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Abstract. The outer solar system region, known as Kuiper Belt, should contain primi-
tive bodies, probably among the most primitive objects of the solar system. They seem to
be volatile rich objects showing strong relation to comets: the Kuiper belt is probably the
source of most short period comets and Centaurs. The Kuiper belt objects could still con-
tain ices and organic compounds with the same proportion as in the epoch of their formation
from the primordial solar nebula. Thermal models of bodies moving on Kuiper belt orbits
have been developed to follow their evolution and differentiation and to better understand
the relations between them and the short period comets and Centaurs.
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1. Introduction

The region beyond Neptune’s orbit is popu-
lated with numerous, different bodies. This re-
gion, known as Kuiper Belt, should contain
primitive bodies, probably among the most
primitive objects of the solar system. They
seem to be dark volatile rich objects show-
ing strong relation to comets: the Kuiper belt
is probably the source of most short period
comets and Centaurs. A large number of ob-
servational results are now available on these
bodies but we are beginning to see how these
different populations are related to each other
by dynamical and genetic relationships. In this
paper we analyze the internal structure of the
small objects that originated in the outer so-
lar system, beyond Neptune. All these bod-
ies accreted from the protoplanetary nebula
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extending beyond the region where planets
formed, but we do not know exactly where:
in fact many of them were displaced and
scattered from the accreting proto-Uranus and
Neptune. It is commonly accepted that the bod-
ies populating the Kuiper Belt formed in a
region roughly overlapping their present po-
sition. Moreover it has been suggested that
the Kuiper Belt zone could be the source of
most short period comets. In this scenario,
Centaurs, with their instable orbits, represent
bodies in transition between Kuiper belt ob-
jects and the Jupiter family comets. The small
bodies present in the outer solar system are
characterized by a high content of volatiles el-
ements, that can lead under certain thermody-
namic conditions to the development of an in-
trinsic activity, giving rise to the sublimation
and loss of water ice and high-volatility car-
bon compounds. The present structure and ap-
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pearance of these bodies has been affected by
their dynamical history, by the surface aging
(reddening of surfaces due to irradiation), by
their activity (when present, as in the case of
comets) and by their collisional evolution.

In this paper we try to see what could be
their thermal evolution and how and when it
brings to their internal differentiation. In this
paper the current status of our knowledge on
the subject is reviewed, taking into account the
results of thermal modeling.

2. Thermal evolution models

Many authors (Whipple and Stefanik 1996,
Yabushita 1993, Haruyama et al. 1993, Prialnik
et al. 1987, Prialnik and Podolak 1995) have
studied the thermal evolution of cometary nu-
clei taking into account the radiogenic source
using different thermal models and assump-
tions. Some of these works are devoted to the
study of the thermal history of the comets dur-
ing their residence in the Oort cloud, where
the thermophysical conditions are very differ-
ent from those in the Kuiper belt. These au-
thors achieve very interesting results on the fi-
nal internal structure of the Oort cometary nu-
clei and, as consequence, of the long period
comets, but these results cannot be fully ex-
tended to the short period comets, being their
origin and reservoirs very different. More re-
cently, thermal evolution models of KBOs have
been developed (De Sanctis et al., 2001, Choi
et al., 2002, McKinnon et al, 2002) in order
to understand the degree of thermal alteration
suffered by bodies of Kuiper belt. The thermal
evolution modeling of Kuiper Belt objects has
been dealt with two different kinds of models,
corresponding to two different heritages and
in turn to two different points of view: mod-
els originally developed for comet nuclei (De
Sanctis et al, 2001, Choi et al., 2002) and mod-
els developed for icy satellites ( McKinnon,
2002): in one case we are scaling up from
the traditional small cometary sizes, while in
the other case we are starting from mid-sized
icy satellites and moving downward to smaller
sizes.
In this paper we will focus our attention on the

results obtained for the ”comet-like” thermal
evolution models.

2.1. The ”comet-like” model

The model assume that the KBO are porous,
low density objects and the thermal evolution
is computed using a numerical code solving the
unidimensional heat conduction and gas diffu-
sion equations through an idealized spherical
nucleus (De Sanctis et al. 2000, 2001, Capria
et al., 2001). Due to the larger, with respect to
comet nuclei, sizes of Kuiper Belt bodies, and
to the consequently higher content of refracto-
ries, the heating effect of radiogenic elements,
both short and long-lived, is usually taken into
account. So, these models consider two heating
sources of comparable importance, one acting
from the surface (solar input) and one present
in the whole body: this can give origin to more
complex thermal evolution patterns than in the
case of comet nuclei.
So, in this model we take into account also the
radioactive heat process in addition to the oth-
ers more ”convectional” described in the pa-
pers by (Coradini et al. 1997a,b, Capria et al.
1996). The composition and structure of comet
nuclei are to the moment poorly known, and
cannot be easily determined from ground ob-
servations. Parameters used in these simula-
tions are derived from the observations, when
available, or chosen between those that are
considered typical for comets ( Rickman,1994,
Huebner et al., 1999). We developed different
models to test different parameters and hypoth-
esis (dust distribution, dynamical history, pres-
ence of trapped CO).
The model assumes that the body is homoge-
neous and uniformly porous, composed of ices
and dust. The ices considered in these mod-
els are H2O, CO2 and CO, in different pro-
portions: the most abundant molecule is wa-
ter, while CO2 and CO are representative of
the more volatile species that have been ob-
served in the coma of comets (Crovisier and
Bockelée-Morvan 1997).
The dust grains, embedded in the ice matrix,
are spherical and distributed among five differ-
ent size classes. In these models we used an
initial dust grain size distributions based on a
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theoretical study of the dust grains accretion
processes in the pre-solar nebula by Coradini
et al. (1977).
Water ice is initially considered in amorphous
phase, due to the very low temperatures at
which these bodies are thought to form. In the
Kuiper belt, far from the Sun, the thermody-
namical conditions could keep the temperature
low enough to preserve the amorphous ice. The
model takes into account the phase transition
from amorphous ice to crystalline ice (irre-
versible and exothermic).

The model accounts for external energy
sources, the solar radiation reaching the sur-
face, and internal, the radiogenic heating from
the radioisotopes decay. The numerical code
computes the heat diffusion in the porous mate-
rial, leading to the H2O ice phase transition and
the sublimation of the volatile ices. The gases
diffuse inside the pore system, either recon-
densing or escaping in space. The dust grains
can be released by the sublimation of the ices
and undergo the drag exerted by the escap-
ing gas: the dust particles, depending on their
sizes, can be blown off by the flux and lost in
space, or they can accumulate on the nucleus
surface to form a dust crust.

In the following we want to underline the
main physical assumptions and the main dif-
ferences (radiogenic heating) in respect to the
previous model used for the models of Kuiper
belt Objects. Major details on the thermal
model adopted in this work are described in De
Sanctis et al. (1999), Coradini et al. (1997a,b)
and Capria et al.(1996).

3. The equations

The numerical code is written in spherical co-
ordinates with radial dependence only, and the
equations are solved for the whole nucleus.

The heat diffusion through the porous
cometary material is described by the follow-
ing equation, expressing the conservation of
energy:

ρc
∂T
∂t

= ∇[K·∇T ]+QH2O+QCO2 +QCO+Qtr+Qrad(1)

where T is the temperature, t the time, K the
heat conduction coefficient, ρ the density and c

the specific heat of the comet material; QH2O,
QCO2 and QCO are the specific energies gained
or lost due to sublimation and recondensation
of the ices; Qtr accounts for the energy released
during the phase transition from amorphous
to crystalline ice (Ghormley 1968) according
to the activation law experimentally found by
Schmitt et al. (1989); Qrad is the energy re-
leased by the decay of radio isotopes and is de-
scribed in the section below.
The product ρc is the average of the specific
heats of the various components weighted by
their masses in the unit volume. For the heat
conduction coefficient of the porous cometary
material we use Russel’s formula, that takes
into account both the solid phase and the pores
(Espinasse 1989). In the models we do not take
in account the advection by flowing gas: we
have verified that advection is several order of
magnitude below the conduction by the solid
matrix.
The terms QH2O, QCO2 and QCO of Eq. (1)
are directly linked to the source terms Q∗x of
Eq. (2):

Qx = −Po Hx Q∗x [J m−3 s−1] (2)

where Hx is the latent heat of sublima-
tion of component x and Po is the poros-
ity. The equation describes the exchange of
latent heat in sublimation-condensation pro-
cesses in the elementary volume, where voids
and ice molecules are present. The term Qx
accounts for the phenomena of sublimation-
condensation to maintain the equilibrium be-
tween the solid phase and the gas phase at sat-
uration condition. We refer to the elementary
volume and the term Po is the porosity of this
elementary volume.
The gas flow is described by the mass conser-
vation equation:

∂ρ

∂t
= −∇Φ + Q∗ (3)

where ρ is the gas density, Φ its flux and
Q∗ the gas source term due to sublimation and
recondensation processes. Due to the low pres-
sures thought to exist within a comet nucleus
(Steiner et al., 1990), we assume that gas den-
sity and pressure are related through the ideal
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gas law, and the flow of each gas doesn’t in-
fluence the others. The equation can be solved
separately for each gas.
In our model we have made the assumption
that the gas has a temperature equal to that
of the solid matrix, because the perfect gas
moving in the pore network has a thermal in-
ertia negligible in comparison to the thermal
inertia of the solid. The gas then reaches al-
most “immediately” the same temperature of
the porous matrix in which it is moving or,
more precisely, can reach the thermal equilib-
rium with the surrounding medium in a time
scale that is much shorter than the characteris-
tic time scale of the temperature variations in
the solid matrix. In these physical conditions,
the gas pressure variations do not affect the gas
temperature, as the gas depends, for its temper-
ature, much more on molecule-pore wall colli-
sions rather than on molecule-molecule colli-
sions. Therefore the equation that we solve is:

1
RT

∂Px

∂t
= ∇[Gx · ∇Px] + Q∗x. (4)

where R is the universal gas constant.
In a quasi-stationary regime, Φ can be writ-

ten as

Φx = −Gx∇Px [mol m−2 s−1] (5)

where Px is the partial pressure of gas x, and
Gx its gas diffusion coefficient.
The diffusion regime depends on the mean
free path of the molecules in the pore system
and has been studied in detail by Espinasse et
al. (1991), who gave also the expressions for
G(T, P) when the mean free path of molecules
is larger or smaller than the diameter of the
pores. Q∗x is the gas source term, i.e. the source
of matter. Since we consider a three compo-
nents ice mixture, the equation (4) must be
solved three times. Q∗x has been set to zero
in all the layers of the comet where no solid
phase was present: in these layers the solution
of equation (4) gives the pressure. When the
component x is present in the solid phase, un-
der the assumption that the system reacts in-
stantaneously to pressure or temperature varia-
tions, the term Q∗x can be written as follows:

Q∗x =
1

RT
∂Px

∂t
− ∇[Gx · ∇Px] [mol m−3 s−1] (6)

in which it is assumed that the partial pressure
of component x is equal to the saturation
pressure. Only in this case the equation (4)
is not solved. The source term Q∗x, that takes
into account the sublimation and condensation
phenomena of the gas component x, is also
the source term of the heat equation when
multiplied by the latent heat of sublimation
and condensation. In our model the diffusion
equations are solved only inside the pore
network, where, as we already stated, it is
possible to ignore the thermal capacity of
the gas component. In these conditions, the
computation of QH2O, QCO2 and QCO is only
needed to know the amount of sublimating
and condensing volatiles; actually the results
reported by Steiner et al. (1990) on the results
of KOSI experiment show that the energy of
the convective transport is much smaller than
the sublimation - condensation energy.

The surface boundary condition for Eq. (1)
is obtained by computing the energy balance at
the surface of the comet, while at the centre of
the comet the condition is:

∂T
∂r

= 0 (7)

The surface boundary condition used to
solve the diffusion equation Eq. (2) when a dust
crust is present is obtained assuming that the
pressure vanish at the surface. In this case we
think that the gas can flow freely through the
dust crust.

Px = 0 (8)

The surface boundary condition used to
solve the equation when ice is present on the
surface is:

Px = Psat
x (T ) (9)

The centre boundary condition is obtained
by assuming that the ice is in equilibrium with
its vapor, and the partial pressures are equal to
the saturation pressures at the temperature of
the solid matrix.
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3.1. Radiogenic Heating

For the radiogenic heating, we consider the ef-
fects of 40K, 232Th, 235U,238U radioisotopes,
and in one case of 26Al.
The rate of radioactive energy release, Qrad, is
given by

Qrad = ρdustΣλ jXo jexp−λ jtH j (10)

where ρdust is the bulk dust density, λ j is
the decay constant of the j′th radioisotope, Xo j
is its mass fraction within the dust, and H j is
the energy released per unit mass upon decay.

The amount of radioisotopes in cometary
nuclei is unknown and there is no way to mea-
sure it. To model the thermal evolution of these
bodies we must make some assumptions re-
garding the heat generated by radio-decay.

For the radioactive elements we assume
that the abundance of 40K, 232Th, 235U,238U are
in the same proportion as in the C1 chondrites
(Anders and Grevesse 1989).
The values of 40K, 232Th, 235U,238U are taken
from Robert 1984, for 26Al from Brown et al.
(1986). We take Xo j as the mass of the j′th ra-
dioisotope per unit mass of C1 chondrites ex-
trapolated back to 4.5x109 years ago when the
comets are supposed to be formed (Whipple
and Stefanik 1966).

4. Results

We have applied the model to a typical Kuiper
Belt body and have simulated its evolution.

4.1. Low density bodies

In these models we consider KBOs as very
porous, low density objects (density similar to
the comet nuclei) and we account for CO as
representative of the more volatile ices inven-
tory. The main common result for all the mod-
els is the depletion of the most volatile ices
(like CO). After several millions of years, de-
pending on the amount and kind of radioiso-
topes in the models, the CO front reaches
a quasi-stationary level in both models. The
combined effect of radiogenic and solar heat-
ing -the latter coming from outside and the for-
mer uniformly distributed through the whole

Fig. 1. Variation of the central temperature.
KBO0 is the reference model without radioiso-
topes; KBO2 is the case with only long lived
radioisotopes and the same amount of dust
and ice (dust/ice=1); KBO3 is the case with
long lived radioisotopes and 26Al; KBO4 is the
case with only long lived radioisotopes and a
dust/ice=5.

nucleus- leads to an increase of the overall tem-
perature of the nucleus(fig.1).This temperature
increase is reflected in the degassing of high
density KBO that proceeds faster than for icy
bodies

The main result is that the Kuiper Belt
Objects can be strongly volatile depleted bod-
ies. In the upper layers, several hundred meters
below the surface, the most volatile ices (like
CO) are completely absent. However, deeper in
the structure, also regions enriched in volatile
ices are formed, due to the re-condensation of
volatiles in cooler layers.
Due to radiogenic heating the internal temper-
ature may become high enough to permit the
sublimation of CO also from the inner layers.
The result of these processes is that the KBOs
shall be very differentiated: typically, inter-
laced layers of CO-depleted and CO-enriched
can be found (De Sanctis et al., 2001).
The evolution of such a body when injected in
the inner Solar System will be characterized by
outbursts of volatiles, when the volatiles en-
riched layers reach the sublimation tempera-
ture.
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Fig. 2. Variation of the central temperature and
surface temperature for ”Phoebe-like” model.

However, from these simulations it can be seen
that an undifferentiated core can survive, de-
pending mainly on the kind and amount of ra-
diogenic elements considered in the body, but
also on the physical parameters assumed, such
as thermal conductivity, porosity, radius, etc.

4.2. Medium density bodies

If we assumed larger density, similar to Phoebe
density, we can see that alteration due to the
radioisotopes is much more than in the previ-
ous case. Considering a small amount of 26Al
and the other long lived radionuclides, we have
seen that the internal temperature is higher than
before. In fig. 2 is reported the evolution of
the central and surface temperatures. The inte-
rior of a body (fig. 3) like that can be strongly
affected by this temperature increase with the
loss of the hypervolatile ices and, possibly, the
water ice transition.

According to our results, bodies like that,
due to the large amount of dust with respect to
ice, can be deeply altered by the presence of
short lived radioisotopes in the refractory com-
ponent. However, the kind and the amount of
the radioisotopes is the most important param-
eters that affects the results.

Fig. 3. Temperature profile for ”Phoebe-like”
model after 2x107 years.

5. Discussion and conclusion

KBO models can give very different outcomes
depending on the assumptions made such as
ice fraction in the initial composition, the
amount and the kind of radioisotopes, the ob-
ject structure, the dimension, the thermal con-
ductivity. These factors affect the evolution in
different ways.
The amount and kind of radioisotopes provide
different heating in different period of time.
The 26Al is a very intense heat source, that can
rise the temperature in a relatively short period
of time. The amount of this radioactive element
strongly influences the body evolution.
The total amount of radioisotopes is function
of the dust in the nucleus. The presence of
dust is a key parameter: the larger is the dust
amount, the larger is the radio heating. At the
same time, the dust affects on the overall ther-
mal conductivity: the larger is the dust/ice ra-
tio, the larger is the thermal conductivity. The
combination of these two effects strongly in-
creases the overall process of heat transfer.
The composition, especially the nature of wa-
ter ice, has influence on the thermal evolution
of the body. Amorphous ice can be a very inef-
ficient heat conductor. The crystallization pro-
cess is a strong internal heat source, that in
particular conditions (very low conductivity),
gives a run-away increase of internal tempera-
ture.
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The structure of the nucleus, in terms of poros-
ity and pores radii, has strong influence on the
thermal conductivity and, consequently, on the
internal temperature. Porous media are ineffi-
cient conductors. Low conductivity results in
higher temperature. The dimension of the nu-
cleus is important. Earlier works have shown
that the radio-heating is not efficient for small
bodies. Naturally, the overall thermal conduc-
tivity influences strongly the final results. All
these parameters act in different ways on the
comet thermal evolution and different combi-
nations of these parameters can lead to very
different results. The upper-size limit and den-
sity limit for which volatile-rich objects could
have been differentiated is still unconstrained;
measurements of the OPR (ortho para ratio) in
water and other hydrogenated species is sug-
gesting that comets have been preserved at low
temperatures. If the link between comets and
KBOs is real, the results of comets observation
should be taken into account when constrain-
ing KBO models, in particular when dealing
with low formation temperature, low density
(high porosity) and high volatile content.
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Theoretical modelling of comet simulation
experiments, eds. N.I. Kömle, N.J. Bauer,
T. Spohn,, Verlag der Österreichischen
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