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ABSTRACT

Interstellar objects are the ejected building blocks of other solar systems. As such, they enable
the acquisition of otherwise inaccessible information about nascent extrasolar systems. The discov-
ery of the third interstellar object, 3I/ATLAS, provides an opportunity to explore the properties
of a small body from another solar system and to compare it to the small bodies in our own. To
that end, we present spectrophotometric observations of 3I/ATLAS taken using the SuperNova Inte-
gral Field Spectrograph on the University of Hawai‘i 2.2-m telescope. Our data includes the earliest
λ ≤ 3800 Å spectrum of 3I/ATLAS, obtained ∼12.5 hours after the discovery announcement. Later
spectra confirm previously reported cometary activity, including Ni and CN emission. The data show
wavelength-varying spectral slopes (S ≈ (0%–29%)/1000 Å, depending on wavelength range) through-
out the pre-perihelion (rh = 4.4–2.5 au) approach of 3I/ATLAS. We perform synthetic photometry
on our spectra and find 3I/ATLAS shows mostly stable color evolution over the period of our obser-
vations, with g − r colors ranging from ∼0.69–0.75 mag, r − i colors ranging from ∼0.26–0.30 mag,
and c − o colors ranging from ∼0.50–0.55 mag. Ongoing post-perihelion observations of 3I/ATLAS
will provide further insight into its potentially extreme composition.
Subject headings: Asteroids(72); Comets(280); Meteors(1041); Interstellar Objects (52); Comet Nuclei

(2160); Comet Volatiles (2162); Small Solar System Bodies (1469); Astrochemistry
(75); Planetesimals (1259)

1. INTRODUCTION

Comets and asteroids from other solar systems that
pass through our own solar system on hyperbolic orbits
are nominally common (e.g., Engelhardt et al. 2017; Do
et al. 2018), but they are rarely observed. Once discov-
ered, these objects offer a unique and exclusive glimpse
into the small bodies of other stellar systems and the
physical and chemical processes that lead to their for-
mation (e.g., Jewitt & Seligman 2023). Whereas solar
system comets enable the study of primordial material
from our own solar system (e.g., Bodewits et al. 2024),
interstellar objects perform an analogous function: they
enable the study of the primordial material for other solar
systems (e.g., Fitzsimmons et al. 2024). Recently, Den-
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neau et al. (2025) reported the discovery of a third in-
terstellar object by the Asteroid Terrestrial-impact Last
Alert System (ATLAS; Tonry et al. 2018, 2025). This
object, named 3I/ATLAS, is merely the third interstel-
lar object, following 1I/‘Oumuamua (Meech et al. 2017)
and 2I/Borisov (Borisov et al. 2019).
The first two interstellar objects showed disparate

properties. Cometary activity, arising from solar ra-
diation heating the surface-layer materials (e.g., Whip-
ple 1950, 1951), differed between the previous two in-
terstellar objects, with 1I/‘Oumuamua lacking observed
cometary activity (e.g., Meech et al. 2017; Ye et al. 2017;
Jewitt et al. 2017; ’Oumuamua ISSI Team et al. 2019;
Trilling et al. 2018) and 2I/Borisov showing strong out-
gassing activity (Fitzsimmons et al. 2019; Jewitt & Luu
2019; Cremonese et al. 2020; Guzik et al. 2020; Hui et al.
2020; Kim et al. 2020; McKay et al. 2020; Ye et al.
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2020; Yang et al. 2021) and a composition mirroring
solar-system comet-like features such as C2 (Lin et al.
2020), [O I] (McKay et al. 2020), OH (Xing et al. 2020),
NH2 (Bannister et al. 2020) species, and Ni outgassing
(Guzik et al. 2020; Opitom et al. 2021). While simi-
lar to solar system comets in many respects, 2I/Borisov
had an unusually high abundance of CO (Bodewits et al.
2020; Cordiner et al. 2020). Both 1I/‘Oumuamua and
2I/Borisov had similar reflectance spectra, with spectral
slopes ranging from 5% to 25% per 1000 Å, depending
on the wavelength range and data source (for a review,
see Jewitt & Seligman 2023).
The recently discovered 3I/ATLAS shows cometary ac-

tivity like 2I/Borisov (Seligman et al. 2025; Jewitt et al.
2025; Cordiner et al. 2025; Frincke et al. 2025; Rahat-
gaonkar et al. 2025; Opitom et al. 2025; de la Fuente Mar-
cos et al. 2025; Chandler et al. 2025; Lisse et al. 2025).
The initial spectrum from the University of Hawai‘i 2.2-
meter (UH 2.2m) telescope and other facilities exhibited
a red-sloped reflectance spectrum without strong emis-
sion features (Seligman et al. 2025; Opitom et al. 2025;
Puzia et al. 2025). As it approached perihelion, out-
gassing increased. Absorption by water ice grains (Yang
et al. 2025) and emission from CN (Rahatgaonkar et al.
2025; Hoogendam et al. 2025a; Salazar Manzano et al.
2025), HCN (Coulson et al. 2025, see also Hinkle et al.
2025a), Ni (Rahatgaonkar et al. 2025; Hoogendam et al.
2025a), Fe (Hutsemékers et al. 2025), CO2 (Lisse et al.
2025; Cordiner et al. 2025), CO (Cordiner et al. 2025),
and OH (Xing et al. 2025) have been reported.
Unlike previous comets, 3I/ATLAS is benefiting from

intensive integral field unit (IFU) observations. IFUs
offer two advantages over traditional slit spectrographs
for comet studies: they enable spatially resolved obser-
vations and spectrophotometric flux calibration. Previ-
ously reported IFU data on 3I/ATLAS included a spec-
trum from Opitom et al. (2025), taken shortly (∼3 hours)
after the discovery announcement, by the VLT-mounted
Multi Unit Spectroscopic Explorer (MUSE, Bacon et al.
2010). Unfortunately, MUSE lacks the blue wavelength
coverage to observe common comet emission features,
such as CN. Opitom et al. (2025) used the Wide Field
Mode with a 1′ by 1′ field of view and a wavelength
range of 4800–9200 Å. Additionally, Hoogendam et al.
(2025a) presented a Keck Cosmic Web Imager spectrum
(Morrissey et al. 2018) obtained nearly two months af-
ter discovery. KCWI can observe blue wavelengths, and
these data revealed that the Ni emission is more centrally
concentrated than the CN emission and the broad-band
coma light.
In this manuscript, we present a spectral time series

of integral-field unit (IFU) observations of 3I/ATLAS
from the SuperNova Integral Field Spectrograph (SNIFS;
Lantz et al. 2004) on the UH 2.2m telescope, taken as
part of the Spectroscopic Classification of Astronomical
Transients (SCAT; Tucker et al. 2022) survey.

2. DATA

Nine spectra were obtained between UT 2025 July 3
and UT 2025 September 2 using the SNIFS instrument
on the University of Hawai‘i (UH) 2.2-meter telescope
at Maunakea by the SCAT team. A log of the data
is presented in Table 1. The SCAT collaboration uses

TABLE 1
Log of spectroscopic observations. rh is the heliocentric distance,
∆ is the geocentric distance, α is the phase angle, and TA is the

true anomaly, or position along the orbit.

UT Date MJD rh ∆ α TA
au au Degrees Degrees

2025-07-03 60859.3 4.43 3.44 2.6 -78.9
2025-07-04 60860.4 4.40 3.40 3.0 -78.7
2025-07-12 60868.4 4.14 3.19 5.9 -77.4
2025-07-14 60870.4 4.07 3.14 6.6 -77.0
2025-07-18 60874.3 3.94 3.06 8.2 -76.3
2025-07-19 60875.3 3.91 3.03 8.6 -66.1
2025-08-18 60905.3 2.94 2.64 20.0 -68.0
2025-08-23 60910.2 2.78 2.61 21.3 -66.2
2025-09-02 60920.6 2.47 2.57 23.0 -61.6

the UH 2.2-meter and the Australian National Univer-
sity 2.3-meter telescopes to classify and spectroscopically
follow transient phenomena such as supernovae (e.g.,
Tucker et al. 2024; Hoogendam et al. 2025b,c), tidal dis-
ruption events (e.g., Hinkle et al. 2021, 2023; Hoogendam
et al. 2024; Hinkle et al. 2024, 2025b; Pandey et al. 2025),
active galactic nuclei (e.g., Neustadt et al. 2023), X-ray
binaries (e.g., Tucker et al. 2018), and dipper stars (e.g.,
Forés-Toribio et al. 2025).
SNIFS contains two channels split by a dichroic mir-

ror. The blue channel covers the 3400–5100 Å range, and
the red channel covers 5100–10000 Å. The spectral res-
olutions are 5 Å and 7 Å, respectively. The data were
reduced using the Nearby Supernova Factory (Aldering
et al. 2002) reduction pipeline (Bacon et al. 2001; Alder-
ing et al. 2006; Scalzo et al. 2010), and flux calibrated
following the steps detailed in Buton et al. (2013). Fluxes
were extracted using the Gaussian+Moffat point-spread-
function model with a flat background, as described in
Rubin et al. (2022). Some of the coma may end up in the
sky; however, the flux profile of 3I/ATLAS is dominated
by the nucleus (see, e.g., Hoogendam et al. 2025a), so the
effect is negligible.
The solar analogue HD 165290 was observed at all

epochs except 2025-07-03 and 2025-07-19. For those
epochs, we use the observations of HD 165290 from the
night before or after, respectively. For the final epoch
on 2025-09-02, HD 165290 was unobservable due to a
small lunar separation of 4 degrees, so the solar analogue
HD 142801 was observed instead. Each final calibrated
reflectance spectrum was obtained by dividing the target
spectrum by the solar analogue spectrum and normaliz-
ing at 5500 Å. Because we use the same solar analogue
for all our observations, differences in spectral slope evo-
lution will not be introduced by the solar analogue.

3. ANALYSIS

Figure 1 shows the spectrophotometric time series data
presented in this work. The July 3rd spectrum shows
a stellar streak that overlaps with the comet, resulting
in a different spectral slope in the redder bands. The
contaminating stellar source is extincted by Milky Way
dust, reducing the contaminating flux at bluer wave-
lengths. This makes wavelengths below ∼6000 Å mostly
contamination-free, and our visual inspection of the
cubes confirms that 3I/ATLAS is the dominant source
of flux at these wavelength. However, at redder wave-
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Fig. 1.— The spectrophotometric time series data of 3I/ATLAS from the UH 2.2-meter telescope taken with the SNIFS spectrograph. Grey
curves are the original data, and black curves represent the Gaussian-smoothed data. The SNIFS dichroic boundary between ∼5000-5200 Å
is shaded grey. The Nearby Supernova Factory pipeline improves the dichroic region; however, some spectra still exhibit low signal-to-noise
ratios in that region. The Pan-STARRS (bottom) and ATLAS (top) filter transmission functions are also shown. The red channel of the
first spectrum is contaminated by a stellar streak, leading to a slope that differs from those of the other spectra and is therefore excluded.
The blue channel is unaffected by the stellar streak because the contaminating star is extincted by the Milky Way.

lengths the contamination flux is non-negligible, so we
mask wavelengths redder than ∼6000 Å and exclude this
spectrum from our spectral slope analysis below.

3.1. Synthetic Photometry

The accurate spectral flux calibration of our SNIFS
spectra enables reliable synthetic photometry. The PSF-
model fitting prevents exact knowledge of the aperture,
but we find in 3.2 that assuming a 3′′aperture provides a
reliable CN production rate and is consistent with IFU
data from (Hoogendam et al. 2025a). Table 2 contains
a log of our synthetic photometry. The synthetic Pan-
STARRS gri (Chambers et al. 2016) and ATLAS co
(Tonry et al. 2018) photometry from photometric nights
is plotted in Figure 2, along with previously reported
ATLAS photometry from Tonry et al. (2025). Differ-
ences in magnitude are expected due to the different
apertures used, which will contain different amounts of
the cometary coma. Shortly after discovery, the c- and

o-band data agree with our synthetic magnitudes, likely
due to the cometary activity being entirely encapsulated
in both the ATLAS aperture and SNIFS field-of-view. As
cometary activity increases, the larger ATLAS apertures
capture more cometary flux and thus appear brighter
than our values.
3I/ATLAS shows a stable color evolution across most

of our observations, with observed g − r colors ranging
from 0.69 to 0.75 mag, r− i colors from 0.26 to 0.30 mag,
and c − o colors from 0.50 to 0.55 mag. The July 12
and 14 spectra have different colors, but there may be a
poorly understood data issue with the July 12 data (see
Section 3.3 for further discussion). The measured colors
from different groups exhibit systematic variations, likely
due to differences in filter bandpasses and aperture sizes,
yet each reported color is consistent with a moderately
red, dust-dominated coma. Puzia et al. (2025) measured
SDSS g− r = 0.86±0.05 mag and Pan-STARRS g− r =
0.73± 0.05 mag from July 4 flux-calibrated spectra, and
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Fig. 2.— Synthetic photometry in the Pan-STARRS griz and
ATLAS co passbands. All magnitudes are reported in the AB
system. Reported “m10” ATLAS magnitudes from Tonry et al.
(2025) are shown as black lines, and the “m6” ATLAS magnitudes
are shown as grey lines. The cyan filter is denoted using dotted
lines, and the orange filter is denoted using dashed lines.

Kareta et al. (2025) report g′− i′ = 0.98±0.03 mag from
IRTF observations using ‘Opihi (Lee et al. 2022), whereas
our PSF-extracted IFU data yield slightly bluer values
for the Pan-STARRS filters (g − r ≈ 0.69–0.75 mag).
Beniyama (2025) report slightly bluer colors (g − r ≈
0.60 mag, r − i ≈ 0.21 mag) on July 15, and Bolin et al.
(2025) reported B−V = 0.98±0.23 mag, V −R = 0.71±
0.09 mag, g−r = 0.84±0.05 mag, r−i = 0.16±0.03 mag.

3.2. Activity

The final three epochs of SNIFS spectra contain emis-
sion lines arising from cometary activity (Figure 3). We
use the solar analogue to subtract the continuum flux
contribution using the same model as Rahatgaonkar et al.
(2025) and Hoogendam et al. (2025a). The continuum
contribution is modeled as a function of wavelength, de-
fined as

Fcont(λ) = R(λ)× F⊙ analogue

[
λ
(
1 +

v

c

)
+ δλ

]
. (1)

The function R(λ) is a second-order polynomial
R (λ) ≡ 1

S

(
1 + b1λ+ b2λ

2
)
that serves as a normalized

reflectance function, where the normalization factor S
accounts for the flux differences between comet and so-
lar analog. F⊙ analogue is the shifted solar analogue spec-
trum. The fitted shift parameters, v and δλ, account for
the relative motion between Earth and the comet and
between Earth and the solar analogue star. The param-
eters b1 and b2 quantify the reflectance slope. The high
signal-to-noise ratio of the solar analogue data results in
a negligible contribution to the overall error budget.
We observe CN and Ni I features that have been previ-

TABLE 2
Log of synthetic photometry. Magnitudes are reported in the AB
system. See Tonry et al. (2018) for co bandpass information and

Chambers et al. (2016) for griz bandpass information.

UT Date MJD rh Filter Magnitude Magnitude Error

2025-07-04 60860.4 4.40 g 18.72 0.01
2025-07-04 60860.4 4.40 c 18.41 0.01
2025-07-04 60860.4 4.40 r 18.03 0.01
2025-07-04 60860.4 4.40 o 17.91 0.01
2025-07-04 60860.4 4.40 i 17.77 0.01
2025-07-04 60860.4 4.40 z 17.72 0.01
2025-07-12 60868.4 4.14 g 18.54 0.01
2025-07-12 60868.4 4.14 c 18.20 0.01
2025-07-12 60868.4 4.14 r 17.80 0.01
2025-07-12 60868.4 4.14 o 17.66 0.01
2025-07-12 60868.4 4.14 i 17.51 0.01
2025-07-12 60868.4 4.14 z 17.42 0.01
2025-07-14 60870.4 4.07 g 18.43 0.01
2025-07-14 60870.4 4.07 c 18.09 0.01
2025-07-14 60870.4 4.07 r 17.69 0.01
2025-07-14 60870.4 4.07 o 17.54 0.01
2025-07-14 60870.4 4.07 i 17.39 0.01
2025-07-14 60870.4 4.07 z 17.29 0.01
2025-07-18 60874.4 3.94 g 18.20 0.01
2025-07-18 60874.4 3.94 c 17.89 0.01
2025-07-18 60874.4 3.94 r 17.52 0.01
2025-07-18 60874.4 3.94 o 17.37 0.01
2025-07-18 60874.4 3.94 i 17.23 0.01
2025-07-18 60874.4 3.94 z 17.14 0.01
2025-07-19 60875.4 3.91 g 18.14 0.01
2025-07-19 60875.4 3.91 c 17.83 0.01
2025-07-19 60875.4 3.91 r 17.46 0.01
2025-07-19 60875.4 3.91 o 17.33 0.01
2025-07-19 60875.4 3.91 i 17.21 0.01
2025-07-19 60875.4 3.91 z 17.17 0.01
2025-08-18 60905.3 2.94 g 17.41 0.01
2025-08-18 60905.3 2.94 c 17.09 0.01
2025-08-18 60905.3 2.94 r 16.71 0.01
2025-08-18 60905.3 2.94 o 16.57 0.01
2025-08-18 60905.3 2.94 i 16.42 0.01
2025-08-18 60905.3 2.94 z 16.35 0.01
2025-08-23 60910.2 2.78 g 17.28 0.01
2025-08-23 60910.2 2.78 c 16.93 0.01
2025-08-23 60910.2 2.78 r 16.52 0.01
2025-08-23 60910.2 2.78 o 16.38 0.01
2025-08-23 60910.2 2.78 i 16.23 0.01
2025-08-23 60910.2 2.78 z 16.17 0.01
2025-09-02 60920.6 2.47 g 16.86 0.01
2025-09-02 60920.6 2.47 c 16.54 0.01
2025-09-02 60920.6 2.47 r 16.16 0.01
2025-09-02 60920.6 2.47 o 16.02 0.01
2025-09-02 60920.6 2.47 i 15.88 0.01
2025-09-02 60920.6 2.47 z 15.82 0.01

ously reported (e.g., Rahatgaonkar et al. 2025; Hoogen-
dam et al. 2025a). Additionally, Hutsemékers et al.
(2025) report Fe I features emerging after the CN and
Ni emission on August 28 and stacked September 3+4.
Our September 2nd spectrum may have some emission
consistent with the reported Fe I features, but the signal-
to-noise ratio of the lines is insufficient to claim a clear
detection.
A simple (Haser 1957) model was used to convert the

measured CN line flux into a gas production rate. The
number of photons emitted per molecule per second (the
so-called g-factor) and the scale lengths were taken from
A’Hearn et al. (1995). We assumed that the gas escapes
isotropically from the nucleus at a constant velocity, and
adopted a mean expansion speed of 0.8 × r−0.6

h km s−1,
following Biver et al. (1999), where rh is the heliocentric
distance in au.
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Because the spectral extraction method for the SNIFS
data cubes relies on a PSF model over the entire cube,
the exact aperture (or the effective aperture weighted
by the PSF that results in an “equivalent noise area”
King 1983) over which the spectrum was extracted is
non-trivial. Because the angular extent of 3I/ATLAS
may vary, such an aperture is not constant and is difficult
to use for literature comparisons.
Instead, we report inferred production rates measured

from the PSF-extracted spectra assuming two different
aperture radii: 2′′ and 3′′. While 2′′ or 3′′ apertures are
not constant with respect to the “equivalent noise area”,
they at least facilitate a more straightforward literature
comparison. The 3′′ values are likely more accurate given
the known coma, which extends ∼3′′ in the IFU data
presented by Hoogendam et al. (2025a). We include 2′′

values for completeness. Our CN production rates are
logged in Table 3.
We also report an upper limit of Q(CN) < 9.8 ×

1023 molecules s−1 from our highest SNR spectrum,
taken on July 12. Our first detection is on August 18

TABLE 3
Log of CN production rates. Table 1 contains orbital properties

like heliocentric and geocentric distances.

UT Date MJD 3′′ Rate 2′′ Rate
molecules s−1 molecules s−1

2025-07-12 60868.4 < 9.8× 1023 · · ·
2025-08-18 60905.3 (0.8± 0.3)× 1024 (1.8± 0.7)× 1024

2025-08-23 60910.2 (1.2± 0.3)× 1024 (2.5± 0.6)× 1024

2025-09-02 60920.6 (3.1± 0.5)× 1024 (6.5± 1.1)× 1024

with a production rate of (8.4± 3.2)×1023 molecules s−1

assuming a 3′′ effective aperture radius.

3.3. Spectral Slopes

For our spectral slope calculations, we divide our spec-
tra by the solar analog spectrum to obtain reflectance
spectra, which are normalized to 1 at 5500 Å. We mea-
sure the spectral slope for each epoch of 3I/ATLAS using
a linear fit to the normalized reflectance spectra over var-
ious wavelength ranges, masking wavelengths near the
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Fig. 4.— The spectral slope evolution fits for several epochs of
3I/ATLAS SNIFS spectra. The different colors represent different
fitted wavelength ranges.

SNIFS dichroic crossover. To ensure robust error esti-
mates, we perform 100 bootstrap iterations, randomly
sampling 90% of the spectral points in each. Figure 4
shows the spectral slope fits, and Figure 5 shows the
spectral slope evolution.
3I/ATLAS exhibits a red reflectance color through-

out its spectral evolution, likely due to its dusty coma
(Seligman et al. 2025; Opitom et al. 2025; Yang et al.
2025; Kareta et al. 2025; Santana-Ros et al. 2025). From
4000 Å to 7000 Å, the slope of 3I/ATLAS ranges from
20%/1000 Å to 29%/1000 Å. Previously reported spec-
tral slope values for 3I/ATLAS are consistent with our
results and are compiled in Table 4.

4. DISCUSSION OF SPECTRAL SLOPE RESULTS

We begin our discussion with remarks on the strik-
ing, sudden red slope “spike” from July 12 to 14 (rh ≈
4.1 au). The blue slope on July 12 may likely be an
erroneous slope introduced during data reduction. How-
ever, we are unable to find the exact cause. The com-
puted instrumental response and atmospheric extinction
are similar to those on other nights. While 3I/ATLAS
was in a crowded field at the time of observation, we rule
out stellar streak contamination for two reasons. First,
the July 12th spectrum (shown in Figure 4) is a median
of extracted spectral from the 3 uncontaminated expo-
sures of 3I/ATLAS (a fourth exposure was removedue
to a visible streak), so any influence from stellar streak
contamination should be removed during the coadd. Sec-
ond, we inspect the white-light images of the cubes and
confirm that there is no contaminating streak. An addi-
tional check is to compute the spectral slopes using the
secondary solar analog stars. Unfortunately, the spec-
tra of the secondary analog for July 12, HD 157842, and
HD 165290 are significantly different. Our spectrum of
HD 157842 from July 12 differs from those of HD 165290
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Fig. 5.— The spectral slope evolution for 3I/ATLAS from our
SNIFS spectra. The slope is described in the text. We compute
the slopes using a linear fit to the reflectance spectra, with values
normalized at 5500 Å. The first spectrum is excluded because it
lacks uncontaminated red-wavelength coverage. The crosshatched
regions centered on the dashed red and dotted blue lines denote
the aggregate slope values for 1I/‘Oumuamua and 2I/Borisov, re-
spectively, from Jewitt & Seligman (2023). The grey-shaded region
shows the spectral slope reported by Rahatgaonkar et al. (2025) for
their spectroscopic time-series data from rh ≃ 4.4 to 2.9 au. Only
statistical uncertainties are plotted. See Section 4 for discussion
about the steep red slopes between July 12-14.

from July 12 and 14, and of the secondary solar analogue
HD 154805 from July 14. The spectral slopes are con-
sistent using any of these three stars, while the spectral
slope using HD 157842 is a mere 17%/1000 Å, far less
red than any other measurement we make.
On the other hand, the July 14 spectrum shows a sim-

ilar slope regardless of which solar analogue star from
that night was used. The cube does not show a stellar
streak. While the slope remains redder in this epoch,
it is likely more reliable than the July 12 measurement,
and its variation likely arises from intrinsic systematic
scatter in spectral slope measurements.
Unfortunately, there is a dearth of literature measure-

ments during this time phase to compare our spectral
slopes. Rahatgaonkar et al. (2025) report spectral slopes
from 3900 Å to 5550 Å of 22 ± 1 %/1000 Å for all
epochs, which includes an epoch on July 17, but not
during the reddest slope epochs we see. As-of-yet un-
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TABLE 4
Log of literature spectral slope measurements for 3I/ATLAS.

rh Wavelength Slope
(au) (Å) (%/1000Å)

4.40 3900–5500 26.6± 0.8a

4.14 3900–5500 39.1± 0.8a

4.07 3900–5500 28.8± 1.1a

3.94 3900–5500 23.5± 1.1a

3.91 3900–5500 23.9± 0.7a

2.94 3900–5500 23.6± 0.3a

2.78 3900–5500 28.8± 0.5a

2.47 3900–5500 18.8± 0.4a

4.40 4000–5500 27.4± 1.0c

2.80 3900–6000 26.1± 0.5g

3.80 3800–9200 18.3± 0.9f

4.40 4000–7000 17.1± 0.2b

4.40 4000–7000 21.9± 0.2a

4.14 4000–7000 27.6± 0.3a

4.07 4000–7000 26.2± 0.3a

3.94 4000–7000 22.7± 0.3a

3.91 4000–7000 20.6± 0.2a

2.94 4000–7000 23.8± 0.1a

2.78 4000–7000 27.7± 0.1a

2.47 4000–7000 21.2± 0.1a

4.47 5000–7000 18.0± 3.0e

4.40 5500–7000 26.7± 0.7c; G2V

4.40 5500–7000 16.4± 0.4c; SOLSPEC

4.40 5000–8000 11.4± 0.2d

3.80 5000–7000 18.5± 0.5f

2.80 5500–7000 14.0± 1.9g

4.47 7000–9000 17.0± 4.0e

4.40 6500–9000 6.5± 0.2a

4.40 7000–9000 5.2± 0.2d

4.14 6500–9000 8.6± 0.2a

4.07 6500–9000 10.2± 0.3a

4.07 7000–9000 6.7± 1.4d

3.94 6500–9000 9.8± 0.3a

3.91 6500–9000 5.9± 0.2a

3.80 7000–9000 11.6± 0.4f

2.94 6500–9000 7.5± 0.1a

2.80 7000–9000 5.2± 0.2g

2.78 6500–9000 8.0± 0.2a

2.47 6500–9000 4.4± 0.1a

Note. — Spectral slopes are normalized reflectivity gradients
typically measured by linear fits to reflectance spectra. Different
solar reference spectra and wavelength ranges can lead to system-
atic differences between measurements. Heliocentric distances (rh)
are approximate values at the time of observation.
a This work - UH 2.2m/SNIFS
b Seligman et al. (2025) - SNIFS SCAT pipeline reduction
c Puzia et al. (2025) - SOAR/Goodman HTS
d Yang et al. (2025) - Gemini South/GMOS
e Opitom et al. (2025) - VLT/MUSE
f de la Fuente Marcos et al. (2025) - GTC/OSIRIS
g Salazar Manzano et al. (2025) - MDM 2.4m

published VLT/MUSE observations on July 16 are also
consistent with our 6500 Å to 9000 Å slope (C. Opitom,
private communication). Finally, Jewitt & Luu (2025)
obtained photometry from NOT/ALFOSC on July 11,
but they do not report spectral slope measurements. As
additional observations in this time range are reported,
particularly those covering bluer wavelengths, a better
understanding of this behavior may emerge.
If this slope trend is real, the rapid change and return

may arise from the sublimation of large dust grains, ef-
fectively reddening the spectra. Micron-sized icy grains
were detected in the spectrum of 3I on July 14 (Yang

et al. 2025). Grains this size near 4 au can live for many
days, depending on the albedo (Protopapa et al. 2018).
If these ices were embedded in larger refractory grains,
once the ices sublimated, only the original red refrac-
tory material would be left behind, causing the spectra
to return to similar original slopes.
A second, more certain result, is that the redder slopes

are flatter than the bluer slopes. This is further evi-
dence to confirm previous speculation that the spectral
slopes of 3I/ATLAS may “turn over” at redder wave-
lengths (e.g., Yang et al. 2025). Indeed, between 8000 Å
and 10 000 Å the slopes by eye appear nearly flat, and
the 6500 Å to 9000 Å slopes plotted in Figure 5 are far
less red and less steep than the bluer wavelength ranges.
While similar to the DeMeo et al. (2009) D-type spec-
tral class, those objects do not turn over. The evidence
is mounting that 3I/ATLAS turns over in the red wave-
lengths, as shown by this work and others (e.g., Yang
et al. 2025), which is atypical for a comet.
The previous two interstellar objects also had red

slopes. The spectral slope for 1I/‘Oumuamua ranged
from 7 to 23%/1000 Å (e.g., Jewitt et al. 2017; Meech
et al. 2017; Ye et al. 2017; Fitzsimmons et al. 2018), with
an average value of (15±5) %/1000 Å (Jewitt & Seligman
2023). Unlike 2I/Borisov and 3I/ATLAS, the spectral
slope of 1I/‘Oumuamua reflects the bare nucleus instead
of a dusty coma. Of the slope values for 1I/‘Oumuamua,
the most similar method is from Meech et al. (2017), who
removed the rotation light curve and reported a spectral
slope of ∼23%/1000 Å, similar to the slope of 3I/ATLAS.
A wide range of spectral slope measurements were re-

ported for 2I/Borisov, with values as low as 5%/1000 Å
and as high as 22%/1000 Å, depending on the mea-
surement method and wavelength coverage (e.g., Opitom
et al. 2019; Fitzsimmons et al. 2019; Yang et al. 2020;
Guzik et al. 2020; Hui et al. 2020; Kareta et al. 2020;
de León et al. 2020; Lin et al. 2020; Aravind et al.
2021; Mazzotta Epifani et al. 2021; Prodan et al. 2024;
Deam et al. 2025). While a meta-analysis of the spec-
tral slopes of 2I/Borisov is beyond the scope of this
work, we highlight the Fitzsimmons et al. (2019) mea-
surement of ∼20 %/1000 Å for the wavelength range
3900 Å < λ < 6000 Å. The similar wavelength range in
our spectrum further supports the claim that 3I/ATLAS
is slightly redder than 2I/Borisov.
Overall, 3I/ATLAS appears redder than the pre-

vious interstellar objects, likely reflecting composi-
tional and/or particle size differences between it and
1I/‘Oumuamua and 2I/Borisov. All three interstellar ob-
jects exhibit colors slightly redder than D-type asteroids
(Tholen 1984; DeMeo et al. 2009) but not as red as some
outer solar system objects such as 5145/Pholus (Binzel
1992).
It is uncertain if 3I/ATLAS is older than

1I/‘Oumuamua or 2I/Borisov, but its higher veloc-
ity may suggest this is the case (e.g., Taylor & Seligman
2025; Hopkins et al. 2025). Hopkins et al. (2025)
predicts an older age might correspond to a higher H2O
mass fraction. However, this may contradict the JWST
data, which showed about the same CO relative to H2O
as 2I/Borisov and much higher CO2 (never directly
measured in 2I/Borisov, see, e.g., McKay et al. 2024)
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relative to H2O compared to almost all solar system
comets.
There is an emerging debate in the literature over how

much 3I/ATLAS has been changed by space weather-
ing. Yaginuma et al. (2025) present thermal models
that suggest 3I/ATLAS preserved a large fraction of
its original volatile material; however, Maggiolo et al.
(2025) claim significant galactic cosmic ray processing.
In any case, space weathering of small bodies in the so-
lar system may redden their surfaces over time (see, e.g.,
Brunetto et al. 2015) and potentially alter their nuclear
composition (e.g., Gronoff et al. 2020; Maggiolo et al.
2020). Some space weathering processes and their rel-
ative importance may differ between the solar system
and interstellar space, but it seems plausible that the
general trend toward reddening over time would be the
same. Whether these processes “saturate” on a timescale
shorter than billions of years remains an open question,
but if not, perhaps 3I/ATLAS’s redder spectrum com-
pared to 1I/‘Oumuamua and 2I/Borisov could reflect its
potentially longer interstellar travel time.

5. COMMENTS ON THE PRE-PERIHELION
EVOLUTION OF 3I/ATLAS

Our finding of minimal spectral slope evolution be-
tween July and September 2025, with spectral slopes
ranging from 20–29%/1000 Å and stable g − r colors of
0.69–0.75 mag, may initially appear to contradict reports
of dramatic color changes in 3I/ATLAS (e.g., Seligman
et al. 2025; Tonry et al. 2025). However, the temporal
coverage and activity suggests a two-phase evolutionary
model that may reconcile these observations. The first
phase, from May (rh ≈ 5.8 au) to June (rh ≈ 3.9 au)
2025, is a pre-discovery color transition that entails
3I/ATLAS evolving from a plateau into a brightening
phase, followed by the second phase of color stability af-
ter cometary activity began.

5.1. Precovery Plateau Through Brightening Phase

During the precovery plateau phase (May 15–24, 2025,
rh ≈ 5.8–5.6 au), the dust-to-nucleus flux ratio remained
relatively constant, suggesting steady-state dust produc-
tion with minimal evolution (Ye et al. 2025). ZTF color
measurements during this period were consistent with
near-solar colors (Seligman et al. 2025). However, Ye
et al. (2025) note that the nucleus contribution repre-
sents at most ∼17% of the total flux even during this
plateau phase, indicating that the object was already
actively producing dust. The true nuclear absolute mag-
nitude is constrained at HV ≳ 15.4 mag from HST ob-
servations (Jewitt et al. 2025), significantly fainter than
the HV ≈ 12.4 mag measured by ZTF during May, con-
firming substantial dust contamination even during the
apparent color “plateau” phase.
Shortly thereafter (May 27–July 20, 2025, rh ≈ 5.5–

3.9 au), a brightening phase began during which the
dust-to-nucleus flux ratio linearly increased from at least
Fdust/Fnucleus ≈ 5 to Fdust/Fnucleus ≈ 15 over ∼50 days
(Ye et al. 2025). This uniform brightening phase is char-
acterized by a steep heliocentric distance dependence of
∝ r−3.8

h , significantly steeper than 2I/Borisov (∝ r−2.1
h )

and more consistent with dynamically old Solar System
comets (Ye et al. 2025). Rubin Observatory/LSST pre-
covery observations (from June 21, 2025, at rh = 4.85 au)

provide further early-time evidence of detected cometary
activity with a clearly resolved dust coma (Chandler
et al. 2025).
The dramatic color reddening observed by Seligman

et al. (2025) occurred during this uniform brightening
phase. However, Puzia et al. (2025) caution that the op-
position effect at such low phase angles could partially
or entirely explain the apparent color evolution between
May and June (see, e.g., Rosenbush et al. 2009), compli-
cating the interpretation of the early color measurements.
By the time of discovery, observations showed clear evi-
dence of reddening and a resolved coma; the opposition
effect alone cannot account for the observed red colors
(Puzia et al. 2025; Opitom et al. 2025; Seligman et al.
2025). Based on combined ZTF (Ye et al. 2025) and
TESS (Feinstein et al. 2025; Martinez-Palomera et al.
2025) precovery observations, Ye et al. (2025) infer that
constant dust outflow began ∼30 days before the precov-
ery detections in early April at a distance of rh ≈ 7.5 au1.

5.2. Stable Color Phase

Our spectral time series, spanning from July 3, 2025
(rh ≈ 4.2 au) to September 2, 2025 (r ≈ 2.0 au), sam-
ples the object after most of the major color transition
has completed. Throughout this 2-month period, we ob-
serve consistently red spectral slopes (20–29%/1000 Å)
and stable colors (g − r = 0.69–0.75 mag, r − i = 0.26–
0.30 mag, c − o = 0.50–0.55 mag), excluding the July
12–14 data.
This color stability persists despite clear evidence of

evolving cometary activity during the spectral time se-
ries. Water activity was first marginally detected via
OH emission at 3085 Å by Xing et al. (2025) using
Swift/UVOT on July 31 at rh ≈ 3.5 au. Their derived
water production rate implies an active area of at least
7.8 km2. Such an area, if confined to the nucleus sur-
face, would require more than 8% of it to be active,
a larger fraction than observed for most Solar System
comets (Xing et al. 2025). Near-infrared spectroscopy
revealed the presence of icy grains in the coma, poten-
tially serving as an extended source of water vapor (Yang
et al. 2025; Xing et al. 2025).
CN emission was absent in early July spectroscopy

(Seligman et al. 2025; Puzia et al. 2025; de la Fuente
Marcos et al. 2025), with the first detections of CN
in mid-August (Salazar Manzano et al. 2025; Rahat-
gaonkar et al. 2025; Hoogendam et al. 2025a), preceded
by emerging Ni emission features (Rahatgaonkar et al.
2025; Hoogendam et al. 2025a) and followed by emerging
Fe emission features (Hutsemékers et al. 2025). JWST
NIRSpec observations revealed a CO2-dominated coma
at rh = 3.3 au, along with detections of H2O, CO, OCS,
water ice absorption, and dust continuum (Cordiner et al.
2025; Yang et al. 2025). The measured CO2/H2O ratio is
larger than average. This contrasts Solar System comets
and provides strong evidence for CO2-driven activity.
Dust production rates also increased over this time frame
(Salazar Manzano et al. 2025). Despite these activity
changes, the spectral slope remained stable throughout
August and into September in our observations.

1 We correct the original Ye et al. (2025) manuscript distance,
which was erroneously stated as 9 au.
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5.3. A Potential Physical Explanation

The two-stage evolution (plateau followed by uniform
brightening) suggests distinct physical regimes: The
plateau phase (May 15–24, 2025, rh ≈ 5.8–5.6 au)
likely represents an initial phase in which dust produc-
tion had reached quasi-equilibrium between sublimation-
driven ejection and geometric dilution. The near-solar
colors measured during this phase require careful inter-
pretation, given: (1) dust already dominated the bright-
ness (Ye et al. 2025), (2) the measurements were obtained
at low phase angles where opposition effects can signifi-
cantly brighten and alter colors (Rosenbush et al. 2009;
Puzia et al. 2025), and (3) uncertainties may be under-
estimated during the plateau phase due to crowded-field
photometry complications (e.g., Ye et al. 2025).
One potential explanation is that 3I/ATLAS exhibited

continuous dust production, potentially dating back as
far as rh ≈ 7.5 au, (early April 2025) (Ye et al. 2025),
rather than a sudden transition from an inactive nucleus
to a dusty coma. Activity could have potentially started
even earlier than rh ≈ 7.5 au: JWST detected CO and
CO2 at rh = 3.32 au (Cordiner et al. 2025), and both
species sublimate further out than ∼ 8 au. The surface
sublimation of CO2 typically begins at ∼17–20 au and
CO sublimation beyond the Kuiper belt for solar system
comets.
The uniform brightening marks a transition where

the dust production in 3I/ATLAS increases. The steep
brightening law (∝ r−3.8

h ) is characteristic of dynami-
cally old Solar System comets, consistent with the in-
ferred old age of 3–11 Gyr (Hopkins et al. 2025; Taylor
& Seligman 2025; Jewitt & Luu 2025). The reddening oc-
curred as dust production increased, with the red color
likely arising from an increasingly dominant refractory
organic component in the larger dust population (see,
e.g., Levasseur-Regourd et al. 2018). These observations
suggest that 3I/ATLAS was continuously active from as
early as April (rh ≈ 7.5 au) through discovery. This ac-
tivity is likely an evolution from low-level to high-level
dust production, with associated changes in either dust
properties (like grain size) or observational effects (in-
cluding phase angle) producing the observed color evo-
lution.
After its discovery in early July, 3I/ATLAS maintained

a consistently red color despite continued evolution in gas
emission and dust production. This apparent paradox
can be explained if the spectral slope is primarily de-
termined by the optical properties and size distribution
of the entrained dust, which remains relatively constant
once a steady-state balance is achieved between dust pro-
duction and removal. The slope change observed between
July 12–14 in our spectral time series may coincide with
a brief change in dust properties with large dust grains
lifted through micron-sized H2O ice grain sublimation.
Outside of the July 12–14 window, the spectral slope
during this stage (20–29%/1000 Å in our measurements)
is consistent with typical cometary dust continua (Pro-
topapa et al. 2018; Kareta et al. 2023; Kolokolova et al.
2024) and slightly redder than D-type asteroids (DeMeo
et al. 2009), suggesting a dust population dominated by
sub-micron to micron-sized particles with significant re-
fractory organic content.
The increasing emission from CN, Ni, and Fe, along

with the rising dust production rates observed between
August and September, do not produce measurable color
changes because these quantities scale together, main-
taining a relatively constant dust-to-gas ratio and parti-
cle size distribution. Salazar Manzano et al. (2025) mea-
sured log(Q(CN)/Afρ) ≈ 22.4, consistent with typical
gas-to-dust ratios in active comets, suggesting that the
dust and gas production are coupled through a common
sublimation-driven mechanism.

6. CONCLUSIONS

We present spectrophotometric data taken using the
SNIFS spectrograph on the UH 2.2-meter telescope. Our
spectral time series comprises nine spectra spanning the
first two months of 3I/ATLAS after discovery, with a
wavelength range of 3200 Å to 10000 Å. Our observa-
tions span from shortly after the discovery announce-
ment (∼12.5 hours) to early September, and cover the
beginning of optical gas emission activity, contributing
to worldwide efforts to characterize 3I/ATLAS.
Our deepest upper limit is on July 12, with Q(CN) <

9.8 × 1023 molecules s−1. We report a weak detec-
tion of CN on August 18 with a production rate of
(8.4± 3.2) × 1023 molecules s−1 using a 3′′ aperture ra-
dius. We subsequently detected CN on August 23 and
September 2. Our CN production rate estimates are con-
sistent with other studies (e.g., Rahatgaonkar et al. 2025;
Hoogendam et al. 2025a; Salazar Manzano et al. 2025).
We also observe previously reported Ni emission (Rahat-
gaonkar et al. 2025; Hoogendam et al. 2025a). We may
barely detect the Fe emission reported in Hutsemékers
et al. (2025) in our September 2 spectrum, but the de-
tection would be marginal at best.
The spectral slope of 3I/ATLAS is neutral to red with

values from 0%/1000 Å to 29%/1000 Å, depending on
the measured wavelength. At the bluer wavelengths, e.g.,
the g band, there is a steep red slope, whereas at redder
wavelengths, e.g., in the z band, the slope is nearly flat.
This slope is generally redder than reported slopes for
1I/‘Oumuamua and 2I/Borisov.
Comparing the spectral properties of the interstellar

comets 1I/‘Oumuamua, 2I/Borisov, and 3I/ATLAS to
those of analogous small bodies in our own solar system
(active and dormant comets, asteroids, Trans-Neptunian
Objects, etc.) provides heuristic power to evaluate solar
system and planetary formation models. Continued post-
perihelion photometric and spectroscopic follow-up will
further illuminate this exciting interstellar interloper and
provide additional insights into its history, evolution, and
composition.
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