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In the past decade, hundreds of asteroid shape models have degived using the
lightcurve inversion method. At the same time, a new frantkwaf 3-D shape modeling
based on the combined analysis of widely different datacgsusuch as optical lightcurves,
disk-resolved images, stellar occultation timings, mmftared thermal radiometry, optical
interferometry, and radar delay-Doppler data, has beeeloged. This multi-data approach
allows the determination of most of the physical and surfaoperties of asteroids in a single,
coherent inversion, with spectacular results. We reviesvrtiain results of asteroid lightcurve
inversion and also recent advances in multi-data modelMg show that models based on
remote sensing data were confirmed by spacecraft encouwmittrasteroids, and we discuss
how the multiplication of highly detailed 3-D models will lpeto refine our general knowledge
of the asteroid population. The physical and surface ptmzeof asteroids, i.e., their spin, 3-D
shape, density, thermal inertia, surface roughness, aom@ihe least known of all asteroid
properties. Apart for the albedo and diameter, we have adoethe whole picture for only a
few hundreds of asteroids. These quantities are nevesthekry important to understand as
they affect the non-gravitational Yarkovsky effect resgibte for meteorite delivery to Earth, or
the bulk composition and internal structure of asteroids.

1. INTRODUCTION tant data source of the modeling, the main progress in this

The determinati t asteroid phvsical fies | field sinceAsteroids Illhas been the addition @omple-
€ determination of asteroid pnysical properties 1 aﬂ1entary data sourcedlany of these data sources aligk-

essential part of the co_mplex process of revgaling the eatL\resolvedthus containing much more information than disk-
of the asteroid population. In many cases, this procesissta]lrn,[egralted data. This shift in paradigm — using photome-

with obtaining ObSGrV"?‘“O_“a' d_ata,_ continues with cregatintp/ not alone but simultaneously with complementary data
a mod_el of the aster0|d_ (|.e:, Its size, 3-D shape, and SPM\vas mentioned in the last paragraph of Asteroids IlI
state, in the first approximation), and ends with mterp@ﬂ chapter as fferhaps the most interesting future prospect
new facts based on the model or a set of these. In this SeNSEH we are now at this stage. In the following, we wil

modeling is a crucial m|d-_ste_p_between obse_rvatlons aNyiew all data types suitable for inversion, their sources
theory. Results based on individual well-studied asteroi ncertainties, and how they can be used in modeling
can be generalized tq o_ther members of the popula’Fion. 2" When des’cribing the methods of data inversion and the
the other hand: a statistically large ;ample of asteroitts wi results obtained by these methods, it is also important to
!<nown properties can reveal phyS|_caI effects that play agmphasize caveats, ambiguities, and possible sources of er
'mﬁ’ofh"’?”‘ rr?le tfor the wflllotl)e .f)dopulgflon. tent of thet rors. Although the description of what can be obtained from
n this chapter, we il build on the content o € different data sources is exciting, the knowledge of what
cannot, i.e., what are limitations of our data sets, is of the

oids Il chapter byKaasalainen et &1(2002a) about aster-
oid models reconstructed frodisk-integratecbhotometry. same importance. Omitting this may lead to over interpre-

Although visual photometry still remains the most IMPOr+.ion of results.
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This chapter is structured as follows. First we reviewor other transfer function of the image field. For interfer-
the main principles of the multimodal inverse problem irometry, it is typically the Fourier transform kernel. In fac
Sect[2. Then, in Sedt] 3, we discuss each data type athé reconstruction process works efficiently by taking the
their contribution to model characteristics and detaits] a Fourier transform of any image type rather than using the
we describe some extensions of the predominant model. dmiginal pixels Wiikinkoski and Kaasalaingn2014). For
Sect[%, we discuss the main results based on lightcurve ilightcurves,f = 1 (and¢ is irrelevant,p(¢) is constant).
version and multimodal asteroid reconstruction. We coriFhe surface albedo is usually assumed to be constant, al-
clude with prospects for the future in Sddt. 5. though its variegation can be included$hby the param-

etersL if there are high-quality disk-resolved data. In the
2. THEORETICAL ASPECTS OF INVERSIONAND  case of lightcurves only, we can get an indication of non-

DATA FUSION uniform albedo and compensate for this with a (non-unique)

Asteroid physical model reconstruction from muli-SPOt model!((aasalglnen et &]12001).
modal data is, by its nature, a mathematical inverse prob- The multimodal inverse problem can be expressed as fol-

lem. It is ill-posed: i.e., the uniqueness and stabilitypero Ipws. Let us choose as goodness-of-fit measures some func-

erties of the solution are usually not very good unless thPNsdi. i 5 L,...,n, ofn data modalities. Typically is
data are supported by a number of prior constraints. Fuji€ usuak”-fit form betweernpuoqe andpops. Our task is
thermore, it is not sufficient just to fit some model to thd© construct a joindso with weighting for each data mode:
data numerically and try to probe the solution space with n

some scheme. Although there are more approaches to the: (P, D) = 01(P, D1)+Z Ai10i(P,D;), D ={D;},
problem of asteroid shape reconstruction, they are usually =2

dealing with only one data type and we mention them in the , i (3)
next section. Here, we describe the problem in a gener\ﬁpgreDi denotes th? data from the Soum@‘%—l is the
way in the framework ofjeneralized projectionsour data weight of the source, and P = {1, R’L} IS Fhe set_
are various 1-D or 2-D projection types of a 3-D model, an8f mo_dgl parameter yalues. _The best-ﬁt_result is qbtalned
understanding the fundamental mathematical properties BY MiNIMIzing dc; with nonlinear techniques, typically
the inverse projection mapping is essential. This includdsSvenberg-Marquardt for efficient convergence. Regular-
a number of theorems on unigueness, information conteffation functions-(P) can be added to the sum; these con-

and stability propertiesK@asalainen and Lamber@006; strain, for instar_lcg, the smoothness of the surfgcg to sup-
Kaasalainen2011Viikinkoski and Kaasalainef2014). press large variations at small scales, the deviation from

Let the projection poing, in the image plane (plane- principal-axis rotation to force the model to rotate around

of-sky or range-Doppler) of the point, on the body be the shor_tes_t inertia axis (assuming uniform (je_nsity),_ or
mapped by the matrid: & = Ax. Define the sef(¢) the gravitational slope, etclK&asalainen and Viikinkoski

for any¢ as 2012). . o .
The modality (and regularization) weights are deter-

Z(€) = {x|g(&, x; R, t) h(x; M, R, t) = 1}, (1) mined using the maximum compatibility estimate (MCE)
principle (Kaasalainen2011/Kaasalainen and Viikinkoski
2012). This yields well-defined unique values that are, in
essence, the best compromise between the different data
sets that often tend to draw the solution in different direc-
tions. Moreover, MCE values of weighting parameters are
objective, not dependent on users choice, although their
Yalues are usually close to those determined subjectively
and finite. The number of elementsiii¢) is at most one baged on experi_ence. Plotting various choicgs of wgights
r%yp|cally results in an L-shaped curve shown in Fify. 1; the

for plane-of-sky projections (each point on the Pro;ectm est solution is at the corner of the curve. In this way, the
corresponds to at most one point of the asteroid’s surface . . .
f8construction from complementary data sources is possi-

forrange-Doppler, it can be more (more points on astermd@]e even if no single data mode is sufficient for modeling
surface can have the same distance to the observer and i (()ene

same relative radial velocity). Generalized projectioms,

all the data modes presented in SEEt. 3, can now be pre- For practical computations, the surface is rendered
) : ' ) as a polyhedron, and and h are computed accord-
sented as scalar valug§) in the image field:

ingly with ray-tracing IKaasalainen et &).2001). Rather
than using each vertex as a free parameter, the surface
can be represented in a more compact form with spheri-
cal harmonics series (for starlike or octantoid; i.e., gen-
where L denotes the luminosity parameters (for scatteringralized starlike, shapes) or subdivision control points
or thermal properties), and the luminosity function is de{Kaasalainen and Viikinkosk2012 Viikinkoski et al,2015).
noted byS. The functionf is the point-spread, pixellation, Theseshape supportare essential for convergence: they

where we have explicitly shown the timeand the ad-
justable parameterd/ for the shape an& for the rotation.
The projection point functiop(&,x) = 1if A(R,t)x =&,
andg = 0 otherwise. The ray-tracing functidn= 1 if x is
visible (for occultation, thermal, and radar data), orisi
and illuminated (for disk-resolved imaging and photometr
in the optical); otherwisé = 0. The setZ(&) is numerable

st = [ e ¥ SeM AL @

x€Z(n)
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Fig. 1.— The level of fit for lightcurves and occultation data

for different weighting between the two data types. Theropth Fig. 2.—Mode| .Of (41) Daphnfe reconsFrL.Jgted from lightcurves

weight is around the “corner” of the L-curve. Each dot corre-and adgptlve-optlcs images using subdivision §urfac¢3 élqd

sponds to an inversion with a different weight octantoids (bottom). The general shape remains stable, ieve
small-scale features slightly change.

allow flexible modifications of the surface with a moderate .

number of parameters while not getting stuck in local mins25€S of t_hls. as they are samples of the bognda}ry con-
ima or over-emphasizing the role of regularization funasio tour).  This is very advantageogs when c_onS|der|ng_the
when searching for the best-fit solution. Each shape su fiect of model errqrs_ n Ium|r_10_5|ty properties (scattgrin
port has its own characteristic way of representing glob r thermal models): it 1S sufﬂment_ to have a reasonable
and local features. For example, the octantoid parametriz odel, and the result is not sensitive to the parameters

tion . Thus, for example, Atacama Large Millimeter Array
data can be used for efficient reconstruction even with
z(0, ) = e*(®:2) sin 6 cos ¢, a very approximate semianalytical Fourier-series thermal
x(0,0) =4 y(0,p) = e¥0)H00:9)ginhgin g, model — more detailed models have hardly any effect on
2(0,0) = e(0:9)+c(0.9) co5 6, the shape solution (Se€f._ BMijkinkoski and Kaasalainen

(4) |2014)Viikinkoski et al,2015).
whereaq, b, andc are linear combinations of the (real) spher-
ical harmonic function¥;™ (6, ¢), with coefficients{a;, }, 3. DATA AND MODELING

{bum}, and{ci, }, respectively, is easy to regularize glob-  \we describe all data types that can be used, the way of
ally while retaining the ability to produce local detailshd collecting the data, their accuracy, typical number ofraste

coordinategf, ¢), 0 < ¢ < m, 0 < ¢ < 2w, parametrize igs for which the data exist, and expectations for the fu-

the surface on the unit sphef€ but do not represent any yyre. We also discuss a typical result of inversion — what

physical directions such as polar coordinates. is the resolution of the model and how many targets can be
This inverse problem is a typical example of a casg,qdeled (TablglL).

where model and systematic errors dominate over random

measurement errors. Thus the stability and error estim&:1. Photometry

tion of the solu_tion are best examined by using different Disk-integrated photometry is, and will always be, the
model_typ_es (Figl12). In the case of shape, for examplgnost abundant source of data, because it is available for
the reliability of the features on the solution can be CthkeessentiaIIy every single known asteroid. Because aster-
by comparing Fhe results c_)btamed_ V.V'Fh t.W.O or more sha id brightness periodically changes with its rotation- fre
supports (starlike, octantoid, subdivisidfikinkoski et al, quency analysis of asteroid lightcurves provides asteoid
b = .

ﬁAOl")' ('Eh|s| yields better eﬁnmatles_than,_e.g., Mar(l;ovrcha ation periods — the basic physical property derivable from

ﬁonte ‘?‘Lp seq_uerlwces td alt only investigate random errgf, o regolved photometry. The regularly updated Asteroid
effects W'.t In a single model type. . Lightcurve Database adfvarner et al.(2009) available at

. A particular featgre of the model reconst_rucuon fromhttp://www.minorplanet.info/ lightcurvedatabase.htndw
disk-resolved data is that the result is dominated by th(‘?ontains rotation periods and other physical parameters fo

target image boundaries rather than the pixel brighmeﬁ?most 7000 objects, for about half of them their rotation

dr:str_lb;mon \.N'th'.n the t‘?‘rggt_ |mzr:]lge._ ':'h|s IS beca;]gs eriod is secure and unambiguous. The role of amateur as-
the information is contained in the pixel contrast w 'Yronomers in this field is traditionally strong, getting ave

is the largest on the boundary (occultations are special
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stronger with increasing level of their technical and soft , 2 —

ware equipment. Hundreds of asteroid lightcurves are pu 4 ' . . ‘ : ¢
lished quarterly in the Minor Planet Bulletin; most of them%lf’; ! ! : 3 "

are then archived in the Asteroid Light Curve Databasg | g‘ : i & P B

at the Minor Planet Center sitéhtfp:/mpc.cfa.harvard. % 1": ¢ PR S H é_ K |
edu//lightcurve2/lightcurve.php in the ALCDEF stan- & . AL it H

dard Warner et al, 12011). The efficiency of lightcurve 1098 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010

production can be increased by dedicated wide-field phot -- Epoch
metric surveysilasiero et al,2009jPolishook et al 2012, 4 2 s
for example), although the period determination from uné 15l ’,,;:::..
dersampled lightcurves is often ambiguoltafris etal, 2 | * -.:--‘.,.‘:'-._.:,. .
2012). e ol TR,
For period determination, a single lightcurve cover-% Tt - "“5"."}"." 5 X
ing the full rotation is sufficient. However, a set of such sl , , St ‘,".3 i , )
lightcurves observed at different geometries (asteroid i 0 5 10 15 20 25 30

. . . . . Phase angle [de
luminated and seen from various directions) is needed *-- ole [deg]

reconstruct the shape and spin state of an asteroid. T
lightcurve inversionmethod oflKaasalainen and Torppa

(2001); Kaasalainen et al.(2001) was already reviewed
in Asteroids lll (Kaasalainen et &).2002a). Since then,

the method has been widely used and hundreds of asti &
oid models have been derived. They are publicly avail® o5t . . . . . ;
able at the Database of Asteroid Models from Inver 0 5 10 ase a1n5g|e [deg]20 25 30
sion Techniques (DAMIT,http://astro.troja.mff.cuni.cz/

projects/asteroids3p The reliability of the method was Fig. 3.—Sparse-in-time photometry of (21) Lutetia obtained at
proved by comparing its results with independent data suehs Naval Observatory plotted as a function of time (top) amaise

as laboratory asteroid modeKdasalainen et a).|12005), angle (middle). The brightness was reduced to the unit mista
adaptive-optics imagedMarchis et al, [2006), stellar oc- from Earth and Sun. The scatter in the phase plot is caused by
cultations Durech etal, [2011), or spacecraft images ofthe intrinsic noise of the data and the rotational and asgfémtts.
asteroids (2867$teins Keller et al,[2010) and (433) Eros The bottom panel shows residua_lls for the best-fit model [B)ig.
(Kaasalainen et dJ[20024). plotted over the phase curve (solid curve).

From disk-integrated photometry alone, only a global

shape without any small-scale details can be derived. Bgpq centaurs can be never observed from Earth at geometry
cause the reflectivity of the surface is not known, thgignificantly different from opposition, which is not suffi-
models are not scaled and the information about the Siz&, .+ o reconstruct a unique convex modRuSsell1906)

has to come from complementary data. To avoid OVef; yhe |ightcurves observed in various filters are different
interpretation and artifacts of the modeling, the shapggere js some spectral/color variegation over the surface,

are usually represented bycanvexmodel. This allows and a crude color map can be reconstruciatiiues et ).

to work not in the obvious radius parameter space bl,foors)

in the Gaussian image space (describing a convex body o t&/pical outcome of lightcurve inversion is a convex
by the curvature of its surface). This is less intuitives e model that describes the global characteristicgof th
but it makes the inverse problem less vulnerable 10 efq asteroid. It is also easy to obtain nonconvex versions

rors of data and model becau§e of the Minkowski stability ;. the general inversion procedures (see $éct. 2), bot the
(Lamberg and Kaasalainz2001) — even if the areas of in- one should produce several solutions with various model

dividual surface facets may change significantly for slight types and parameters, and be very cautious about the re-

different data sets, the global convex shape changes Velyjs [viikinkoski et al, [2015). In general, disk-integrated
little. ) ) ) ] . photometry contains very little information about noncon-

~ From the practical point of view, we are interested ineyities unless they are very pronounced or observed at
finding aunique solutiorof the inverse problem. To guaran—Very high phase angles where shadowing effects play an
tee this, observations covering a sufficiently wide range gf, o rtant role [Purech and Kaasalaingf2003). Noncon-
viewing and illumination geometries are needed. For atypijey models seldom fit lightcurves better than convex ones

cal main-belt asteroid, it means observations during s&velg;m hecause the latter typically already fit the data down
apparitions. For a close-approaching near-Earth asterotg noise level. This sets the resolution limit of photome-

several months could be sufficient. For more distantobjectﬁ,y (see the discussion iaasalainen et 2)/2001,2002a:
we can in principle observe changing lightcurve amplitudgyiyinicoski et al, 2015, and references therein).

because of changing aspect, this would anyway take many e ye|ative accuracy of the sidereal rotation period de-
decades. Nevertheless, trans-Neptunian objects (TNOS)

tive brightness
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0.085 Fig.[4. The best-fit model based on this data set has the
same rotation period and a similar spin axis direction as the
g 008 models based on much larger and multiple data sets[(Fig. 6).
% When using noisy sparse data or only a limited number
3 0.075¢ of data points, a simple shape model of a triaxial ellipsoid
8 0071 FHY is usually sufficient to model the data and to derive the cor-
g " rect period and spin vector orientatid@édllino et al,[2009;
& 0.065k : Cellino and Dell'Org|2012;Carbognani et all2012). The
T advantage of this approach is that the shape is described

5 10 15 20 25 30 by only two parameters (axes ratios) and the scanning of
Period [hours] . . .
the period parameter space is much faster than with general

Fig. 4.— Period search for (21) Lutetia. Each point representghapes' . . .
a local minimum in the parameter space to which the optimiza- The on-going (Pan-STARRS, Catalina, Gaia) and future

tion algorithm converged. The lowest RMS residual (arroay ¢ (ATLAS, LSST) surveys will provide new data every night
responds to the best-fit model shown in ig. 6. for essentially every known asteroid. Using this data fer au

tomated lightcurve inversion with well-mastered treattmen
of systematic effects, recognition of the best-fit moded$; d
termined from lightcurves is of the order o~ or better, inition of uniqueness of the solution etc., is the main chal-
depending mainly on the time span of observations. Thgnge for the future lightcurve inversion.
direction of the spin axis can be determined with an ac-
curacy from a couple of degrees for the models based éh2. Remote sensing disk-resolved images

many decades of observations with many dense Iightgur_ves, The most direct way to obtain information on the shape
to more than twenty degrees for models based on limiteg o, asteroid is to take pictures of it. The apparent shape as
and noisy data. For asteroids orbiting in the ecliptic plang;isipje on the plane of the sky is delimited by the limb and
the geometry for an Earth-based observer is limited t0 thgle terminator, and multiple views obtained while the tar-
plane. Then the disk-integrated brightness of a body Withet rotates can fully characterize its 3-D shape. To resolve
surface described by radius vectar, y, z) and pole di- {he small angular diameter:(0.5") sustained by asteroids,
rection (A, 8) in ecliptic coordinates is the same as for Qarge facilities are, however, required.
body (z, y, —z) with the spin axis directioi) + 180°, 8) In the 1980s, speckle imaging or speckle interferome-
(Kaasalainen and Lambey@006). That is why for a typ- y provided ‘the first glimpses of an asteroid’s surfdce
ical main-belt asteroid, there are usually two equally goof| ¢ | (4) Vesta biDrummond et d1[1988). This technique
mirror shape solutions with about the same pole latitude and 55 on the analysis of the speckle pattern in the images
pole longitude difference of about 180 This ambiguity f astronomical sources obtained through large telescopes
can be removed with disk-resolved plane-of-sky Projecionyt high magnification power and very short integration time.
(e.g., images, ftellar_OC(,:’ul_tatlons, see Sect[3.2,3.4).  Theaim is to overcome the blurring effects due to the astro-
Apart from “classical” lightcurves where the sampling,omical seeing and to attain diffraction-limited resabuti
qf bngh_tness variations is dense with respec_t to the rOt%ages. Speckle interferometry has been commonly used
tion period, there are also data that gparse in imeSuch 4 g1,y the size, shapes, and surface features of the farges
data sets typically consist Qf only a S|.ngle to a few brightz cieroids Drummond et a).[1985,  1988[Ragazzoni et 4.
ness measurements per night. Provided the whole spakgg:[Cellino et al, [2003). With the launch of the Hub-
data set is mternallly calibrated, it can be used the sange Space Telescope (HST) in orbit and the first light of the
way as a standard lightcurve that_would be extremely '0”%rge (10-m class) ground-based telescopes equipped with
and very sparsely samplelldasalainen2004). These data 4qaptive-optics fed cameras (e.g., W. M. Keck, European
are routinely provided by all-sky as.tromet_rlc surveys Withs g thern Observatory (ESO) Very Large Telescope (VLT),
various — usually poor — photometric quality. Current sUrgeminis, Subaru), the importance of speckle interferopnetr
veys provide data of accuracy scarcely better than 0.1 Mg s decreased.
Given a typical lightcurve amplitude of 0.3mag, the sig-  The critical issue in direct imaging is of course the an-
nal is often drowned in noise and systematic errors. Thigyar resolution. Any image is the result of the convolu-
leads to many physically acceptabl_e models fitting the dafgyy of the object on the plane of the sky with the instru-
to the noise Ievgll]}urech et al\, 2005). However, the total 1 ant response, the point spread function (PSF). In space,
amount of data is huge and it has been shown that at leggt psr s stable and corresponds to the diffraction pat-
for some asteroids, models can be successfully derived frogyn, of the telescope. From the ground, the atmospheric
these data or from their combination with dense lightcurveg,pjlence constantly deforms the PSF :amd blurs the im-
(Durech et al,2009;Hanus et al.2011). ages, hence the need of real-time correction of the PSF
As an example, we show sparse photometry for asterojd]; 54aptive optics (AO). The technical challenges of send-

(21) Lutetia from US Naval Observatory (260 points coving 5 |arge telescope in space and of building deformable
ering ten years) in Fid.]3 and the period search results in



Fig. 5.— Deconvoluted adaptive optics image (left) of asteroig
(41) Daphne, and the corresponding image of the reconstiuct
model (right, projection of the the octantoid model from .2

The model is shown under artificial illumination that enhesc
its 3-D shape and is different from the simple light-scatigr
model used for the inversion. The AO image has resolution
10 mas/pixel. The model was reconstructed from 14 AO imagd
obtained with ESO VLT and several lightcurves.

mirrors, explain why the first disk-resolved images in thg
1990s were still limited in resolution and only the larges
asteroids (1) Ceres, (2) Pallas, and (4) Vesta have been i
aged. In the decade sindssteroids Ill, numerous stud-
ies have been based on direct imaging of asteroids (e.
Thomas et &/.12005; (Carry et al, 12008; Descamps et gl.
2008;Schmidt et a]/2009;Marchis et al,[2013).

Both from space or with adaptive optics on the groung
however, the contrast and angular resolution can be i
proved by deconvolution of the image by the PSF. Thi
is particularly true for images acquired from the ground
with residuals from non-perfect AO correction. Deconfig. 6.— Different shape models for (21) Lutetia derived
volution is an ill-posed problem, but robust algorithmsrom different sets of data. The level of detail increasethwi
adapted to planetary images are availaliimrfanetal. more data from top to bottom: sparse photometry ($eci. 3.1),
2000; Mugnier et al, 12004; Hom et al, [2007) and have dense lightcurves|Tbrppa etal, 2003), lightcurves and AO
been validated on skyWitasse et &.2006). It is never- (Carry etal.|2010D), Rosetta flybySjerks et al.2011).
theless the most critical part of the post-processing, as an
incorrect deconvolution can introduce a systematic emor o . . . . .
the apparent size. An example of an AO image and the re- Using dlsk-resolv?d |ma_9.es, giant craters h_'z;\ve bee_n dis-
constructed shape model for asteroid (41) Daphneis shov%ﬂ\./er.ed Ij'homas e_t 21997 [Conrad et.al, [200] ) ambi-
in Fig.[§ gun){ in spin solutions have been solvelldrchis et al,

Current facilities deliver an angular resolution of abou1200(” Carr_y etal, 2019_'3)’ albedo maps have been con-
30 to 50 milliarcseconds (mas), depending on the WavS:[rUCteOI Lietal, 200(),_Carry etal, 2008), convex 3-
length. The apparent shape can therefore be measured ﬂrshalae models from lightcurves have been set to scale
asteroids with an apparent diameter larger tha80—-100 (Hanus et al, [20135), a”?‘ full 3-D sha’pe mf)dels deter-
mas, i.e., a couple of hundred targets. Simulations and ogyned Carry et al, 2010biDescamps e1.3(2011).
servatic_ms of known targets such as the satellites of Satugmn Flybys
(Marchis et al,12006:Drummond et a}i2009iCarry,2009) o ) o ]
have shown that a precision of a few mas can be derived on ASteroid imaging and mapping situ is essentially an
the 2-D profile on the plane of the sky, corresponding t&Xiréme example of disk-resolved images. The model-
only a few kilometers for main-belt asteroids. With upcomiNd in such cases is more a cartographic than an inverse
ing large telescopes (30+m, such as the Thirty Meter Te@_rob_lem as th_e data.are abundant, directly usable (cor_1ta|n—
scope or the European Extremely Large Telescope ), the 4R9 |de.nt|f|cat|on points on the surface, etc.), and hlgh.—
gular resolution will be improved by a factor 34, providingresolutlon_(there_|s no ill-posedness). However_, a_ster0|d
more than 500 targets. Second generation instruments withPys during which roughly a half of the target is likely
extreme AO foreseen on these telescopes should allow tiferémain unseen (not visible and illuminated), pose a spe-

observation of about 7000 asteroids, with sizes of only §@ Problem: how to see the dark side? The principle
few kilometers[ierline et al, 2013). here is to use the high-resolution map of the seen side,



constructed with a number of methods of photoclinometry 60
photogrammetry, and image fittingPeusker et a|.l2012;

Gaskell et al.|2008;.Jorda et al, |[2012), as a constraint in

the otherwise same multi-mode inverse problem as wit 40
ground-based observations. The procedure is describ
in IKaasalainen and ViikinkosKR012); with it, the recon-
struction of the dark side, such as those of (ZSStBins
(Keller et al, |2010) or (21) LutetiaSierks et ali2011, see
also Fig[®), is more detailed than from, e.g., lightcurve &
alone. This is because half of the target is accurately nf
constructed, with practically no error margin: therefdre t
fluctuation margin of the dark side is considerably smalle
as well.
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3.4. Stellar occultations

The observation of a stellar occultation consists ir
recording the duration of the disappearance of a star behil
the asteroid. Knowing the apparent motion of the asteroi _gg - - s - s s
on the plane of the sky, obtained from its ephemeris, thi 40 ~20 ?([km] 20 40 60
duration can be converted in a physical length on the disk
of the asteroid, called a chord. Provided several observergy. 7.— An example of a well-covered occultation that pro-
record the same event from different locations on Earthjdes almost an “image” of the projected asteroid (135) htert
the 2-D profile of the asteroid is drawn on the plane of th¢Timerson et a|.[2009). The model of Hertha based on its
sky (Millis and Dunham|1989). The main difference with lightcurves and occultation data is over plotted. The dddime
disk-resolved imaging resides in the profile, made by onlig @ negative observation constraining the northern parthef
the limb for occultations, and limb+terminator for imag-M0del’s projection. Formal timing uncertainties are be&iw®.02
ing. In fine, both techniques provide the 2-D profile of theétnd 0.2, corresponding to 0.12-1.2km in the projectioricivh
target as projected on the plane of the sky at the epoch |5.fbelow the resolution of the model. The RMS of the fitis 1.9 km

observations (Fid.17).
Disk-resolved imaging and stellar occultation are, howbeing more and more valuable.
ever, radically different in term of facilities, data prese The main contributors to the field are currently amateur

ing, potential targets, reproducibility, and achievaliegd  astronomers: for a given event, observers have to move to
sion. For stellar occultations, the properties of the decll set themselves on the predicted occultation path on Earth.
star matter generally more than the actual target: the-ast@mall aperture< 20 cm) mobile stations are therefore ideal
oid. If the occulted star is bright enough, its occultationfor recording stellar occultations. Because of the ungerta
even by a very small asteroid, can be detected with smalks of the star and asteroid positions on sky, there is gener
aperture telescopes. This is of course the main advantagify an uncertainty of a few tens of kilometers in the loca-
of stellar occultations, where the apparent size and shapetion of the occultation path on Earth, requiring observers t
potentially any asteroid can be measured. Moreover, thiread over large area to cover the event. This usually pro-
technique can be successfully used also for distant TNOibits dense coverage of the asteroid profile. When only a
which have angular sizes too small to be resolved by imagouple of chords are available, the event provides only lim-
ing (Sicardy et al.l2011). In practice, however, a given as-ited information on the size, if any on the shape. Current
teroid will only seldom occult bright stars. Measurementgccultation predictions of sufficient accuracy concerryonl
are thus hard, if not impossible, to reproduce. stars in the Hipparcos catalogue and large (at least tens of
Stellar occultations are nevertheless extremely valuablgilometers) asteroids. With the upcoming publication @ th
The accuracy of the timing is dictated by time-series phcESA Gaia stellar catalog, and update of asteroid orbits, thi
tometry, and can therefore be extremely precise. An umosition uncertainty is expected to drop significantly and
certainty of 50ms in timings converts into only a 300 mfuture occultations will be easier to predict, hence observ
uncertainty in the length of the chord, typical for a main{Tanga and Delba2007).
belt asteroid (at 1.5 au from Earth with an apparent motion Overall, stellar occultations can provide precise mea-
of 10”/n). The main source of uncertainty is, however, thgurements of the size and shape of an asteroid, as projected
absolute timing of each chord, required to align them onn the plane of the sky. However, events are rare for a given
the plane of the sky. Most of historical occultations wergarget. Occultations are therefore very valuable in com-
recorded by naked eye, and suffered from this. Since Bined data sets, as for instance, to set scale to otherwise
decade ago, thanks to the availability of low-cost positiondimensionless 3-D shape models (eQurech et al,[2011;
ing and timing systems (e.g., GPS), stellar occultatioss aHanus et al,|2011). From almost 2500 occultations com-



piled bylDunham et al(2014), there are about 160 “good” 1

ones that allow a reliable determination of asteroid’s size g4 T Boam — |
and about 40 “excellent” ones that show details in astesoid’ ;|1 Bg0m -
profile. L\
= 0.7 \

3.5. Interferometry § 0.6 \

Another technique to overcome the limitations of small§ 05
angular sizes of asteroids, in order to measure their size'§, 0.4 \
shapes, and possible presence of satellites, is intereerom™ 0.3 \
try. An astronomical interferometer combines coherently o2 y
(i.e., conserving the phase information) the light fromtwo ¢, i \\
or more apertures of the same telescope or of distinct tele- i \/ """ R e s
scopes spaced by a distanBe The spatial resolution (in 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
radians) is of the order of/ B where) is the wavelength. Angular Diameter (mas)

In the following, we give a basic introduction to interfer- 100
ometry of asteroids. Further details can be found in the fol- ///
lowing works:|Jankov(2010) andMatter et al. (2013) for //
a broad introduction to astronomical optical interferomet = _—
methods and instrumentatioDelbo et al.(2009) for a de- 2 10
scription of the techniques, and the models for deriving the /
size and basic shape proprieties of asteroids from the ES@
Very Large Telescope Interferometer (VLTI) MID-infrared E N
Interferometric instrument (MIDI) dat&arry et al.(2015)
for an extension of the techniquelbElbo et al.(2009) to
the determination of the sizes and the separation of binary
asteroidsMatter et al.(2011) for a description and the ex- 01
tension of a thermophysical model to the analysis of inter- 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200

ferometric data of asteroids with the aim of obtaining sur- Diameter (im)

face properties such as the thermal inertia. . Fig. 8.— Visibility and total flux for an asteroid at 2.5au
Interferometers measure the coherence function of the . .
. SR . rfom Sun and 1.5 au from Earth as a function of its diameter
source, also called the interferometric visibility, whitsh

given by the ratio between the correlated and the tot{1:1?rdiI"ferentvaIues of the baseline. The MIDI limiting cor-
flux. The correlated flux is the amount of flux in the in--eaed flux (flux times visibility) is 0.5-1Jy and 10-20 Jy

.forthe UTs and the ATs respectively. Similar limiting fluxes

terferometric fringes. More precisely the correlated flsix i .
the Fourier transform of the brightness distribution of théfjlre expected for MATISSE. See text for further details.

source measured on the interferometer’s baseline prdjecte
on the plane of the sky (s&elbo et al,[2009, for example, found inDotto et al.(2002).

and references therein). Ground-based interferometry is limited to observation
The Fine Guidance Sensors (FGS) aboard the Hubbig bright targets because of the requirement to take ex-
Space Telescope (HST) are optical white-light shearing irposures shorter than the atmospheric coherence time of a
terferometersiNelan et al, [1998) that combine the light few milliseconds. The limiting magnitudes of ground-based
from distinct apertures of the HST primary mirror and havgong-baseline interferometers and the intrinsic low stefa
been used to measure the size and basic shape propsiightness of asteroids, have prevented the use of these in-
ties of asteroidsHestroffer et al.2002[Tanga et al.2003).  struments for the studies of small solar system bodies until
HST/FGS data have clearly demonstrated the bi-lobed nehe availability of the VLTI.
ture of some bodies such as (216) Kleopafianga et al. Interferometry in the mid-infrared was proven to be also
2001) and (624) HektotTanga et al.[2003), but were not very sensitive to the global shape of asteroids and also to
able to detect the presence of the little moons orbitingethesheir surface characteristidsétter et al, 2011/ 2013). In
asteroidsDescamps et gl2011jMarchis et al,2014), due particular, since observations are typically carried auhe
to the large magnitude difference between the asteroids afifbrmal infrared (8—18m), MIDI data are sensitive to the
their respective moons. Despite the impressive angular resyrface temperature distribution, which is strongly aféelc
olution of a few mas, corresponding to a few kilometergy the value of the thermal inerti@¢lbo et al, this vol-
at a distance of 1.2-1.5au, a clear limitation of HST/FG@me).
asteroid studies is the brlght I|m|t|ng magnitude of the in- F|gurd3 shows the VISIbI'Ity and the total flux as a func-
strument of about” ~ 13-14magTangaetal.2003). tion of the angular diameter of an asteroid at 2.5au from
A recapitulation of the HST/FGS asteroids results can bgun and at 1.5au from Earth, where 1 mas roughly corre-



sponds to 1 km on the asteroid. Note that main-belt aste
oids smaller than- 20 km cannot be easily observed with
MIDI at the VLTI. There are about thousand known aster
oids with diameter above 20 km, implying that interferom-
etry is potentially an interesting technique for shape mod
elling. On the other hand, as interferometry in the therm
infrared is sensitive to the spatial distribution of the tem
perature on the asteroid surface, this technique can be us

to determine thermophysical properties of asteroids whe  eof
the body shapes are known as demonstratddduter et al.
(2011/2018). 0

Each VLTI baseline can be used with MIDI only one at

the time. MIDI will likely be decommissioned in the near .,
future to be substituted after 2016 by the Multi AperTure
mid-Infrared SpectroScopic Experiment (MATISSE). This
instrument will combine up to four Unit Telescopes (UTs)
or Auxiliary Telescopes (ATs), allowing six simultaneous
baselines. This feature will enable us to measure the sg
tial distribution of the infrared flux along different direc 60}
tions. MATISSE will also measure closure phase relation o
and thus offer an efficient capability for image reconstruc 8o 0 a0 20 o 20 20 oo 80

arcsec
o

tion. In addition to the N band, the MATISSE will also arcsec™®
operate in the L and M bands. Unfortunately, MATISSE is
not expected to be more sensitive than MIDI. Fig. 9.—Simulated infrared flux from an asteroid (left, a radar

Another second generation instrument at the VLTIShape model of Kleopatra I9stro et al,2000) and a *dirty im-
GRAVITY, that will combine the light from all four UTs, 2€” (center) with atmospheric noise, obtained by tramsiiag
will offer further improvements in spatial resolution com-IN€ incompletely sampled frequency plane (bottom, 600tppi

pared to MIDI and MATISSE (though with more a moreso antennas).. The smallest resqlvable dgtall is approglmat
. . . . : 10mas. Provided enough observations at different geometrees
stringentV < 11 limiting magnitude). It will provide near-

; . . . o available (here eight observation runs were used), a shagelm
infrared adaptive-optics assisted precision narrow@ngkight) can be constructed directly from the raw interfeeric
(about 4) astrometry at the 10@as level in the K band gata.

(2.2um). Both the reference star and the science object

have to lie within the~ 4" field of view. In imaging mode, ) ) o

GRAVITY can achieve a resolution of 3 mas in the near- NIRVANA instrument can — in principle — be able to re-

IR (Eisenhauer et 4)/2008). The imaging mode can beSCIVe binary asteroids whose components are separated

interesting to precisely measure the sizes and the orbits #f Mas- This will allow splitting many binary asteroids.

the satellites of large asteroids, the latter with< 11 mag. Another important source of interferometric data in
AMBER is the current near-infrared focal instrument ofN€ near future is the Atacama Large Millimeter Array

the VLTI. It operates in the J, H, and, K bands (i.e., fronfALMA). It will provide resolution~ 5mas at 0.3 mm and

1.0 to 2.4um). The AMBER limiting magnitude for aster- & dense mesh of baselines, thus enabling “imaging” of hun-

oid observations i$” ~ 9mag. There is only a handful of dreds of asteroids in the main beBusch|2009). A useful

asteroids brighter than this limit. These bodies are also tt€ature of the multimodal inversion is that the raw ALMA
largest ones with angular extensions generall00 mas, (and any other interferometric) data can be used directly
implying a very low visibility in the J-H-K with the UTs &S the original Fourier transform: there is no need to re-
baselines. Although the photometric flux of these few astefOnstruct the image estimate. What is more, the recon-
oids is such thatl < 7.5mag, their correlated magnitudesStr”Ct'on of the overall shape is insensitive to inacc@sci

due to the low visibilities are much higher than 7.5 mag?nd uncertainties in the thermal model used because the

preventing their fringe detection and tracking in the neafM0del is determined mainly by the boundary of the pro-

IR. jection, the distribution of brightness inside the boundar
However, one of the most interesting instruments for adS Much less importaniikinkoski and Kaasalaing2014;

teroid ground based interferometry is the Large Binoculayikinkoskietal,2015). An example of inversion of simu-

Telescope Interferometer (LBTI). It consists of two 8.4-mated ALMA data is shown in Fig.]9
telescopes mounted side by side in a single mount, with Long-baseline interferometry can also represent a novel

a 14.4-m center-to-center spacing. This configuration oftPproach to determine the masses and the densities of aster-
fers a unique capability for interferometry of a Fizeau bearfids in a range of sizes and distances never studied before.

combination. This offers a wide field of viewL0—-20') In particular, modern interferometers such as the VLTI,
and low thermal background. For example, the LINcLBTland the Magdalena Ridge Observatory Interferometer



can spatially resolve binary asteroids discovered by photscope and the optics. Hence, the thermal infrared obser-
metric lightcurves in the main bel€arry et al,|2015). The vation of asteroids from the ground is limited to relatively
separation of the components of these systems is too narrbvight asteroids¥{ < 18 mag with 10-m class telescopes).
for traditional observational techniques such as AO at 10-mbsolute calibration of the flux is rarely better than 5-10%.

class telescopes. On the other hand, in space the instrument calibration is
) . ) ) usually stable and there is no need to reduce the thermal
3.6. Direct size measurement with ESA Gaia background from the atmosphere. As a consequence, space

The ESA Gaia mission, whose operations started inased telescopes such as Spitzer can observe much fainter
2014, will provide accurate astrometry and photometry o&nd smaller asteroiddlommert et al.2014), with uncer-
asteroids. Photometric data can be used the same w@nties in the calibration that can reastl% error. Also,
as sparse photometry from ground-based observatori&em space the range of the observational wavelength is
(Sect[3]). The potential of Gaia-like data was demorlimited only by the detector technology, typicalty 3.5—
strated byCellino et al.(2009) on data from the Hipparcos 50:m. At longer wavelengths, the telescope optics require
satellite. Apart from disk-integrated brightness, Gai#l wi cooling and the observation of faint objects is confronted
provide also direct measurements of asteroid sizes, in a wath the background from solar system dust cloud and in-
much similar to the interferometry. Being designed as afiared cirrus.
astrometry mission at theas level, the PSF of Gaia is ac-  In the Asteroids lllera, the main source of thermal in-
curately known and stable. Deviations of the PSF from thdtared observations of asteroids has been the IRAS Mi-
of a point-like source can thus be measured and used #@r Planet Survey that collected observations of more
estimate the apparent size of asteroids. than 2200 asteroidIédesco et al.2002). Since then, the

Owing to the amount of sources observed by Gaia, tidASA Wide-field Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE) has
satellite does not download images to Earth, but only Jobserved more than 130,000 main-belt asterdidairizer
D flux profiles, corresponding to small 2-D windows cen<t al, this volumeiMasiero et al, 2012, 2011), about 500
tered on targets, stacked along one direction, similar-to imear-Earth asteroiddfainzer et al,2011) 2012b}a), about
terferometry in that respect. Interpretation of this 1-D-pr 1100 Hilda asteroidgGrav et al,20123), and almost 2000
file relies therefore on tha priori knowledge of the 2-D Jupiter-Trojan asteroids3fav et al, 2012b,/ 2011) in four
flux distribution on the plane of the sky. In the creation ofnfrared wavelengths at 3.4, 4.6, 12, and.22; the AKARI
Gaia catalog, this will be done iteratively, starting froms ~ space telescope observed more than 5000 asteroids dur-
ple spheres at zero phase angle to finally use the spin aiig its mission [Usui et al, 2011,/ 2013Hasegawa et a.
tri-axial ellipsoid solutions determined otherwise fromi& [2013); the Spitzer space telescope observed hundreds of
photometry|Mignard et al,[2007;Cellino et al,2007). asteroids (e.g.[Emery et al. 12006; [Trilling et al., 12010;

These measurements represent a great opportunity fdeandro etal, 2012, among others); the Herschel Space
multi-data inversion algorithms: the measurement of the e¥observatory, that, due to its longer wavelengths, spanning
tension is direct, but clearly requires a realistic degimip 55-671um, was primarily used to observe trans-Neptunian
of the projected shape on the plane of the sky. Considerisgpjects Mller et al, 2010). For a review about all these
Gaia specifications and observing geoméitignard et al. missions and their results sbtinzer et al, this volume.
(2007) have estimated the fraction of asteroids for which 1- The thermal infrared spectrum of asteroids carries in-
D dimension will be measured with a precision better thafprmation about their size and surface properties, such
10%. This fraction is highly dependent on diameter, ang@s the thermal inertia, roughness and emissivity. These
20% of asteroids between 20-30km will be measured groperties are typically derived by interpreting thernmal i
least once, while all asteroids larger thar80km will be frared data by means of thermal modeldajnzer et al,

measured repeatedly. this volume;Delbo et al, this volume]Delbo and Harris
o _ 2002; Harris and Lagerros 12002). The “simple” ther-
3.7. Disk-integrated radiometry mal models that assume a spherical shape, a Lambertian

Measurements of asteroids emission in the thermal imission of the surface, and a simplified calculation of
frared — in general at wavelengths between 4-5 and othe surface temperature distribution are used when we
30um — are mostly used to determine the sizes of thedBCK knowledge of the asteroid global shape, spin vector
bodies Mainzer et al, this volume;Delbo et al, this vol- and rotation period, which is the majority of the cases.
umeDelbo and Harri52002{Harris and Lagerros2002). Widely used are, for example, the Near-Earth Asteroid
Ground based telescopes can only observe in specific wiheérmal Model (NEATMHarris, 1998 Delbo and Harris
dows of the electromagnetic spectrum where the atm#£002 Harris and Lagerros2002), or the _Standard Thermal
sphere is relatively transparent: i.e., the L, M, N, and (Model (STM,Lebofsky et &].1986;Harris and Lagerros
bands at 3, 5, 10, and 20n, respectively. However, such 2002;Delbo and Harri52002). o
observations are strongly affected by the variability & th ~ However, in order to derive the thermal inertia of an as-
transparency of the atmosphere and its thermal backgrouﬁﬁfo'd from measurements of its thermal infrared emission,

The background also receives contribution from the telgD0re sophisticated models, called thermophysical models
(TPMs), are neededpencern1990;Spencer et a/1989;
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Lagerros (1996, | 1997, 1998|Rozitis and Green|2011,;
Mueller, I2007;Delba 12004). Such models are used to
calculate the temperature distribution over the body’s sur
face as a function of different parameters, including the
thermal inertia. In these models, the asteroid shape is usu
ally fixed and is modeled as a mesh of planar facets. The
temperature of each facet is determined by numerically
solving the one-dimensional heat diffusion equation using
assumed values of the thermal inertia, with the boundary
condition given by the time-dependent solar energy ab-
sorbed at the surface of the facet (d2elbo et al, this
volume, for a review). This latter quantity is calculated
from the heliocentric distance of the asteroid, the value as
sumed for the albedo, and the solar incident angle. Macro-
scopic surface roughness is usually modelled by adding
hemispherical section craters of variable opening angle an
variable surface density to each facet. Shadowing and mul-
tiple reflections of incident solar and thermally emitted ra
diation inside craters are taken into account as described
by Spencel(1990);Emery et al.(1998);Rozitis and Green
(2011) andLagerros(1998). Heat conduction is also ac-
counted for within cratersSpencer et al.1989;'Spencer
1990;Lagerro5/1996Delba,2004). Surface roughness can
be adjusted by changing the opening angle of the craters, thq
density of the crater distribution, or a combination of both
(Muellet, 2007). The total observable thermal emission i§19- 10.—Example range-Doppler radar images (left) of asteroid
calculated by summing the contributions from each facet200 ETro observed at Arecibo observatodidu et al, 2013).
visible to the observer. Model parameters are adjustedl ungange and frequency resolutions afem ando.075 Hz, respec-
the best agreement with observational data is obtained, i dvely. Range Increases tovyards the.bOttom’ poppler fegyie

. . o ' Ifhcreases to the right. The simulated images (right) cpmed to
the Ieas_t-.squares re5|_dual of the.flt is m|n|m|z§d, thereye reconstructed shape model in Fig. 11.
constraining the physical properties (albedo, size, macro
scopic roughness, and thermal inertia) of the asteroid.

From the point of view of multi-data inversion how- one mapping of a 3-D surface of the target into a 2-D “im-
ever, the optimization of thermophysical parameters as dage”. Each pixel on the image represents a bin containing
scribed above is a two-step process — first, the spin amutegrated echo power from surface elements that have the
shape model is derived from one data type (photometrgame distance from the radar and the same relative speed
radar,...), then this model is fixed and used for derivingdue to the rotation of the asteroid). From the point of view
thermophysical parameters from another data type (thermafi inversion, images in the range-Doppler plane are gener-
infrared). This approach lacks the possibility to weight th alized projections that can automatically be handled with
two data types with respect to each other. Moreover, thtbe general procedure discussed in Sdct. 2 and in detail in
thermophysical parameters can be very sensitive to smaiikinkoski and Kaasalainer§2014) andViikinkoski et al.
modifications of the input shape and spin, so various mod{2015). In this approach, the multi-mode reconstruction is
fications of the shape should be tested to see how stable th@ed to produce models with intermediate scale resolution
solution is lHanus et al.l2015). Ideally, one should model (~1/10 of the diameter) since these are computationally
shape and spin parameters together with thermal parameexpensive (can be obtained in a few minutes with a lap-
ters. This multi-data approach using lightcurves and thetep), and data sources other than radar do not contain more
mal infrared data simultaneously was successfully tesged loletailed information. An example of radar range-Doppler
Durech et al.(2012);Durech et al.(2014) and in principle data of asteroid 2000 EJ is shown in Fig[ID and the

it can be used also to data that are sparse in time. corresponding reconstructed shape model in[Eif. 11. If de-
tailed radar data are available, such model can then be fur-
3.8. Radar ther refined aidu et al,[2013) with the radar techniques

Radar observations that measure the distribution of eclfg¢scribed byBenner et al(this volume).
power in time delay and Doppler frequency (so-called Due to the steep decrease of echo power with the dis-
range-Doppler or delay-Doppler measurements) are ditance to the object (the fourth power of the distance), as-
cussed in detail ifDstro et al.(2002) and inBenner et al. teroids achievable by current radar facilities Arecibo and

(this volume). The delay-Doppler projection is many-to-Goldstone are only close-approaching near-Earth asteroid
or the largest members of the main belt. A number of exam-
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Fig. 11.—Shape model of the asteroid 20004 Feconstructed
from Arecibo and Goldstone delay-Doppler radar images with -50}
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3.9. Asteroid interior 150}

We briefly discuss here the interesting possibility of _
peer into an asteroid. This is somewhat separate from §

the remote-sensing framework as the data can only be ob- sof~.

tained in situ; on the other hand, such data can be acquired ’

with the future space missions. The most practical op- of

tion is to plant radio transmitters/receivers on the sw@fac L

of a kilometer-sized asteroid and measure low-frequency sop ew o T B . RS
(~100MHz) signals between these and an orbiter when -200 -150 -100 -50 ~ O 50 100 150

they pass through the interior of the target.
The most robust observables are simply signal travel-
time data |Pursiainen and Kaasalaing2013). These al-
low an efficient formulation of the inverse problem via
the refraction index and are relatively insensitive to aois
and model error. Nevertheless, they suffice to give a
coarse-scale picture of the general distribution of permit
tivity inside the asteroid, as well as the locations and
sizes of large anomalies (sudden low- or high-density re-
gions such as voids or heavier minerals). This approach
has also been robustly tested in laboratory conditiorfsd- 12.—Shape model of (90) Antiope seen form its equator
(Pursiainen and Kaasalainc2014b). A more refined pos- (bottom) reconstructed from Ilghtcur\{es and two occm!ob-
sibility is to measure changes in the pulse profile, althougff"Ved in 2008 and 2011 (top and middie). The model silheuett
o — - IS projected on the plane of the sky, the solid lines are pesit
this is more _pron_e to errorP(,lrSIf';ur_]en and_ Kaasa'a'”er? chords, the dashed ones are negative observations.
20144a). The interior of the asteroid is practically impbssi
to model accurately in three dimension since it is supposed
to have a number of cracks, voids, discontinuities etc., al.10.1. Binaries
refracting and reflecting the radio waves in complicated
ways. Thus a very robust scheme is essential for extracti
the available information with stability. Regardless oé th

Binary asteroids form a significant part of the popula-
""¥n of small asteroid<Pravec et al(2006) estimated that

the fraction of binaries is 15% for the near-Earth populatio

daft_rq _Wptef, one or two trla?_smltf{stonh tge Isurfafqe a;?. N@hd a similar fraction is assumed for the main-belt popula-
sutticient for a unique solution. A tetrahedral CONGUratio ., i, the same size rangklargot et al, this volume). The

of four transmitters would be ideal, but this places heav . ; . . ’
demands on the payload design. Yormatlon, dynamics, and physical properties of binary and

multiple asteroid systems are discussed in detail in other

chapters of this volumeéNalsh et al., Margot et ). In gen-

i . eral, modeling of such systems is more complex because
So far, we assumed that the asteroid can be describedigs dynamics has to be taken into account. However, in

a solid single body with constant spin vector, i.e., FORliNgome cases described below, the technique used for model-

along the axis with the maximum moment of inertia withj single asteroids can be used also for multiple systems or

a constant rotation rate. Although this model represents a5t their primary components.

typical asteroid, there are other configurations that can be g, binary (or multiple) systems where the primary com-
also treated with an extension of the simple model.

3.10. Extension of the model
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ponent is much larger than the satellite, the photometriotation period. Whereas the former is too small to be mea-
signal from the satellite can be neglected and the primagured with current data, the latter has been measured on
can be modeled as a single body. For such systems, tbeveral asteroids (see Table 3\inkrouhlick et al, this
shape of the primary and the constraints on its gravitationgolume). If the change of the rotation period is larger than
quadrupoleJ; from the orbit analysis of the secondarythe uncertainty of the period, the change can be traced from
can be used to investigate the distribution of the densigpparition to apparition as was the case for (54509) YORP
(Berthier et al,12014;Takahashi and Scheergx)14). (Lowry et al, 12007). In other cases, the effect was much

For systems with comparable sizes, the problem bemaller and it revealed itself by the discrepancy between
comes complicated when the system is asynchronous, i.the data and the model assuming the period to be con-
when the rotation period of the primary is different from thestant Kaasalainen et ).2007;Durech et al, 2008, 2012;
orbital period of the secondary. Such systems are usuallpwry et al,[2014).

modeled as two ellipsoid§&€heirich and Prave?009), al- The YORP effect is easy to include into the model. We
though more general models were created from radar obsassume that the rotation ratechanges linearly in time
vation (1999 KW, for example, se®stro et al,[2006). asdw/dt = v. Then the parameter is another free pa-

Fully synchronous binaries can be approximated by sirameter of the modeling. Because the shift in the rotation
gle bodies if the separation of their components is ngthase increases quadratically in timefas: wt + 1/2vt?,
large. Even a convex model can provide a good fit to theven small changeko/dt of the orderl0~® rad/d~2 can be
lightcurves IDurech and Kaasalainei2003). Such model detected with data sets covering tens of years.
does not represent the true configuration of the system, of In principle, the measured value ofcan be compared
course, but it provides the correct rotation period andodire with the theoretical value computed from the spin state,
tion of the orbital plane. shape, size, and the thermal parameters of the surface

When the separation of components is larger, the systemith the density as a free parameter. However, due to
has to be modeled as two-component. However, from theensitivity of YORP on small scale details of the shape
modeling point of view, it is just a moderate modificationthat are far below the resolution of the mod&tdtler,
of the nonconvex problem, where the system is describ@D09;Kaasalainen and Nortung®013), and the problem
by only one rotation/orbital period and orientation of theof transverse heat diffusionGolubov and Krugly 2012;
normal of the orbital plane (parallel to the spins of the bodGolubov et al.[2014:Sevéek et al,[2015), this can hardly
ies). If the model is based on lightcurves only, the spilbe more than a rough comparison.
and period parameters can be reconstructed accurately, buBecause the YORP effect scales as inverse of the square
the uncertainty in shapes is large. As has been shown bythe size of asteroid, it becomes more important for small
Marchis et al.(2014) on (624) Hektor, the distinction be- bodies, where it might be necessary to include it into the
tween a highly nonconvex single body, two bodies in conmodeling if the data cover a wider span of time. YORP is
tact, or two bodies orbiting each other is difficult to make. assumed to play an important role in many dynamical pro-

An example of reconstruction of a doubly synchronousesses — the distribution of rotation periods and spin ebliq
binary system (90) Antiope from lightcurves and occultauities of small asteroid$Pfavec et al.|2008;Hanus et al.
tions is shown in Fig. 12, where the model is shown togeth@013b) or the creation of asteroid binaries and asteroid pai
with the silhouettes from occultations. Tens of chords ob{Pravec et al.[2010), for example. It is important to have
served during the occultation in 201Cdlas et al,|2012) more asteroids with YORP detection. Better statistics of
portray the two components to details unattainable byalues of period change will help to constrain theories of
any other observational technique and the large set ¥ORP evolution of small asteroids.
lightcurves observed over many apparitions constrains the _ )
rotational parameters. A similar model can be obtained alsh10-3.  Excited rotation
by using lightcurves separately to create a scale-free mode Asteroids rotating in the relaxed mode are fully de-
that is then scaled by occultation data (the Shaping Ascribed by the spin axis direction, rotation rate, and the
teroids with Genetic Evolution algorithriartczak et al. initial orientation. However, some asteroids are in an ex-
2014). However, this two-step approach lacks the advasited rotation state, which can be described as a rotatieg fr
tages of simultaneous inversion where the two data typ@sp. More parameters are needed to describe this tumbling
can be weighted with respect to each other. motion (Kaasalainen2001). The reason why some aster-

oids are in this state can be (i) primordial, (ii) collisibna
3.10.2. YORP effect excitation Henych and Prave@013), or (iii) end state of

As described in detail by/okrouhlicly et al. (this vol- YORP-driven spin down. The approach to the modeling is
ume), rotation state of small asteroids is affected by thi& principle the same as for asteroids in principal axisrota
anisotropic recoil of scattered sunlight and thermal radiion, only the orientation for a given time is given by solyin
ation, which causes a net torque called the Yarkovskyifferential equations. From lightcurves, models of aster
O’Keefe-Radzievskii-Paddack (YORP) effect. This effecbids 2008 TG (Scheirich et all2010) and (99942) Apophis
secularly changes the obliquity of the spin vector and th@Pravec et al.|l2014) have been derived. A model of aster-
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oo}’ ical properties can be drawn. The second approach is to

concentrate on selected targets, obtain as many different

data types as possible, create detailed models of these aste

B ST oids, and extrapolate the obtained results to the whols clas

CeL e - of similar objects. We describe in this section new research
Lo | areasthatdirectly benefit from availability of spin sotuis

and 3-D shape models.
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4.1. Spin-axis distribution and evolution
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-90F, R ‘-'-“,”"’é'-#' wadigh , : One of the main results of the lightcurve inversion is
1 10 100 the increasing sample of asteroids with known orienta-
Size [km] . L . . .
tion of the spin axis. For main belt asteroids, the long-

Fig. 13.—Distribution of pole ecliptic latitudes with respect to k_nown Iack,of asteroids W'th poles c_Iose to the_ eclip-
the size of the asteroid foe 800 asteroids. The the scale on the I (Kryszczy_lslfa etal.2007) was confirmed and it Wa_s
vertical axis is linear irsin 3, which makes the vertical distribu- shown that it is more pronounced for smaller asteroids
tion of points in this plot uniform for an isotropic distrition of ~ (Hanus et al.[2011). In Fig[IB, we plot the distribution
spin vectors. of pole latitudes for~ 800 asteroid models with respect
to their size (an updated version of Fig. Shanus et al,

_ _ ) 2011). The size-dependent structure can be explained by
oid (4179) Toutatiskfudson et al.2003) was derived from 6 YORP effect that is more effective on smaller asteroids
radar data and lightcurves. This model was later compar?Q 30km) and pushes them into extreme values of oblig-

~

with the fly-by images of Chang’E-2 mission — the genergljty (0° or 18¢°). This corresponds to the clustering of pole
shape was in agreement, although there were some mingfiy,des towards values af 90°. Although there are ob-
discrepanciesZou et al,2014). servation and modeling biases that affect the distribution
3.11. Procedures: Convexinv, KOALA, and ADAM of poles in_ the sample of available model;, their effect i_s
only marginal compared to the strong anisotropy seen in
Software for the inverse problems is available at DAMITFig. [T3 [Hanu$ et al.[2011). The spin-axis orientation of
(http:// astro.troja.mff.cuni.cz/ projects/ asteroidsBonvex iaven smaller asteroids:(5 km) is still not known due to the
is a procedure for lightcurve inversion, while ADAM (All- |ack of models. For the largest asteroigsg0 km), there is
Data Asteroid Modeling) is a collection of functions froma statistically significant increase of prograde rotat8& (
which one can tailor an inversion procedure for any datgrograde vs. 63 retrograde in Figl 13), probably of primor-
sources |Viikinkoski et al, 2015). An earlier version of dial origin (Johansen and Lacert@010).
this is called KOALA (Knitted Occultation, Adaptive op- A different approach to the problem of spin-axis distri-
tics and Lightcurve AnalysisCarry etal, 2012); this bution was used b\Bowell et al. (2014). They analyzed
is based on lightcurves and silhouette contours obtaiRariations of the mean brightness with the ecliptic longi-
able from images and occultation&dasalainen|2011; tude, from which they estimated ecliptic longitudes of spin
Kaasalainen and ViikinkoskP012). KOALA is especially  axis for about 350,000 asteroids and revealed a clearly non-
suitable for lightcurve and occultation data, while ADAM yniform distribution. However, the explanation of the caus
allows the use of any images (camera, radar, or interfefor this non-uniformity is still missing.
ometry) with or without lightcurves without having to pro-  with increasing sample of models, it is also possible to
cess them to extract contours or other information. Botbtudy the distribution of spin axes of members of collisiona
KOALA and ADAM can be used for lightcurves only but, families. Results oHanus et al (2013a) agree with theo-
as discussed earlier, this is not reliable. Any resultingetical expectations: if the spread in proper semimajos axi
shape should only be taken in the global sense (as a margreases with decreasing size due to the Yarkovsky effect
realistic-looking rendering of a convex solution), and thgNesvor at al., Vokrouhlick et al, this volume), asteroids
details or nonconvex features are seldom likely to be regloser to Sun than the center of the family should rotate ret-
(Viikinkoski et al,[2015). rograde, those farther should rotate prograde. This behavi

is shown in Fig[CI¥ for Flora family.
4. WHAT HAVE WE LEARNED FROM 3-D SHAPES?

The purpose of modeling methods described in previou43'2' A pre-requisite in many cases

sections is to reveal new facts about the nature of asteroids Unlike most astronomical objects, the viewing geometry
The approach is made on two fronts: The first strategy i&f asteroids continuously changes due to their motion rela-
to use the most abundant data sources (photometry in {ive to observer. As a corollary, knowing their rotation pe-
sual and thermal IR) to produce many low-resolution moddod and spin-vector coordinates is crucial to interprekpr
els that will be a statistically significant sample of the \eho jected size measurements, and to tie together observations
asteroid population from which conclusions about the phys- As already described in SeLt. 3, the spin and 3-D shape
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their internal structure can be found$theeres et althis

©
o
T

O © 5 ] volume), from under-dense asteroids, hosting large voids,
° °40 8 ° to over-dense asteroids, likely differentiated. In the-con
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O o text of this chapter, it is important to highlight than only

density estimates more precise than 10-20% can be used to
discriminate between different analogue meteorites and ca
provide insights on the internal structure. Such accuracy
can only be achieved with volume known to 5-10% or bet-
ter, which means that a proper description of the 3-D shape
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a, [km] 4.4, Determination of surface properties by means of
TPMs
Fig. 14.—Distribution of pole ecliptic latitude? with respect to The spin state and shape model of an asteroid is in-

the proper semimajor axis, of the Flora family members. The

relative size of each circle corresponds to the size of tteaisl. put information for the TPMs. While in thésteroids ]|

era, shape and spin information were available only for a
handful of asteroids, preventing application of TPMs to a

are required to interpret thermal infrared radiometryjate large number of these bodies, this situation has drasticall
occultations, or apparent sizes measured by Gaia withotftanged in the last few years. Physical properties (such as
biases. Similarly, there have been long running discussioe value of the surface thermal inertia) of about 60 aster-
to explain inconsistent spectral measurements of asteroi@ids are now available thanks to the application of TPMs
that can be easily solved once the spin properties (peri¢geeDelbo et al, this volume). A remarkable improve-
and orientation) are known: see, for instance, the discugent in this field is also represented by the availability of
sion on (832) Karin biBasaki et dl(2004) Mernazza et al. high quality thermal infrared data as those produced but the

(2007), andChapman et al(2007), or on (21) Lutetia by WISE and the Spitzer space telescopes. In the next few
Barucci et al.(2012). years we expect the number of asteroids with known ther-

mal inertia values to grow thanks to the availability of more
shape and spin state models.

4.3. Density, composition, and internal structure

oo . 4.5. Surface re-arrangement
Density is one of the most fundamental properties to g

constrain the composition of asteroids and investigatie the From the spin, 3-D shape, and density, the local gravity
internal structure$cheeres et glthis volume). With the ex- at the surface can be computed. Unsuspected physics has
ception of binary asteroids with observable mutual ecipséeen unveiled with the modeling of the near-Earth asteroid
(Margot et al, this volume), both mass and volume are re{66391) 1999 KW by Ostro et al.(2006). Some small as-
quired to determine the density of an asteroid. Estimatingroids present an equatorial bulge, presumably generated
the mass of an asteroid by measuring its gravitational infly regolith migration toward lower gravity regions. This
ence on other objects is a challenge because of the relatifocess can even form binary systems if the asteroids spin
low mass of asteroids compared to other planetary objecfast enough\alsh et al.2008;Harris et all,'2009).
The number of mass determinations thus limits the number
of density estimates. Although there are diameter, hence
volume, estimates for all asteroids with a mass determing‘:
tion, the uncertainty in volume generally dominates the bal An evident outcome of shape modeling is the capa-
ance on density uncertaintCérry, 2012). bility to detect large impact craters and basins. Aside

In this respect, 3-D shape models are required to detdrom the spacecraft encounters, the first detection was the
mine accurate volume. The level of potential biases inarge impact basin on Vesta, progenitor of the Vestoids
creases with stronger assumptions on the shape, and Binzel and Xi11993), detected with the HSTlomas et &).
curacy accounting for systematics improves from spher&297) and confirmed by NASA Dawn spacecr&tiésell et al.
to ellipsoid, to convex hull, to the real shape. In the2012). Another case is the recent impact suffered by aster-
decade sinc@steroids Il the number of density estimatesoids (596) Scheila, detected by the presence of a dust tail
has increased from 20 to 300 objecByrift et all, [2002; (Bodewits et &].2011). Lightcurves obtained before and
Carry, [2012). Among these, the most reliable are derivedfter the impact, under similar geometries are differess, r
from binary systems for which the volume of the primaryvealing different surface propertieBgdewits et a//2014).
was determined after shape modeling (e@stro et al,
2006;|Shepard et &).2006;|Descamps et 3112009,/ 2011;
Fang et al,[2011;Marchis et al,[2013).

A detailed description on the density of asteroids and

6. Cratering events
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TABLE 1
A LIST OF OBSERVATION TECHNIQUES AND DERIVABLE PHYSICAL PROPRTIES.

Technique Period Spin Size Shape Thermal Inertia Numberooiehs
Asteroids Il Asteroids IV Asteroids V

Photometry X X X 30 500 10*
Images X X X 5 50 10?
Occultation X X X 5 50 10?
Radar X X X X 10 30 10?
Radiometry X X 10 20 10*
Interferometry X X X 5 <10 10?
Fly-by X X X X X 6 10 <15

The “X” mark indicates which physical properties are ddsieafrom which technique. The number of models
available at the time oAsteroids IlIbook (Asteroids IIl) and now (Asteroids V) is only approxate. The Asteroids V
column is an order-of-magnitude estimate for the next decad

*Ellipsoidal models.

THST/FGS.

4.7. Mass distribution big data flows, the processing has to be automated, with ef-
Because some asteroids are less or more dense than tiﬁ]%glvegaga procgismg_ '[)he ObVIOUfSI Sear(éh for Cprre:]iano f
most-likely constituents, the question of the mass distrib @S t0 be done with care because of large biases In the set o

tion (denser material or voids) in their interior can be akske models. Although the importance of detailed models of in-

This question is intrinsically tied with the study of the gra dividual well-studied asteroids will be important, the mai

ity field around the asteroid. The latter has been measurgfift In paradigm and probably the main source of interest-
during spacecraft encounters (deiler et all, 2002, forin- "9 findings will be in tens of thousands of asteroid mod-
stance), but studies from Earth-bound observations have S derived from photometry in optical and thermal infrared
cently appeared. By comparing the spherical harmonics &iayelengths. O-nIy a few years ago, only photome_try in the
the gravity field as determined from the orbit of a naturaY!s'bk_e was avallable for a Iargg number of asteroids. The
satellite, with the expected coefficients resulting frora th situation drastically changed with WISE catalog of thermal

3-D shape model, the hypothesis of homogeneous mass df&xes for 150,000 asteroids. Automatized procedures ca-
tribution can be teste/achier et al,2012:Berthier etal, Pable of dealing with photometry in the visible and ther-
2014{Takahashi and Scheet@014). mal infrared will yield n_ot only 3-D shape gnd spin state
for thousands of asteroids, but also their diameter, alpedo
5. FUTURE and thermal inertia of their surface. The later being cru-
cial in interpreting asteroid mineralogy once coupled with
In the decade sincésteroids Ill where the principles spectroscopyReddy et al.this volume). Understanding of
of lightcurve inversion based on dense-in-time series weghservational and modeling biases will be crucial for cor-
presentediaasalainen et &/2002b), the number of mod- yect interpretation of the results. Connecting spin anghsha
els has seen a tenfold increase — from a few tens to a fefistribution of asteroids with their orbital and spin evidn
hundreds (Tablgl1). The increasing availability of sparsegi|| hopefully lead to a clear picture of the evolution of the
in-time photometry, and its appropriate handling in the inmain asteroid belt. The ultimate goal here is the connec-
version, coupled with a dramatic increase of computer timgon of models of evolution of the main belt with spin-axis
(thanks to projects like Asteroids@Home) have made thisyolution and current distribution of asteroid physicaljpr
possible. Upcoming all-sky surveys such as Pan-STARR&ytjes.
LSST, and Gaia are expected to produce enormous datapnether approach that is complementary to modeling in-
sets and there is little doubt that thousands of models WHJ|V|dUaI ObjeCtS, is modeiing distribution functions Of_pa
be derived in the next decade. Our knowledge on nofameters of interest. With any inversion technique and pho-
gravitational effects such as YORP and Yarkovsky will ditometric data quality, the number of models will be always
rectly benefit from this larger sample. much lower than the number of known asteroids just be-
With the large number of data and models, new chakayse it takes time to collect enough data at different ge-
Ienges will arise — how to extract SCientiﬁca”y interegtin ometries. So instead of aiming to create unique models
information from a large set of models of asteroids? Withgr g statistically significant sample of the (sub)popwaias

16



with known observational and modeling bias, one can ustevelopment of analysis of remote-sensing data, building

other observables than the time—brightness pairs. With thiledicated ground-based or space telescopes, and evegntuall

approach, there is almost no “wasting” of data because esioving from asteroids surface into their interiors.

sentially all photometric points are used in the statistica .

approach. The aim is to model characteristics of a given Acknowledgments. The work of D was supported by
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