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Abstract

This paper presents a collection of analytical formulae that can be used in the long-term
propagation of the motion of a spacecraft subject to low-thrust acceleration and orbital per-
turbations. The paper considers accelerations due to: a low-thrust profile following an inverse
square law, gravity perturbations due to the central body gravity field and the third-body
gravitational perturbation. The analytical formulae are expressed in terms of non-singular
equinoctial elements. The formulae for the third-body gravitational perturbation have been
obtained starting from equations for the third-body potential already available in the lit-
erature. However, the final analytical formulae for the variation of the equinoctial orbital
elements are a novel derivation. The results are validated, for different orbital regimes, using
high-precision numerical orbit propagators.

Keywords First-order expansion - Analytical solutions - Low-thrust trajectories

1 Introduction

This paper is an extension of the work presented in Zuiani and Vasile (2012) and Zuiani
and Vasile (2015) and in Di Carlo et al. (2017b). In these works, analytical formulae were
derived for the motion of a spacecraft subject to constant tangential acceleration, constant
acceleration in the radial-transverse—normal reference frame, constant acceleration in an
inertial reference frame, and orbital perturbations due to the second-order zonal harmonic of
the central body gravitational perturbation, J>. The analytical formulae were obtained using
a first-order expansion in the perturbing acceleration.
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In this paper, the analytical formulae presented in Zuiani and Vasile (2012, 2015) and Di
Carlo et al. (2017b) are extended in two ways: we derive first-order analytical expressions for
the zonal harmonics J3, J4, Js and the third-body gravitational perturbation, and we derive
analytical formulae for the effect of an acceleration profile following an inverse square law.
This acceleration profile is typically provided by solar electric propulsion systems or solar
sails and will be referred to, in the rest of this paper, as low-thrust acceleration. Analytical
formulae for the atmospheric drag were previously presented in Di Carlo et al. (2017b) and
included the coupling with J5.

One of the first works, in the literature, on the definition of analytical solutions for the
orbital motion subject to Earth’s asymmetric gravitational perturbations was presented in
Brouwer (1959). Brouwer proposed analytical solutions in canonical Delaunay variables for
all inclinations but the critical value of 63.4 degrees. Contributions of zonal harmonics up
to Js were considered, and equations were derived for the secular terms, the long periodic
terms and the short periodic terms. In Kozai (1959), solutions were proposed in classical
orbital elements for the perturbations of J>, J3 and Jy, using a different set of equations
for the specific cases of small eccentricity and small inclination. Deprit (1981) proposed the
elimination of the parallax, a technique by which, when the perturbation affecting a Keplerian
motion is proportional to » ~" with n > 3, a canonical transformation of Lie type will convert
the system into a quasi Keplerian one. In this system, the perturbation is proportional to
r~2. The theory was originally formulated in Hill variables, but it was later shown in Lara
et al. (2014) that it can be achieved in Delaunay variables Lara et al. (2014). Kechichian
(2008) presented analytical expressions for the accelerations due to J3 and J4 expressed in
equinoctial elements; he then derived analytical derivatives of the accelerations with respect
to the equinoctial elements. No closed-form solution for the variation of the orbital elements
was derived starting from the analytical equations presented by Kechichian. On the contrary,
in this paper, closed-form solutions for the variation of the equinoctial elements are presented,
for zonal harmonics up to Js.

An expression for the gravitational potential of a third-body perturbing object was pre-
sented in Kaula (1962) as an expansion in the classical orbital elements, using Hansen
functions. Cefola et al. (1974) presented equations for the third-body potential in non-singular
equinoctial elements. In particular, the potential was expressed as the sum of terms dependent
on Legendre polynomials of cos ¥, where v is the angle between the spacecraft vector and
the third-body vector. The angle yy was expressed in terms of the true longitude and of two
direction cosines of the third-body position vector relative to the equinoctial frame. Cefola
provided equations for different terms of the expansion of the potential and for their deriva-
tives with respect to the equinoctial elements, but he did not provide closed-form solutions
for the variation of the orbital elements due to the third-body gravitational perturbations.
An expansion in non-singular elements using Legendre polynomials was also presented in
Giacaglia (1975). The mathematical formulation was, however, different from the one pre-
sented by Cefola.

Recent work by Bombardelli et al. (2011) derived analytical asymptotic equations for the
motion of satellites under the effect of constant tangential acceleration in regularised orbital
parameters.

This brief survey of the existing literature on the derivation of analytical formulas for the
perturbed motion of a spacecraft shows that a number of solutions already exist in different
parameterisations. However, to the author’s knowledge, analytical equations in non-singular
equinoctial elements for the motion of a spacecraft subject to the forces considered in this
paper are not present in the literature.
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The paper is structured as follows: the theoretical background for the development of the
analytical solutions is presented in Sect. 2. Sections 3, 4 and 5 present the mathematical
derivation of the equations relative to the perturbations and low-thrust acceleration included
in this work. Finally, Sect. 6 discusses the validation of the analytical formulae against high-
precision numerical orbit propagators. Section 7 concludes the paper.

2 First-order analytical solution in non-singular equinoctial parameters

In this work, the motion of the spacecraft is described in non-singular equinoctial elements,
in order to avoid singularities when the eccentricity or inclination of the orbit is zero. The
set of equinoctial elements, as defined by Broucke and Cefola (1972), is

a,
P =esin(Q+ w),
P, =ecos (R4 w),

01 :tan%sinﬂ, ()]

Q) = tan % cos 2,
L,

where L = Q + w + 6 is the true longitude. The perturbing acceleration is expressed in a
radial-transverse—normal reference frame (RTN).

Any perturbing acceleration to the Keplerian orbital motion (including low-thrust propul-
sion actions) is, therefore, expressed in the RTN frame as:

Sfr
t=|/r|. 2)
SN

The Gauss’ planetary equations, expressed in terms of equinoctial elements, equinoctial
elements, are, as presented in Battin (1987):

da 2

3
o= B\/Z[(Pz sin L — PycosL) fr+ ®(L) fr],

% = B\/g [—fR cos L + <ﬂ;(7;j;1L+smL> fr—p Qlcos(Lb(—L)stianN]
%=B\/g fRSinL+(%+cosL)fT+PlQICOS;(—L)stinL N]
N LR R Pt
=L et o G

3
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Fig. 1 Terms of Eq. (6) for Terms of the equations dL/dt
different values of L: SSO orbit

(Table 2) subject to J> and to
low-thrust acceleration directed
along N

dL/dt [rad/s]

In Eq. (3), B and ®(L) are defined as:

B=+V1-e*=,/1-P}— P} )

O(L)y=1+ecosO@ =1+ PysinL + PrcosL . 5)

The sixth Gauss’ equation for dL/dt is, as presented in Kechichian (1997):

dL > |43 B .
E:\/gﬁ_ ;ng(QlcosL—stmL)- (6)

Under the assumption that the perturbing acceleration is small compared to the local cen-
tral body’s Keplerian gravitational acceleration, Zuiani et al. (2012) obtained the following

approximation of Eq. (6):
dt _ |a® B? o
dL "\ w XL

The validity of the approximation in Eq. (7) is shown in Fig. 1. Figure 1 shows the first and
second terms of Eq. (6), representing, respectively, the effect of the central body’s Keplerian
gravitational acceleration and the effect of the perturbations fx. The results are relative to
the SSO orbit defined in Table 2 and are obtained considering the perturbations due to J, and
to a low-thrust acceleration aligned along the N direction. These accelerations are expected
to be the biggest among the ones considered in this work; therefore, any other acceleration
will have a smaller contribution to the second term of Eq. (6). Figure 1 shows that the second
term of Eq. (6) is more than 3 order of magnitudes smaller than the first term.

Combining Egs. (3) and (7), the variations of the equinoctial elements with the true
longitude can be expressed as:
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da 2a332 [(Pz sinL — Py cosL)f 7 ]
d2(L) <I>(L) !

dL —

dﬂ_a234 H: cosL <P1+sinL n sin L ) ]—P QicosL — QpsinL }
dL 20 R o1 o) d3(L) N
dﬁ a2 4{|:s1nL <P2+cosL cosL)f:|+P QrcosL — QpsinL }
dL o2k o3y o)t ®3(L) N
dQ, a’B* 2 sin L

E_ ZM <1+Q +Q2) q)3(L)fN,

dQ, a*B* cos L

dT_ W (1+0i+03) ESI A

®)

A first-order analytical solution to Eq. (8) can be generated with the method of perturbations,
as presented in Vallado (2007). The idea at the basis of the method of perturbations is that small
disturbing forces cause small deviations from the known solution to the unperturbed problem.
The small perturbing forces can be associated with small parameters which characterise the
magnitude of the disturbing forces. If one calls X the state of the spacecraft expressed in
terms of equinqgtial elements, X = [a, Py, P2, Q1, Q2, L]7, and the reduced vector with no
true longitude X = [a, P, P2, Oy, 0,17, Egs. (8) can be rewritten in compact form as

aX

T _F(X, L), 9
=€ (X, L) ©)
where € = ||f||. One can then look for the first-order approximation of the solution to Eq.
(8) in the form o o
X ~ Xo + €X; (Xo, Lo, L, F) , (10)
where
~ L ~
X1:/ F (Xo,L£)dL, (11)
Lo

and )20 represents the vector of initial conditions )Nio = [ao, P19, P2, Q10, O20]". An ana-
lytical solutions of Eq. (11) was previously presented in Zuiani and Vasile (2015) and in Di
Carlo et al. (2017b) for some orbital perturbations and low-thrust profiles. In particular, in
Zuiani and Vasile (2015) it was shown that the analytical formulas in osculating elements
can be used to efficiently propagate moderately long spirals composed of several tens of
orbital revolutions. In this case, an analytical formula can be derived also for the variation
of time with the true longitude L (see Eq. (7)). However, in this work the time equation is
integrated with a quadrature method, as proposed in Zuiani and Vasile (2015) because it does
not increase the computational time and provides accurate results.

For longer spirals, an averaged propagation of the orbital elements is implemented; the
variation of the equinoctial elements is, in this case, computed as

t .
X(r)=X0+/ X (7, X (1)) dr, (12)
1o
where . )
X = eF(Xo), (13)
and
_ 1 [
F(Xp) = 7/ F(Xo, £)dL . (14)
2 0
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We note that if one takes io = X, then integral (11) can be used to compute integral (14)
analytically. According to Verhulst (1990) (see page 161 and following), the approximation
is O (e?) and remains small on a time scale that is proportional to 1/e.

While the integrals in Eq. (11) are computed analytically, the time integral in Eq. (12)
is computed numerically; the resulting averaged propagator is, therefore, a semi-analytical
method. In the remainder of this paper, we will focus on the averaged formulation only. By
using this approach, the authors have derived analytical formulae for the following acceler-
ations and orbital perturbations:

1. second zonal harmonic of the Earth’s gravitational perturbation, J> (as in Zuiani and
Vasile 2015);

2. third, fourth and fifth zonal harmonics of the Earth’s gravitational perturbation, J3, Ju, J5

(Sect. 3);

atmospheric drag (as in Di Carlo et al. 2017b);

solar radiation pressure, including eclipses (as in Zuiani and Vasile 2015);

third-body gravitational perturbation (Sect. 4);

constant tangential acceleration (as in Zuiani and Vasile 2015);

constant acceleration in a radial-transverse—normal reference frame (as in Zuiani and

Vasile 2015);

8. acceleration with constant direction in a radial-transverse—normal reference frame, and
with magnitude of the acceleration proportional to 1/ ré, where rg is the distance from
the central body (Sun) (Sect. 5);

9. constant acceleration in an inertial reference frame (as in Zuiani and Vasile 2015).

NownkAWw

In the following sections, we will present only the development of the analytical formulae
for the zonal harmonic J3, J4 and Js, the third-body gravitational attraction and the inverse-
square low-thrust acceleration. In the examples that follow, we will demonstrate the validity
of our formulae at computing an averaged solution as in Eq. (12), including all the effects
presented in this paper and in previous works.

3 Analytical formulae for the effects of J3, J4 and Js

The potential due to the zonal terms of the Earth’s gravity field is given in Vallado (2007):

Gmg <~ (R
v=-""2%"y (—@> Py (sin 5) . (15)
r r

=2
In Eq. (15), r is the distance of the considered point from the centre of mass of the Earth, § is
its declination, G is the gravitational constant, mg is the mass of the Earth, Rg; its radius, and
‘P, are the Legendre polynomials of order / in sin§ as reported in Abramowitz and Stegun
(1972):

1 d ,,

i) = 5 (-] (16)

The expression for the coordinate z, z = r sin §, is used to substitute sin § = z/r in Eq. (15).
The perturbing acceleration due to J; can be computed from the gradient of the associated

potential Uy, as
Uy . Uy «
£, =vU;, = —Lizg + 1k, (17)
ar 9z
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Table 1 Non-normalised values of J3, J3, J4 and J5 for Earth, Moon, Mars and Venus (Moon gravity model:
LP165P, Mars gravity model: GMM-1 and Venus gravity model: Magellan 180U)

Earth Moon Mars Venus
Jo 1.0826e-3 2.0323e-4 1.9555¢e-3 4.4044e-6
J3 —2.5327e-6 8.4759¢-6 —3.1501e-5 2.1082e-6
Jy —1.6196e-6 9.5919¢-6 1.5448e-5 2.1474e-6
Js —2.2730e-7 -7.1541e-7 —5.8489¢-6 -4.6694e-7

where i R is the versor of the RTN reference frame and kis the z-component versor of the Earth
Centred Inertial (ECI) reference frame, as presented in Vallado (2007). The components of
the perturbing acceleration due to J; can be expressed, in the RTN reference frame, as:

2 ouy, Uy~ -
S =15 -ig = 3rl azlk'lR,
2 Uy~
leT :f.lj'lT: Ik'lT: (18)
0z
2 Uy~ -
Jouy =1y iy = azlk'lN-

The scalar products in the previous equations are

R-iR = sini sinu,

k-ir = sini cosu, (19)
k- iN = cosi ,

where u is the argument of latitude. The analytical formulae for the variation of the equinoctial
orbital elements under the effect of J3, J4 and Js perturbations are derived in the following
subsections.

Note that for Earth’s orbits, the value of the zonal coefficients are such that the terms J3
and Jy are of order 122. However, this is not true for other celestial bodies. Table 1 reports
the value of the zonal coefficients from J; to Js, for Earth, Moon, Mars and Venus. Table 1
shows that for Moon and Venus, Js is larger than 122, while for Mars Jy is larger than J22.

3.1 Analytical formulae for the effect of J5

The potential due to J3 is

Rs\’ R\’ (5% 3
Up=-225(22) pysing) =225 (=2) (25 -22), (0
; r r r r 2r3  2r
where ug = Gmg is the Earth’s gravitational parameter and P3(x) is:
1
Ps () =3 (5x% —3x) . 1)
The derivatives of the potential with respect to r and z are:
duy 1 R (23 z
=—-ugphs—|—=-15-1, 22
dr ZMGB s 3 r @2)

@ Springer



13 Page80of39 M. Di Carlo et al.

du; 3 RS, 22
= =—pugh—\|1-5—). 23
dz ZM63 3 r3 r2 @3)
Using Egs. (18), the components of the perturbing acceleration due to J3 are:
R3
fre= 2M®J3—§B sini sinu (5 sin? i sin® u — 3),
r
3 R 22
fry = Spels—ssinicosu(1=5- ), (24)
3 R, 22
fJ3N = 5“@]3”750051 (1—5’”*2 .

The terms in i and u in Eqs. (24) can be expressed in terms of the equinoctial elements.
Moreover, using
a(l —é?) aB?
" l4ecost (L)
itis possible to obtain the three components of the perturbing acceleration expressed in terms
of equinoctial elements:

(25)

(L) QosinL — QqcosL 20 (Qzsin L — Qg cos L)?

(L) QrcosL + Q;sinL 20 (QasinL — Qj cos L)?

3 3 q>5(L) (1-03-03) 20(Q2sin L — Q; cos L)?

(26)
where S = 1 + Q% + Q%. The accelerations in Eqgs. (26) are substituted in Eq. (8). After

integration, the following expression for )’Zlh (Eq. 10) is obtained:

ao (BSS3) ™" (8 Iygat +6 115.02)
B (BSS3) ™ [Lis.py — (3/2) Pao (1 = Q3 — Q30) Lns.p1.1,)
XD = | (BSS) ™ [Lnr +G/2) Po (1= 0% = %) Lnpm] | - @D
(3/4) (B583)" (1= 0} — %) .o,
(3/4) (B583)™" (1= Q% — %) .0
The contribution of J3 to Eq. (10) can be obtained using ilj‘ and €, = J3Réaa 3 The

integrals 1y, 4.1, 1s5.a,2, Lis,P1» 105, Py L1y, P Pys 15,0, and Iy, o, in Egs. (27) are reported in
“Appendix A”. They are computed analytically using the software Wolfram Mathematica'

3.2 Analytical formulae for the effect of J4

The potential due to Jy4 is expressed as:

peds RE T 24 z2
Uy, = el R [3574 ~305 43 (8)

8

1 https://www.wolfram.com/mathematica/
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Following the same approach used for J3, the components of the perturbing accelerations
are:

,LL@J4R 600
Flin =WZ§B (L )6[ (Q2sin L — Qj cos L)* — 7 (Qasinl — Q) cos L)? +15]

T
flig =— Sszfcpf’(L)[ (Q2sinL — Qj cosL) —30](Q2005L+Q151nL)

(QasinL — Qqcosl),

JaR%
fJ4N=—%(1—Q1 Q2)4>(L)6[ (QasinL — Qj cos L) — ]

(QorsinL — QqcosL) .
(29

The resulting expression for i{“ is:

ao (BYS§) ™ ((1/4) Ly —201.a2)
o |7 (3535@)1_1 [L2.p0 + Pao(1 = Qg = Q3) 1. Py P ]
Xit = (B§S3) " [Lua.p, + Prol — Q1) — Q3 11y, p1.p, ) : (30)
(1/2) (2B553)" (1 = 0} — %) In.on
(1/2) (2B383) ™" (1= %y — 0%) .0
The contribution of J4 to Eq. (10) can be obtained using )N(IJ“ and €, = J4Rgaa0_ 4. The
integrals in Egs. (30) are reported in Appendix A.

3.3 Analytical formulae for the effect of Js5

The potential due to Js is:

neJsR3 z 7t 72
Uy =—Tr—7 63r7—70r7+15 . 31

The components of the corresponding perturbing acceleration are:

e JsR 3024 ,
Sk _25314 E';dﬂ(L) (Q2sinL — QjcosL) [? (Qa2sin L — Q cos L)* +
-— (QgsinL — QicosL)> +45],
UgJs R ) 5040 i
fisp =— ﬁdﬂ(m (QacosL + QgsinL) [7 (Qasin L — Q1 cos L)* +
840 i
——5 (QasinL — 0, cosL)? + 15|,
wgJsR3 5040 )
Frsy =— Wqﬂ@) (1- Q% — Q%) [7 (Ossin L — Qpcos L)* +

840 )
5 (Q2sinL — QrcosL) +15].

(32)
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The resulting expression for le5 is:

ao (S3B4%) ™ 1s.a

| mam (SSB(}O): [L1s.0 = 1/ Poo (1 = Qi — Q3p) L1s.P1.p.]

X0 = | /2 ($585)  [Lisms + (/0P (1= Qhg = Q5) Lis.pim] | - GO
—(1/16) (B'S})” (1= 0% — 0%) L1s.0,
—(1/16) (B'0s§) ™ (1 — @3y — Q3) 11s.0,

The contribution of J5 to Eq. (10) can be obtained using )N(ljs and €5, = J5R%aa 3. The
integrals in Eqgs. (33) are reported in Appendix A.

4 Third-body perturbations

Similarly to the aspherical gravitational potential of the previous section, the third-body
potential is commonly written as a sum of Legendre polynomials written using the Legendre
polynomials P, (Eq. 35), as in Vallado (2007). Our work here is similar to that of Cefola et al.
(1974); however, instead of using the Lagrange VOP equations, we obtain the corresponding
accelerations and introduce them in the Gauss VOP equations. Furthermore, instead of just
obtaining averaged solutions, we also obtain osculating solutions.

In this section, n refers to the order of the polynomial. The quantities r and T refer to
the norm and normalised vector of the position of the satellite relative to the Earth. The
third-body disturbing potential can be written as

o0
Ry = Z Rp, , (34
=2
where Rp, refers to the disturbing third-body potential of Legendre polynomial order n and
is given by:
143 "\ . a
Rp, = —— Pu(r-R3) . (35)
R3 &~ \ R3

In Eq. (35), R3 and ﬁg are the norm and normalised vector of the position of the third-body
relative to Earth. We can now obtain fp, , the acceleration vector caused by this perturbation,
by taking its gradient:

n
tp, = 2 (L) L (n#pu - Re) + (R — #(Rs - )PLE-Rp) . G6)
R3 \R3/) r
where P), is the derivative of the Legendre polynomial. The exact third-body acceleration is
f3a = Y _,2, fp,. We approximate to order n = 5.

To obtain these accelerations in the RTN frame, they are first calculated in the equinoctial
frame and then rotated. Therefore, in the following equations, the vector f will be expressed
in the equinoctial reference frame. The equinoctial reference frame is defined as having the
x axis pointing towards the satellite when L = 0, the z direction along the direction of the
angular momentum, and y, in order to complete the right-handed system, pointing towards
the satellite when L = /2. In this frame, the quantity t in Eq. (36) is

f =[cosL,sinL,0]" , 37
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and we use the same direction cosines as in Cefola et al. (1974):

= [@3rd. B3rd: V3rd] "

z
!

r -R; =aw34cosL + Barasin L,
R R —B3rq cos L sin L + 3¢ sin® L (38)
(R3 —#(R3 - #)) = | —a3q cos Lsin L + B3pq cos® L

V3rd

Introducing the equations above into the formula for the acceleration will give us the accel-
eration in the equinoctial reference frame, which can be converted to RTN using

RN = R.[—LIEA™ (39)

where R_[—L] is the rotation matrix that rotates about the z axis of an angle L. Defining the
function F as

1

Fl(n)(L§ Crns Smn) = CDT[(L) Z Cmn COSML + Sy, sSinmL | (40)
m
the acceleration can be written as:
5 2\n—1
= %FE’? (Lick,. sk,
n=2 3
foa = XS: %Fﬁ)@; I sTy, (41)
n=2 3
fya= XS: M(jafjfn_ll’('?(u N oSNy
n=2 3

The values of the coefficients ¢ and s are presented in Appendix B.1. These formulas were
obtained using Wolfram Mathematica. Using the following properties of the function F,

q>kFl(L§ Cmns Smn) = Fi—1(L; ¢y Smn) »

1
cos L Fi(L; cmn, Smn) = EFI(L; Cm—1;n + Cm+1;ns Sm—1;n + Sm+l;n) , (42)

. 1
sin L Fl(La Cmn s Smn) = 5 1(L; Sm+1:n — Sm—1;n> Cm—1;n — Cm+l;n) ,
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we can insert the formula for the acceleration in the Gauss’ equations, multiply by dt/d L

(Eq. (7)) and obtain the following equations:

da ) 2n “" i OSSP ()]
= eydaZB = SF (L el i)
Ry

5

dP a't!
dL n=2 ap 3

mn’ mn’

dp, a*t

o _eszan ( (")(L c® s (4))+F(")(L c® s <5)))
3

dQl 1 a™tl
2n+4 (n) N N N
ESMS E B n— FZ (L Sm+ln _smfl,n’cm+l,n +Cm71,n) ’

dL n=2 aO 3

gy 1 onps @™t FO (L e N N N

dL 463"’SZ B~ aan_l (L; Cm+1,n + Cm—1.n> "Sm41.n +sm—l,n) ’
03

where €34 is given by

2
3 4ag

E3rd = —— "5 >
H R3

and the coefficients are defined as, using ¢, as short hand for c,,,:

P = 3 (Pr(=ckoy = cky 5Ty +shin)
FPa SRy = SR oy ) e
Sw) = % <P1(5r5+1 — S+ O — CZH-])
PZ(_C:§+1 +om i+ smo+ SZ-H)) +sh,

1
e = Prcjy 5 (st = smoy = PaOHEN el D01 = 650 =53 09)

1
s = Pisg 45 (e ey = Pa(e(efl iy + el Q2= () = )QD) -

1
G — R R T T
Cm = 5 <_Cm+l — Cm—1 +sm+l - Sm71> ’

1
3 R R T T
3,51) = 5 <+Sm+1 — Sm—1 +Cm+1 +Cm—1) ’

1
cfj) = PZCZ; + = (CZ,;_,_I + C,Y,;_l + P1(+(C,1,Y+1 + C,,I\;,l)Ql - (5,17\17+1 - Srly\,[fl)QZ)) s

2

(43)

(44)

1
s = Pasyy + > (—S;H st P e D0 — (sN,y — s,fi_an)) :

1
5 R R T T
Cr(n) = E <Sm+1 — Sm—1 +Cm+1 +Cm—1) ’

1
5 R R T T
)= 3 (Cm+1 T et = Sma1 +Sm—1) .
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Because the third-body moves along its orbit, the coefficients ¢ and s, which depend solely
on the direction cosines, vary as well as the value of R3. In order to capture this effect, one
would have to express the motion of the third-body as a function of L. Alternatively, one can
split the calculation of integral (11) into segments and change the position of the third-body
on each segment. In this paper, however, we use the simplifying assumption that the third-
body moves slowly with respect to the orbital motion of the spacecraft. Thus, the averaging
integral is computed keeping the position of the third-body constant. By applying integral
(11) to the right hand side of Eqs. (43), one obtains the system

2a0 55 B (88)" G el st

-1
S8 () (G0 L o + 6L e D)

3¢ 4) (4 5 5
B S (1) (G e o ) | o
-1
1 2n+4 (n) N N N
iS00, By (“%) AR MENCAE JOMRY
2n+4 () N N
150 0= BY" (L(;) Gy (L + oty =Spr T5m_1) |
where
Gl(n)(L; Cons Smn) = Zcmnlyz,n+[ + Smnl}:l,n+[ . 47
m

The integrals I, ., and I ., are defined as
¢ _ L cosml A
m,n+l — Lo C[)"‘H([,) s

s L sinmc
1m,n+l = Lo Wd[: )

and their formulas are presented in Appendix B.2. The third-body perturbation is obtained

(43)

by using i?rd and €3« in Eq. (10).

5 Low-thrust propulsion following an inverse square law

For solar electric propulsion (SEP) applications or solar sails, it is assumed that the accel-
eration of the propulsion system decreases as the distance from the Sun increases. This is
modelled by considering the following inverse square law expression for the magnitude of
the acceleration

€e=¢&/(r/P)*, (49)

where € is a reference acceleration, delivered by the propulsion system at a distance from the
Sun equal to 7. The distance of the spacecraft from the central body, r, can be expressed as
in Eq. (25). The magnitude of the acceleration is, therefore,

(L)
)
ér gt (50)
and the acceleration vector can be expressed as:
12 | cos Beos o
fir = EFZW cos Bsina’ | . (51)
a

sin 8
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Fig.2 Perturbing acceleration in
the RTN reference frame and
representation of the angles «, o’
and B

InEq. (51), o’ and B are the in-plane azimuth and out-of-plane elevation angle of the acceler-
ation vector in the RTN reference frame. In this paper, the notation is consistent with Zuiani,
Zuiani and Vasile (2015), who measured the in-plane angle of the perturbing acceleration
from the radial direction, rather than from the classic transverse direction. In order to avoid
confusion with the notation traditionally used in the literature, in this paper the in-plane thrust
angle will be therefore identified as «’, where &’ = 7/2 — « and « is the angle measured
from the transverse direction (see Fig. 2).

Due to the introduction of the angles &’ and B, in the case of low-thrust acceleration, Eqgs.
(9) and (11) are replaced, respectively, by

~

dX = o ,
I =eF (X,L,d, B) (52)

and

X

L
/ F(X, L, B)dL . (53)
L

0

Substituting Eq. (51) into Egs. (8) and integrating from Lo to L with constant azimuth angle
a’ and elevation angle B results in the following components for X; due to the low-thrust
acceleration:

B 2a()B0_1 cos B [(P20 cosa’ + Pjp sin o/) (cos Ly —cos L) —
(Procosa’ — Pygsina’) (sin L — sin Lo) + sina’ (L — Lo)]

[—cosa’cos B (sin L — sin Lo) + sina’ cos B (— cos L + cos Lo) +
(sina’ cos B+ PagQagsin B) Is1 — Q1o Prosin Ble1 + Pigsine’ cos Bl ]

[cos o’ cos B (cos Ly —cos L) + sina’ cos B (sin L — sin Lg) +
(sin(x’ cos B+ P1oQ1o sinﬂ) 1.1 — Q20 Pigsin Bl + Py sina’ cos ,31]]]

(1/2) sin BSo L1

| (1/2)sin BSo 1, i
(54)

The contribution of the low-thrust acceleration to Eq. (10) can be obtained using f(lLT and
€r7 = &F? /. The expression for I is reported in Zuiani and Vasile (2015). The integrals
I;; and I, are

Pio Py ®(L) P
Iy = — (L — Lo) — —5 log —— I, (55)
€0 €0 (Lo ¢
and P P d(L) P
20 10 20
Iy :T(L—L0)+—210g - —I. (56)
€0 € ®(Lo) €
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If eg ~ 0, the following non-singular expressions are used:

Is1 =cosLg—cosL, I, =sinL —sinLg. 57

6 Validation against high-precision numerical propagators

The equations presented in the previous sections and in Zuiani and Vasile (2012) and Di Carlo
et al. (2017b) constitute the core of a semi-analytical propagation tool called CALYPSO
(Computational AnalYtical Propagator of Space Orbits). CALYPSO includes the orbital
perturbations and low-thrust acceleration summarised in Sect. 2.

In this section, we validate the averaged semi-analytical propagation in CALYPSO by
comparing its results against the direct numerical integration of the Gauss’ equations (Eq.
(3)) and against the NASA open-source software General Mission Analysis Tool (GMAT) 2
As a further validation, we compared our results on the effects of J, against the J, propagator
of the AGI software Systems Tool Kit (STK) 3. While the averaged propagator CALYPSO
provides the mean orbital elements of the orbit, GMAT gives as output a set of osculating
orbital elements. In order to be able to compare the results, the initial osculating orbital
elements, used to define the initial state of the orbit in GMAT, are converted into mean orbital
elements. These are then used as initial conditions for the averaged propagator. The method
used to convert from osculating to mean elements is described in Sect. 6.1.

The validation against GMAT accounted for the perturbations due to J», J3, J4 and Js,
the third-body effect of Sun and Moon, and solar radiation pressure with eclipses. GMAT
was used with the Runge—Kutta 89 integrator with default values for accuracy and step size.*
The direct numerical integration of the Gauss’ planetary equations was used to validate only
the equations resulting from the low-thrust acceleration presented in Sect. 5. The numerical
integration was performed using MATLAB odel 13, a variable-step, variable-order Adams—
Bashforth—Moulton predict-evaluate-correct-evaluate solver of order 13. In the following,
therefore, the validation of the low-thrust acceleration is presented separately from the val-
idation of the other analytical formulae. For the low-thrust acceleration, in fact, the aim is
only to verify that the proposed analytical solutions are accurate. Therefore, a comparison
with the numerical integration of the Gauss’ equations is deemed sufficient. For the orbital
perturbations, instead, other factors, such as orbital transformation or ephemeris computa-
tion, might influence the final results. The perturbation due to the atmospheric drag is not
included in the comparison against GMAT, because the analytical solution introduced in Di
Carlo et al. (2017b) would require extracting specific data on the computation of the air
density in GMAT which could not be directly accessed at the time of the comparison. For
more information on the validation of the propagation with atmospheric drag perturbation
against numerical integration of the Gauss’ equations, the interested reader is referred to Di
Carlo et al. (2017b).

2 https://gmat.gsfc.nasa.gov/.
3 https://www.agi.com/products/engineering-tools.
4 http://gmat.sourceforge.net/doc/R2017a/html/Propagator.html.
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6.1 Conversion from osculating to mean elements

This section describes the method used to convert from osculating to mean orbital elements.
Corresponding osculating and mean orbital elements are used as initial conditions for GMAT
and CALYPSO, respectively.

The formula that relates the mean orbital elements X(7) to the osculating orbital elements
X(t) is, as in Vallado (2007):

X(1) = X(1) +nX(@), 1), (58)

where 1 contains the short-periodic variations and is defined such that its average over one
orbital period is zero. We write it as

n(t) = X(Xo, 1) — X(Xo, 1) , (59)

where X and X are the initial osculating and mean orbital elements. The quantities X(Xo, )
and X (Xo, 1) are the osculating and mean elements, obtained from the integration of Eq. (9)
and Eq. (13), respectively, using Xo and X as initial conditions. An iterative process is used
to estimate X. Let )_((()k) be the k-th estimate of the initial mean elements. Since the estimate

)_((()k) is not exact, the difference X(Xo, ) — )_(()_((k), t) does not have a zero average over an
orbital period. Thus, the short-periodic variation 7 is estimated such that its average over a
period is zero by subtracting the average of this quantity, that is,

- 1 to+T
n(t) ~ X(Xo, 1) — XX, 1) — - /

fo

[X(xo, ) —XEX®, t)] di.  (60)

The (k + 1)-th estimate of the initial mean elements is then obtained by solving Eq. (58)
with t = #y for X(#9) = X, using Eq. (60):

SR B < x®
RUHD — X +?/,0 [XXo.1) = XX, 1)) ar . ©1)

The process starts by using the initial osculating elements Xg as first estimate for )_((()0). The
iterative process stops when the difference between consecutive estimates is less than 107°.
This condition is always met for k < 2. For the purpose of obtaining the initial conditions
of CALYPSO, the integral in Eq. (61) and the osculating elements X(Xo, ¢) are computed
numerically.

6.2 Numerical test set-up

Seven different types of orbits are considered in this test set: two low earth orbits (LEO), sun-
synchronous orbit (SSO), medium earth orbit (MEO), geostationary transfer orbit (GTO),
geostationary equatorial orbit (GEO) and high elliptic orbit (HEO). The initial osculating
orbital elements of each orbit are reported in Table 2. These orbits were selected because
they are the orbital regions where Earth orbiting spacecraft operate, and because different
orbit perturbations are preponderant in different orbital regimes.

A 1000 kg mass spacecraft with initial propagation date 21 March 2030, 00:00, is consid-
ered. The spacecraft reflectivity coefficient for the solar radiation pressure coefficient is set to
C, = 1.3. The area-to-mass ratio for the solar radiation pressure is 0.1 m?/kg. A cylindrical
shadow model is considered for the solar radiation pressure. For the low-thrust acceleration,
the thrust is assumed to be 0.1 N at 7 = Rg. The azimuth and elevation angles are set to
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Table 2 Initial osculating orbital ;
element of the different orbits alkml e i ldeg] 2ldeg] o ldeg]
used for the validation of the LEO 1 7000 0 45 0 _
semi-analytical propagator

LEO 2 8000 0.15 0 - 0

SSO 7200 0.01 98.7183 0 0

MEO 29600 0 56 0 -

GTO 24505 0.725 7 0 0

GEO 42165 0 0 - -

HEO 42165 0.4 63.4 0 270

o’ =90 deg and B = 30 deg. The variations of the equinoctial elements, for propagations of
one year starting from the initial orbits described in Table 2, are shown in the next subsections.
The analytical equations presented in this paper were developed with the aim of being used
in the context of the optimisation of low-thrust trajectories (as presented in Di Carlo et al.
(2017a,b) and Di Carlo et al. (2017c¢)), rather than for long-term propagations on times of
the order of hundreds of year. Therefore, a propagation time of one year is deemed sufficient
for validation purposes.

Table 3 reports the computational time, in seconds, required by CALYPSO and by the
numerical integration of the osculating Gauss’ equations (Eq. (3)). Both integrations were
performed using ode45 on MATLAB R2018b, with absolute and relative tolerance equal
to 10710, on a system with Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-8700 CPU 3.20 GHz with 8GB RAM.
Different sets of perturbations were considered, as reported in Table 3; the last column of
the table gives the reference to the figure where the results of CALYPSO are presented. It
is important to stress that the implementation of CALYPSO was not optimised, and future
work will focus on refactoring it for greater efficiency. At the same time, the advantage of
CALYPSO in terms of computational time is already evident, especially at low altitudes
(LEO1, LEO2, SSO). At higher altitudes on circular orbits, the advantage is less evident.
This is due to the fact that a lower number of integration steps are required by the osculating
numerical integration for high-altitude circular orbits, thus bringing its computational cost
closer to the one of CALYPSO.

The following sections present the comparison of the results of the semi-analytical prop-
agator CALYPSO with those of GMAT and of the numerical integration of the equations of
Gauss, for the orbits defined in Table 2.

6.3 Results for the LEO 1 Orbit Type

In order to show the effect of the different zonal harmonics on orbit LEO 1, Figures from 3
to 6 represent the results of the propagation considering J> only (Fig. 3), J> and J3 (Fig. 4),
Jo, Jz and Jy4 (Fig. 5) and J, J3, J4 and Js (Fig. 6). It is evident that the biggest contributions
come from J, and J3; J4 and J5 introduce minor changes.

Figure 7 shows the results of the propagation considering the Earth’s zonal harmonics J>,
J3, J4, J5, Sun and Moon gravitational perturbation and solar radiation pressure with eclipses;
the results of the semi-analytical propagator (in blue) are in agreement with those of GMAT
(in red), thus demonstrating the validity of the method presented in Sects. 3 and 4 and in
Zuiani and Vasile (2015). Figure 8 presents the results of the propagation with low-thrust
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Fig.3 Validation against GMAT for orbit LEO 1: J;
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Fig.4 Validation against GMAT for orbit LEO 1: J, and J3
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Fig.5 Validation against GMAT for orbit LEO 1: J;, J3 and J4
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Fig.7 Validation against GMAT for orbit LEO 1: J; to Js, Sun, Moon, SRP and eclipses

acceleration following an inverse square law 1/r2 (Sect. 5). In this case the comparison is
against a numerical integration of the Gauss’ equations.

6.4 Results for the LEO 2 Orbit type

Figure 9 shows the results of the propagation considering the Earth’s zonal harmonics J>, J3,
Js, J5, Sun and Moon gravitational perturbation and solar radiation pressure with eclipses
for orbit LEO 2. Note the long-term effects in the semi-major axis that were captured by
splitting the integral (14) to properly model eclipses. The error in Q; is due to the fact
that nutation and precession are not modelled in the semi-analytical averaged propagator
CALYPSO; the absence of a model for the nutation and precession affects the acceleration
of the Earth’s gravitational perturbations. The Earth’s gravitational accelerations presented
in Sect. 3 are, in fact, expressed in an Earth-fixed reference frame and should be transformed
into an inertial reference frame before the propagation, as presented in Montenbruck and Gill
(2000). The transformation to the inertial reference frame would take into account Earth’s
nutation and precession. These phenomena are not currently modelled in CALYPSO, but
will be the subject of future works. The effect caused by the lack of model for nutation
and precession will be further discussed for the MEO orbit in Sect. 6.6. Figure 10 presents
the results of the propagation with low-thrust acceleration following an inverse square law
(Sect. 5).
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Fig.8 Validation against numerical propagation for orbit LEO 1: low-thrust acceleration (Sect. 5)

6.5 Results for the SSO orbit type

Figure 11 shows the results of the propagation with Earth’s zonal harmonic perturbations
due to J>, J3, Ja, J5, Sun and Moon gravitational perturbation and solar radiation pressure
with eclipses for the SSO. Figure 12 presents the results of the propagation with low-thrust
acceleration following an inverse square law 1/r2 (Sect. 5).

6.6 Results for the MEO orbit type

This section presents the comparison of the results of the averaged propagator CALYPSO
against those of GMAT and of the direct numerical integration of the equations of Gauss for
a MEO (Table 2). In addition, in this section comparisons against STK are also presented.

Figure 13 shows the results of a propagation with perturbations due to the Earth’s zonal
harmonic J, J3, J4, J5, Sun and Moon gravitational perturbations and solar radiation pressure
with eclipses. Results in Fig. 13 show a 0.076 % relative error in the equinoctial parameter
Q> at the end of the propagation. This value was obtained by comparing the values of Q>
provided by CALYPSO and by GMAT at the end of the propagation period. The error in
Q> is due to the fact that nutation and precession are not modelled in the semi-analytical
averaged propagator CALYPSO, as explained in Sect. 6.3.

To further analyse the effect of the absence of a model for nutation and precession, Fig. 14
shows that the same kind of error can be also seen when considering only the perturbation due
to the second Earth’s zonal harmonic, J>. However, this error is not present in Fig. 15, which
shows a comparison of the results produced by the semi-analytical propagator CALYPSO
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Fig.9 Validation against GMAT for orbit LEO 2: J; to Js, Sun, Moon, SRP and eclipses

against those of STK using the option “J, propagator”™. In this case, the results of the two
propagators for Q5 are in agreement.

In order to further demonstrate that the difference in Q» in Fig. 13 is due only to the
way in which the Earth’s gravitational acceleration is modelled, Figs. 16 and 17 show the
comparison of the results obtained considering the third-body gravitational perturbations
only (Sun and Moon) and solar radiation pressure. Neither the third-body perturbations nor
the solar radiation pressure shows an error in Q5.

The comparison considering solar radiation pressure (SRP) only (Fig. 17) shows some
differences, mostly in Q. Further investigation has revealed that these differences are mostly
due to the variation of the SRP with the distance from the sun (ry). In Fig. 18, an osculating
numerical propagation which intentionally neglects this variation is introduced. It is clear that
our averaged semi-analytical propagator follows this curve much more closely than GMAT.
We have verified that if this numerical propagator is made to model the variation of the SRP
with rg, the curve does approximate GMAT’s results.

Finally, Fig. 19 presents the results of the propagation with low-thrust acceleration chang-
ing with 1/r2 (Sect. 5).

5 https://www.agi.com/products/engineering-tools.
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Fig. 11 Validation against GMAT for SSO: J> to Js5, Sun, Moon, SRP and eclipses
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Fig. 12 Validation against numerical propagation for orbit SSO: low-thrust acceleration (Sect. 5)

-3 -3
2.9602 * 2710 1710
0
g o™ A
©
2.9598
-2
2. 9596 -3
0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300
T|me [days] Time [days] Time [days]

0.535 1

0 \\ GMAT
= = = Averaged semi-analytical propagator

o -0.051
0.525
100 0 100 200 300

Time [days] Time [days]

Fig. 13 Validation against GMAT for MEO: J; to Js, Sun, Moon, SRP and eclipses

@ Springer



13 Page 26 of 39 M. Di Carlo et al.

55603 x10° x10'S

2.9601

2.96

E2.9599
X

= o o
® 2.9598
2.9597
2.9596
-6
2.9595 -10
0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300
Time [days] Time [days] Time [days]
GMAT
= == Averaged semi-analytic propagator
0 0.532
e 0.53
-0.04
<h o 0528
-0.06
0,08 0.526
-0.1 0.524
0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300
Time [days] Time [days]

Fig. 14 Validation against GMAT for MEO: J;

x10% x10710 x10710
1 1
2.96
€ -
~,2.96 | o~ 0 a0
©
2.96
-1 -1
0 200 400 0 200 400 0 200 400
Time [days] Time [days] Time [days]
0 \ 0.532 ¢
——STK J2 propagator 0.53 |
= = = Averaged semi-analytical propagator
g -0.05f o' 0528t
0.526
-0.1 : : : ! 0.524 : : : !
0 100 200 300 400 0 100 200 300 400
Time [days] Time [days]

Fig. 15 Validation against STK “J; propagator” for MEO
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Fig. 16 Validation against GMAT for MEO: Sun and Moon gravitational perturbations
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Fig. 17 Validation against GMAT for MEO: SRP and eclipses
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Fig. 18 Validation against GMAT and a numerical integrator for MEO: SRP and eclipses. The numerical
integrator neglects the variation of the SRP force with the distance to the Sun
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Fig. 19 Validation against numerical propagation for orbit MEO: low-thrust acceleration (Sect. 5)
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Fig.20 Validation against GMAT for GTO: J; to J5, Sun, Moon, SRP and eclipses

6.7 Results for the GTO orbit type

Figure 20 shows the results of a propagation with perturbations due to the Earth’s zonal
harmonics Ja, J3, J4, J5, Sun and Moon gravitational perturbations and solar radiation
pressure with eclipses for the GTO. Also in this case, as for the MEO test case (Sect. 6.6),
results in Fig. 20 show an error in the equinoctial parameter Q> at the end of the propagation.
This is due to the absence of the modelling of nutation and precession, and the variation of
SRP with distance from the Sun, as explained in Sects. 6.3 and 6.6. The apparent shift of
the semi-major axis of the averaged semi-analytical propagator with respect to the average
of the GMAT solution is caused by the behaviour of the short-periodic oscillation, as shown
in more details in Fig. 21. It is evident that the short-periodic oscillations spend most of the
time near their minimum; therefore, the average will be close to the minimum as well.

Finally, Fig. 22 presents the results of the propagation with low-thrust acceleration fol-
lowing the inverse square law 1/r2 (Sect. 5).

6.8 Results for the GEO orbit type

Figure 23 shows the results of a propagation with perturbations due to J», J3, J4, J5, Sun
and Moon and solar radiation pressure with eclipses for the GEO. Also in this case, as for
the MEO and GTO test cases (Sects. 6.6 and 6.7), results in Fig. 23 show an error in the
equinoctial parameter O at the end of the propagation.

Figure 24 presents the results of the propagation with low-thrust acceleration following
the inverse square law 1/r2 (Sect. 5).

6.9 Results for the HEO orbit type

Figure 25 shows the results of a propagation with perturbations due to J>, J3, J4, Js5, Sun
and Moon and solar radiation pressure with eclipses for the orbit HEO. Also in this case, as
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Fig. 22 Validation against numerical propagation for orbit GTO: low-thrust acceleration (Sect. 5)

for the MEO, GTO and GEO test cases, results in Fig. 25 show an error in the equinoctial
parameter Q> at the end of the propagation.

Figure 26 presents the results of the propagation with low-thrust acceleration changing as
1/r? (Sect. 5).
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Fig. 23 Validation against GMAT for GEO: J; to Js, Sun, Moon, SRP and eclipses
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Fig. 24 Validation against numerical propagation for GEO: low-thrust acceleration (Sect. 5)
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Fig.25 Validation against GMAT for HEO: J; to J5, Sun, Moon, SRP and eclipses
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Fig. 26 Validation against numerical propagation for orbit HEO: low-thrust acceleration (Sect. 5)
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7 Conclusion

This paper has presented a collection of analytical formulae for the propagation of the motion
of a spacecraft under the effect of a number of disturbing accelerations. The analytical formu-
lae were derived from a first-order expansion in the magnitude of the perturbing acceleration.

It was shown how the analytical formulae can be used to compute the average variation of
the orbital elements. The average variation was then propagated numerically forward in time.
The propagation of the average variation of the orbital elements was validated against high-
precision numerical orbit propagators (including the NASA open-source software GMAT).
It was shown that all types of orbits could be propagated over moderate lengths of time faster
than with GMAT. All comparisons show a good agreement with the numerical propagation for
all the perturbations and accelerations in LEO and SSO, while in MEO, GTO, GEO and HEO
a small error is evident in the analytical formulae due to the absence of a model for nutation
and precession and the assumption of a constant distance of the Sun. This will be addressed
in future works, by periodically updating the orientation between reference frames during
the propagation and adjusting for the actual distance from the Sun. The analytical formulae
proposed in this paper allow for the direct solution of the averaging integral in closed form
over a complete revolution. In doing so, it was assumed that the motion of the third body was
contained and could be considered constant. This assumption limits the use of the averaged
solution to cases in which the orbital motion is faster than the motion of the third body in
the sky. Furthermore, effects induced by the motion of the third body are not captured. It
was, however, suggested that one could partition the orbital period in segments and apply
the analytical formulae on each segment with a different position of the third body. This
procedure would allow one to compute the full averaging integral accounting for the motion
of the third body, although at a higher computational expense.

Future works will also consider a higher-order expansion of the variation of the orbital
parameters, the effect of the perturbation on the true longitude, the motion of the third-body
during averaging and possibly the effect of the variation of the SRP force with the distance
from the Sun. In addition, the implementation of the code will be optimised for increased
efficiency.
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A Integrals

This appendix gives the expressions for the integrals used to compute the analytical equations
for the motion of the satellite subject to the Earth’s gravitational potential perturbations.
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The integrals reported in the following subsections have been solved analytically using the
software Mathematica; the results, too cumbersome to be reported here, have been exported
directly from Mathematica to MATLAB. The complete results can be found at: https://doi.

org/10.15129/0d41a34d-2558-4eaf-96a7-4bfd5942142c.

A.1 Integrals for J3

L
Ij3’a’1 = / {CDS (ﬁ) (P20 sinﬁ — P10 COS ,C) (Q20 sinﬁ — Q10 COS ,C)
L

0

x [20 (Qasin £ — Q1 cos £)? — 353]} d.L

L
Ipya2 = / { @ (£) (Q20c0s L + Q19 5sin £)
L

0

x [S§ — 20 (Qa0sin £ — Qigcos £)*]} dL

L
1y p =/ {—4cos(£)d>8(£) (Q20sin L — Q1pcos L)
L

0

x [20 (Q20sin £ — Q19 cos £)* — 3SF] +
+3d>g(£) (Q20cos L+ Qiosin L) (Pro + sin L + Do (L) sin L)
x [S§ — 20 (Qa0sin £ — Qigcos £)*]} dL
L
Iy, p.Py =/L {(Q10cos £ — Qapsin L) d3(L)
0
x [S§ —20(Qa0sin £ — Qigcos £)*]} dL
L
Iy.p = /L {4sin(£)DF(L) (Q20sin £ — Q19 cos £)

0

[20 (Qrosin L — Qg cos £)2 — 353] +
3@%@) (Qo20cos L+ QrosinL) (P + cos L+ Dg(L)cos L)
[S3 —20(Q2sin £ — Qigcos £)?]} dL

L
11,0, = /L sin(£)®F(L) [S§ — 20 (Q20sin £ — Q19 cos £)*]dL
0

L
1.0, = /L cos(L)DF(L) [S§ — 20 (Q20sin £ — Qg cos £)?] dL
0

A.2 Integrals for J;

L
UMJ:L{%wﬂ%m@mmﬁ—gmmm4
0

—%m%@bmmL—Qmam02+6]
X (Pyosin L — Pigcos L)} dL

L
az = [ {#300) acos £+ Quosin£) (Qansin £ Qupcos )
0
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x [280 (0a0sin £ — Q10 cos £)* — 3os§“ dc (70)

L PF(L) 4
Iy, p, = cos(L) 0 2800 (Qpp sin L — Qg cos L)
4,17 Lo 8

—600S3 (Q20sin £ — Q19 cos £)° +
x 1563] + DF(L) (P1o + sin £ + Bo(L) sin £) (Q20 cos £ + Q10 sin £)

x (Qa0sin £ — Q10 cos L) [280(Q20 sin £ — Qocos £)% — 30s§]} dc (71)

L
Lypypy = / D3(L) (Q10cos £ — Qo sin £)2 [140(Q20 sin £ — Qocos £)? — 15s(ﬂ . (72)
LO

I TR (0 . 4 PR >
Iy, p, = sin(L) 2800 (Q7p sin L — Qg cos L) — 600S5 (Qo0sin L — Qg cos L) +
) Lo 8 0

x 1556‘] — ®3(L) (Pyg + cos L + Po(L) cos L) (Qa9 cos £ + Q10 sin L)
x (Qa0sin £ — Q10 cos L) [280(Q20 sin £ — Qgcos £)% — 3055]} ac (73)

L
1,0, = /LO @3 (L) sin £ (Qa sin £ — Q10 cos L) [1555 — 140 (Qapsin £ — Q10 cosﬁ)z]dﬁ (74)

L
I, 02 = /L @3 (L) cos £ (Qa sin £ — Q10 cos L) [1555 — 140 (Qapsin £ — Q10 cosﬁ)z]dﬁ (75)
0

A.3 Integrals for Js

L
Lsa = / {cpf,(z:) [3024(Q20 sin £ — Q19 cos £)* — 84052 (Qa0 sin £ — Q1 cos £)> +4ssg]
Lo
1
(Q208in L — Q1o cos L) (Pysin L — Pjgcos L) — —38(L) (Q20c08 L+ Q1psin L))
2 0
[5040 (020 8in £ — Q19 cos £)* — 84053 (020 sin £ — Qo cos £)* +1553] | dc (76)
L
Lop = f [@5) cos L[3024 (@20 5in £ — Q10 c03 £)* 840G3 (020 5in £ — Q1o cos £)* + 456G
Lo
1
(Q208in L — Qipcos L) + Etbg(ﬁ) (Q20cos L+ Qqpsin L) (Pyp + sin L + Og(L) sin L)
5040 (Q20 sin £ — Q19 cos £)* + —840G3 (Q20 sin £ — Q19 cos £)> + 15G4 |} dc (77)
0 0
L
Loppy = / icpg(z:) [5040(on sin £ — Q1 cos £)* — 84082 (020 sin £ — Q19 cos £)? + 15s§]
Lo
(Qrocos £ — Qasin £)}dL (78)
L
Lip = / i—cpg(z:) sin £ [3024 (Qa08in £ — Q10 cos £)* + 84083 (Q0 sin £ — Q10 cos L) + 4553]
Lo
1
(Q20sin L — Qipcos L) + E@é([,) (Q20c08 L + Q1o 8in L) (Pay + cos L + Py(L) cos L)

[5040 (O sin £ — Q10 cos £)* — 84083 (O sin £ — Q10 cos £)% + 1553]] dc (79)

L
Lo = fL (L) sin £ [5040 (Q20sin £ — Q10 005 £)* — 84083 (Qa0'5in £ — Qrocos £)? + 1557 | d.c
0
(80)
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L
Ijgy = fL (L) cos £ [ 5040 (00 sin £ — Q10 cos £)* — 84053 (Qa0 5in £ — Q10cos £)? + 1553 | d.c
0

81)

B Formulas for Third-Body Perturbation

B.1 Coefficients for acceleration

Equations (82-90) contain the values of c,’fnf N and sfmTN . These coefficients are presented as

matrices, where each matrix presents all the nonzero (and some zero) values of ¢RIV or s RTN
for a fixed n. Each row corresponds to a fixed value of m, starting from m = 0 for the top
row. The columns are the radial (R), transverse (T) and normal (N) components, in this order.
Each expression and its LaTeX representation were obtained using Mathematica. Missing
coefficients are equal to zero. The direction cosines «3,4, B3rd, ¥3ra Will be abbreviated
o B, y.

Notice that C,R';n = C;n = 0 for any values of m, n where m > n or their sum m + n is
odd. Similarly, cn’\{n = 0 for any values of m, n where m > n — 1 or their sum m + n is even:

c,ﬁn = c‘;n =0Vm,n e N: (m > n) Vv [(m+n)odd]
L'z\n]n =0Vm,neN:[m > (n—1)]Vv[(m+n)even] (82)
_%(3012-5-3}‘32—2) )
KTN = 0 0 3ay (83)
1 (30(2 . 3152) 348 0
Mo 0 0
sRIN = |0 0 3By (84)
_3 (2 _82
_30¢ﬁ 5 (a B ) 0
i 0 0 %y(5a2+5ﬂ2—2)
o (502 +5p2 —4) 38 (502 +582 -4 0
RTN - for (507 4597 =4) 6 (507 +507 -4) s (85)
0 0 Gva—pB)a+p)
| B(?-3ap?) B (328-57) 0
r 0 0 0
9 2 2 3 2 2
Ry 88 (5a? +562 —4) —Fa (sa? +562=4) 0 (86)
°3 0 0 |50£,8y
Fep-p) (-3 0
M (350/‘ + 1022 (7,32 - 4) +358% — 4082 + 8) 0 0
0 0 Bay (1a? +762 - 4)
TN = Ja—pa+p (7a? +762 -6) S (702 +78% o) 0 (87)
0 0 %ay (oz2 - 3ﬂ2)
i 32 (ot~ 6a2p? + %) Bapa—pa+p 0
r 0 0 0
0 0 B8y (762 +782 - 4)
KTV _ | 3ap (102 +782 = 6) 3@ — B+ B) (Ta® +787 o) 0 (88)
0 0 ~3py (ﬁz - 3a2)
| Bap-Ba+h) —3 (o* - 60282 + %) 0
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0 0 2y Ay
10 Ay 2BA1 0
s 0 0 56y (@2 — B2) (3a2 1382 - 2)
TV = 18 | Fe (az - 352) (9a2 +982 - 8) -7 (52 - 3a2) (9a2 +962 — 8) 0
0 0 42y (a4 — 60262 + ﬁ4)
| (aS — 106382 + 5a,34) 21 (5a4ﬂ ~ 106283 + ﬂS) 0
(39)
r 0 0 0
108A1 —20Aj 0
ey 15 0 0 11208y (3(12 1362 - 2)
BT | -3 (67— 302) (922 + 962 - 8) —Ta (o - 367) (962 + 967 - 8) 0
0 0 168y (a — B) (o + B)
21 (5a4ﬂ — 100283 + ,35) 21 (a5 — 106382 + 5aﬂ4) 0
(90)
The following replacements were used to shorten the expressions:
Ay = (7 (3a* + o2 (687 — 4) +3B%) — 2867 +3) 1)
Ay = (63 + 14a? (987 — 4) + 638* — 5667 + 8) (92)

B.2 Integrals

The expressions for the average integrals, I, and /) ., which were obtained using Mathe-
matica, have a secular term and a short-periodic term. The short-periodic term is too large
to be presented here, but the secular term is much more manageable. In Tables 4 and 5,
we have the averaged integrals I_,fm and I_,fm defined in Eq. (93). The secular components,
Sy and S; . can be expressed using the averaged integrals according to Eq. (94). The
complete results are collected in a Mathematica notebook that can be found at: https://doi.
org/10.15129/0d41a34d-2558-4eat-96a7-4bfd5942f42¢

Table 4 Values of I_,fm. An auxiliary variable is used, V = P12 — P22. These expressions and their LaTeX
representation were obtained using Mathematica

m/n 1 2 3 4 5
242 3e2+42 3e* 4246248 15¢*+40¢2 48 5¢9490¢*+120¢2 416
0 2B 2B7 8BY 8Bl 16B13
3Py (e2 +4) Py 5(3e2+4) Py 3(e4+12e2+8) Py 7 (5e4+20e2+8) Py
! T2B5S T 2BT T 8B T gBIT T 1B
. sy 5(e2+6)v 21(e2+2)v 7(e4+16e2+16)v
2 T T BT T T ieEn
5 sP(3P2-p3)  35Py(3P2-P2)  7(48)Pa(3P2-P2)  21(3¢2+8) Py (3PP P2)
B 287 8B9 8BIT 16813
.y 35(et-sp2P3)  63(c*-8PPP?) 21(e2+10) (e —8P2 P2)
B B 8BY 8BI1 16813
63P2(4P§—5v2) 231P2(4P§—5v2)
>- - - T T
; 231v (e -16P2 P3)

16B13
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Table 5 Values of i,fm An auxiliary variable is used, V = P12 - P22. These expressions and their LaTeX

representation were obtained using Mathematica

m/n 1 2 3 4 5
3p, (e2+4) Py 5(3e2+4) Py 3(e4+1232+8) Py 7(Se4+20e2+8) 2
“2BS 2B Y N 8BI1 B 16B13
2 2 4 2
) 3PPy 5P(Ps S(e +6)P1 P 21(e +2)P1 P 7(e +16e +16)P1 Py
B> B7 4B 4Bl 8B13
5P (4P2—3c2 35P (4P2—3¢2 7(e2+8) Py (3¢2—4 P2 21(3¢2+8) Py (3¢ —4 P2
L ) ) @) aEungan)
2B 8B 8B 16B13
2
289 2B 4B13
63P1 (4P -5v2) 231P (4P -5v2)
> B B B 8BII 16813
; 2317 Py (3¢~ 16P2 P3)

sBI3

In this section, and in the notebook, P, P>, ¢ and B are used as short hand for Pjq, P,
e and By.

- 1 [Lot27 cosme
Dyn =52 —dL
"o ), @0
. 1 [Lot27 sinmL
I, = " 93)

2w )y, ML)
S, =215, [A(L)]ﬁ0

m,n
Syon =21, [AD]E, (94)

where A (L) is defined as

P+ (1 - Py)tan (%)

A (L) = arctan
(L) B

(95)

Finally, note that the average variation for the semi-major axis a is zero for each Legendre
polynomial, that is,

G\ (Lo + 275 ey sia) — G (Los iy sian) = 0¥n € N 96)

mn? mn?
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