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ABSTRACT

GJ 1214b is the highest signal-to-noise sub-Neptune for atmospheric studies. Although most previ-

ous transmission spectroscopy measurements have revealed a frustratingly featureless spectrum, JWST

observations are expected to give new insights to this benchmark planet. We have performed photo-

metric monitoring of GJ 1214 (the host star) to provide context for these observations. We find that

GJ 1214 entered a period of relatively high brightness during 2021 and 2022. This implies that the

JWST MIRI/LRS phase curve observation of GJ 1214b in July 2022 was obtained during an epoch

of low activity for the spot-dominated host star. Like previous works, we are unable to definitively
identify the star’s rotation period. Nevertheless, we confirm that it is likely &50 days.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The transiting exoplanet GJ 1214b was discovered by
Charbonneau et al. (2009) with the MEarth Project ar-

ray of eight 0.40 m automated telescopes designed to

monitor a large number of nearby M dwarfs for tran-

siting exoplanets. They found GJ 1214b to have a

planetary mass of 6.55M⊕, a radius of 2.68R⊕, and
an orbital period of 1.58 days. Originally classified

as a super-Earth, consideration of GJ 1214b in light

of the Kepler planet demographics (Fulton et al. 2017;

Van Eylen et al. 2018) suggests it is better thought of
as a sub-Neptune (Bean et al. 2021a). Its low density

of 1.9 g/cc implies the presence of a substantial atmo-

sphere (Rogers & Seager 2010). There has been exten-

sive effort to detect this atmosphere using transmission

spectroscopy (e.g., Bean et al. 2010; Croll et al. 2011;
Bean et al. 2011; Désert et al. 2011; Berta et al. 2012;

Fraine et al. 2013; Kreidberg et al. 2014; Kasper et al.

2020; Orell-Miquel et al. 2022; Spake et al. 2022), with

the consensus being that the planet has a featureless
spectrum due to high-altitude aerosols.

The 2009 MEarth photometry found the star to vary

in brightness by 2% on a timescale of several weeks (with

a dominant period of 83 days). Charbonneau et al.
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(2009) concluded that starspots carried around the
star by its rotation was the most likely explanation.

Carter et al. (2011) and Kreidberg et al. (2014) ob-

served 31 transits between 2009 and 2013 and found

that four transits exhibited brightness anomalies as the

planet occulted a starspot, confirming the presence of
dark spots as the cause of the star’s brightness variabil-

ity.

Subsequent studies have confirmed the low-amplitude

stellar variability but have not been very success-
ful at pinning down the true stellar rotation period.

Berta et al. (2011) analyzed new 2010 MEarth photom-

etry with better sampling and cadence than the 2009

MEarth discovery observations and found a best period

of 53 days. However, they cautioned that if GJ 1214 has
well-spaced active longitudes, its true rotation period

may be a higher multiple of 53 days (e.g., ≈100 days).

Narita et al. (2013) monitored GJ 1214 for stellar vari-

ability over the relatively short timespan of 78 days
in 2012 with the MITSuMe 0.50 m telescope in Japan

and found a shorter period of 44.3 days. Additional

photometric monitoring in 2012 and 2013 was reported

by Nascimbeni et al. (2015) who used the 1.2 m twin

robotic telescopes STELLA (STELLar Activity) located
on Tenerife in the Canary Islands. They found possi-

ble periods of 83.0, 69.0, and 79.6 days. Mallonn et al.

(2018) continued long-term monitoring of GJ 1214 with

STELLA to create light curves from 2012 through 2016
primarily in the Johnson BV pass bands. Their most
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significant signal was 125 ± 5 days for the 2014-2016

B + V data set, which they claimed overrules previous

suggestions of a significantly shorter stellar rotation pe-

riod.

2. OBSERVATIONS

In an attempt to determine the correct rotation period

of GJ 1214, we conducted our own photometric obser-

vations with the Tennessee State University Celestron

14-inch (C14) automated imaging telescope (AIT) lo-

cated at Fairborn Observatory in southern Arizona. We
acquired 329 good nightly photometric observations (ex-

cluding occasional transit observations) during the five

observing seasons 2018 through 2022. The observations

were made through a Cousins R filter with an SBIG
STL-1001E CCD camera. Each nightly observation con-

sists of 3–5 consecutive exposures of the GJ 1214 field of

view. The individual frames are co-added and reduced

to differential magnitudes in the sense GJ 1214 minus

the mean brightness of 13 constant comparison stars in
the same field. Further details of our observing and data

reduction procedures can be found in Sing et al. (2015).

The nightly observations are plotted as small filled cir-

cles in Figure 1. Since GJ 1214 comes to opposition with
the Sun on June 11, much of the observing season oc-

curs during our annual Summer Shutdown when all tele-

scopes must be closed from early July to early Septem-

ber due to the “monsoon season” in southern Arizona.

Thus, there are gaps in each year’s light curve when no
observations can collected. The 2018 observing season is

an exception since our initial observations did not take

place until after the 2018 Shutdown. The yearly mean

differential observations are also plotted in Figure 1 as
the large filled circles and include the observations on

both sides of the Summer Shutdown. The uncertainties

in the seasonal means are roughly the size of the plot

symbols.

The observations are summarized by season in Table 1.
The standard deviations of the individual observations

from their respective seasonal means are given in col-

umn 4 and range from 6.44 to 9.96 mmag. The typical

precision of a single nightly observation with the C14

AIT is 2–3 mmag on good nights (e.g., Fu et al. 2021),

so the standard deviations given in column 4 indicate the

presence of low-level, night-to-night brightness variabil-
ity in GJ 1214 during each observing season. The sea-

sonal means given in column 5 cover a range of 68 mmag,

showing a general brightening trend in GJ 1214 of sev-

eral percent over our five years of observation. Finally,

we performed period analyses of the individual yearly
light curves using the procedure described in Wong et al.

(2022). The resulting best periods are given in column 6

and range between 56.4 and 99.6 days. The period listed

for 2018 is particularly uncertain due to the low num-
ber of observations. Phase curves of the five observing

seasons are plotted with their five individual periods in

Figure 2. Peak-to-peak amplitudes are given in each

panel and range from 10 to 20 mmag. Like previously

published results, we are unable to identify confidently
the true stellar rotation period of GJ 1214.

3. CONCLUSION

We can, however, use our photometric results to

predict the starspot coverage at the time of the

JWST MIRI/LRS phase curve observation of GJ 1214b
that was taken in July 2022 (Bean et al. 2021b).

Radick et al. (2018) examined the patterns of brightness

variation for 72 Sun-like stars and demonstrated that

the brightness variability in young, active (and there-

fore convective) stars is driven by dark spots in the sense
that a star is fainter when it is more active (spotted).

The combination of Figure 1 and the bottom panel of

Figure 2 show that GJ 1214 was near a long-term as well

as a short-term brightness maximum. In other words,
the star was near starspot minimum at the time of the

JWST phase curve observation. Continued photomet-

ric monitoring would be valuable to provide context for

the upcoming NIRCam transmission spectroscopy ob-

servations of Greene et al. (2017), which are currently
scheduled for July and August 2023
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Figure 1. Nightly Cousins R band photometry of GJ 1214 from the five observing seasons 2018 through 2022 (small circles),
acquired with the C14 automated imaging telescope (AIT) at Fairborn Observatory. The star is slightly variable within each
observing season over a range of 1-2%. The seasonal means are plotted as the large filled circles and show that GJ 1214b has
brightened by several percent over the course of our observations (see Table 1). The time of the JWST phase curve observation
of GJ 1214b that was obtained July 20 – 22, 2022 by Bean et al. (2021b) is indicated by the dashed line.
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Figure 2. Cousins R band phase curves of GJ 1214 from 2018 to 2022. Periods for each year are given in the upper left of each
panel. Peak-to-peak amplitudes are given in the upper right. Like the results given in the literature, our periods cover a broad
range. The arrow in the bottom panel marks the phase of the July 20-22, 2022 JWST observation.
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