere is illuminated by the portion of the star
directly behind the planet. Ideally, the depth of the transit
should be measured with respect to the spectrum of the re-
gion of the stellar surface covered by the planet. However,
the disk-integrated stellar spectrum (as measured before
an after the transit) is used as the baseline. In the case that
the stellar surface is not homogeneous, the transit signal is
modulated by the uncorrected stellar inhomogeneities. In
this example, we will reproduce the TLS results by Moran
et al. (2023), who contended with this degeneracy with
JWST/NIRSpec observations during a transit of super-
Earth GJ 486b.

Whenever possible, we draw parameter values from
Moran et al. (2023) and the NExScI rchive12. We use the
JWST NIRSpec/G395H instrument setup from PSG with
an observing time of 3.53 hours with an 8 minute cadence
to match Moran et al. (2023), but set R = 200 to account
for the resolution of their reduction. For simplicity, we do
not include limb darkening or stellar rotation.

We performed two VSPEC simulations based on the two
scenarios described in Moran et al. (2023):

1. 1 bar H2O isothermal atmosphere, no spots.

2. No atmosphere, 2.5% coverage by 2700 K spots

In Case 1 we expect to see an absorption spectrum char-
acteristic of H2O. Case 2 is more complicated, though
in the absence of spots we would expect a flat spectrum.
Note also that we disabled H2O-H2O collision-induced ab-
sorption (CIA) for these simulations because the effect
was not considered in the original analysis of GJ 486b.
This is a simplified and highly controlled experiment, so
there is no need to use standard transit light curve fitting
techniques. We are able to compute the transit depth as
(fpre − ftr)/fpre, where fpre is the total spectrum before
the transit, at an epoch chosen by visual inspection, and
ftr is the total spectrum during the transit, again chosen
by visual inspection. A light curve fitting code would be
needed if we had introduced stellar rotation or limb dark-
ening.

We find that, as expected, the addition of spots changes
the transit depth in a way that depends on wavelength –
mimicking light that would be lost to absorbers in a plane-
tary atmosphere. Figure 10 shows us that, in this case, we
observe false absorption signals; this is due to a temporary
increase in the spotted fraction of the surface relative to
the quiet photosphere. However, if a spot was blocked by
the planet we might see similar features inverted to mimic
emission.
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Figure 11: A simulation of a MIRI phase curve for GJ 1214b,
binned by wavelength; compare to real data published by Kempton
et al. (2023)(Extended Data Figure 1). While the addition of stellar
variability does have a visible effect on the light curve, it is much
smaller than the thermal emission produced by the exoplanet. §
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7.2. Phase Curve

Analysis of JWST MIRI-LRS phase curves of GJ 1214b
by Kempton et al. (2023) did not consider stellar con-
tamination because of the slow rotation rate of the host
star (approximately 1/80th the orbital frequency, Cloutier
et al., 2021). In this example, we simulate these observa-
tions using VSPEC and determine whether this is a reason-
able assumption.

We initialized VSPEC to simulate an observation of the
system using the same instrument setup and observation
parameters as Kempton et al. (2023). We used stellar
and planetary parameters from the NExScI Exoplanet
Archive13. The VSPEC GCM (see Section 6) used has a
thermal inertia of ϵ = 6 and a 1 bar CO2 atmosphere, ap-
propriate for a high-metallicity CO2-rich atmosphere sce-
nario.

We initialized two stellar models: one with nothing more
than a 3250 K surface, and another with 20% coverage by
2700 K spots. After running the VSPEC simulations, we
binned the simulated data into 0.5 µm wavelength chan-
nels and normalized each channel to the two eclipses, simi-
lar to standard data analysis techniques; this assumes that
the star behaves linearly between eclipse measurements
and therefore attributes any deviation to the planet.

We show in Figure 11 that the stellar properties assumed
in this example do not generate enough contamination to
significantly change the observed phase curve of GJ 1214b.
At worst (i.e. near transit), the observed spectrum varies
by 50 ppm due to stellar contamination – compared to the
700 ppm relative flux of the planet at 8.5µm.

Similar studies could be done to assess the potential
for stellar contamination in other exoplanetary systems
in order to judge fitness as a target; in particular, faster
stellar rotation should produce much larger contamination
signals that may approach or dwarf the planetary signal.

8. Conclusion

We present a suite of codes to model observations of
exoplanets with 3D atmospheres orbiting variable stars.
The main package, VSPEC, produces combined-light phase
curves by interfacing with an ensemble of support packages
whose responsibilities range from grid interpolation to in-
terfacing with PSG. These codes are all open-source and
available to the public on GitHub and the Python Package
Index (PyPI).

While all of these codes are stable, development is on-
going. Future work on VSPEC will focus on improving per-
formance so that it can be used to produce phase-curve
grids for retrievals. In general, a phase curve retrieval will
not require the stellar portion of VSPEC’s output, and if

12https://exoplanetarchive.ipac.caltech.edu/overview/

GJ486b
13https://exoplanetarchive.ipac.caltech.edu/overview/

GJ1214b

there is no need for both thermal and reflected spectra,
then only one PSG calculation is required per epoch. This
could reduce VSPEC’s computational cost by approximately
a factor of 4 purely by skipping unnecessary steps.

A future goal of vspec-vsm development should be to
create a common API for externally-developed physics-
based variable star surface models, so that VSPEC can
interface with those models as well. GridPolator is cur-
rently in the process of adding support for more built-in
stellar grids, which are more complex and cover a larger
range of spectral types than the current VSPEC grid. How-
ever, as the size of these grids grows, it becomes less ef-
ficient to build the grid prior to each run. Future ver-
sions will support caching of grids locally using standard
Python object serialization libraries such as pickle14.
This method would allow interpolator-oriented Python ob-
jects to be recalled nearly instantly (limited by hard drive
read-write speeds) rather than the expensive process of
re-initialization.
libpypsg has the most to offer the exoplanet community

as a stand-alone package, but currently lacks support for
much of the data that PSG is capable of producing. Its
development so far has focused around the VSPEC use case,
so future work will center around making it more useful to
the majority of PSG users.
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Stansby, D., Streicher, O., Šumak, J., Swinbank, J.D., Taranu,
D.S., Tewary, N., Tremblay, G.R., de Val-Borro, M., Van Kooten,
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H.M., Lim, P.L., Crawford, S.M., Conseil, S., Shupe, D.L., Craig,
M.W., Dencheva, N., Ginsburg, A., VanderPlas, J.T., Bradley,
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C., Masson, C., Häggström, C., Fitzgerald, C., Nicholson, D.A.,
Hagen, D.R., Pasechnik, D.V., Olivetti, E., Martin, E., Wieser,
E., Silva, F., Lenders, F., Wilhelm, F., Young, G., Price, G.A.,
Ingold, G.L., Allen, G.E., Lee, G.R., Audren, H., Probst, I.,
Dietrich, J.P., Silterra, J., Webber, J.T., Slavič, J., Nothman,
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