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ABSTRACT

We derive explicit Lorentz-invariant solution of the Eiest and null geodesic equations for
data processing of the time delay and ranging experimengsawitational field of moving
gravitating bodies of the solar system - the Sun and majangtéa We discuss general-
relativistic interpretation of these experiments and thétations imposed by motion of the
massive bodies on measurement of the paramgiggs Bppn anddppy Of the parameterized
post-Newtonian formalism.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Theoretical speculations beyond the Standard Model stigfgisgravity must be naturally accompanied by a partnere-@mmore scalar
flelds which contribute to the hybrid metric of space-titmetigh a system of equations of a scalar-tensor grawtyyfdm.mg_ur_&_Eﬁp_o_allQ_Ea.Ld
). Such scalar partners generically arise in all edim@ensional theories, and notably in string theory. Sdéds play also an impor-
tant role in modern cosmological scenarios with the inflaiy stag05). Therefore, unambiguous axeertal verification
of existence of the scalar fields is among primary goals ofigggonal physics.

Phenomenological presence of the scalar field in the meinsar is parameterized by three parametegsr, Bppn anddppy — of the
parameterized post-Newtonian (PPN) formalism. Thesenpaters enter the metric tensor oftatic andspherically-symmetric gravitating

body in the following form|(Damour & Esposito-Farkse 19Béumberd 1992 will 1993, 2001)

2GM — GM\? s
mo = 1+ S 2B (G ) +O(°). &
_ GM 3 GM 2 4
61 = & (2004 o) G + 51+ e (g ) | +O(e) @
where we have used the isotropic coordinat€s= (cT, X ), R= | X |, and denoted deviation from general relativity with the panative

PPN parametengpn = Yepn — 1, Bren = Bren — 1, Oppn = Oppn — 1. ParameteﬁppN generalizes the standard PPN formall-993)
to the second post-Newtonian approxnmanml@)&mﬂe notices thadppy is actually related t@ppy and yppn in @ generic
scalar-tensor theory of gravi ito- |'_é9_9_‘5). In particular, this theory predicts thippn cancels in the combination
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2 S M. Kopekin

—PBppn + 3/4dppN entering equation. (4) of the present paper, which shoypeiaie, theoretically, only opepy and its square. Thus, high-
precision missions will have a very clean accessggy. However, we prefer to keep combinatierBppy + 3/4dppN explicitly in our
equations in order to separate parametrization of the siegost-Newtonian effects associated wipy from the linearized Shapiro time
delay, which is parameterized lyppn alone. Moreover, parametéppy is |ndependent fronfBppn and yppyn in vector-tensor theories of
gravity ngng, Xie & HuadMQ) In general reIanﬁppN = YppPN = OppN =

The best experimental bound gppn = (2.1 2.3) x 10~° has been obtalned (under a certain implicit assump
)) in the Cassini experlmeht (Bertotti, less & T g[ﬂg@_i) Limits on the paramet@pn depend on the precision in measuriggn,
and are derived from a linear combinatiopp@y — Brpn < 3 x 10~3 by observing the Mercury’s perihelion shift, and fromsén — yepn =
(4.5+4.5) x 10~* imposed by the lunar laser rgngirhg_GMLli.a.m.&.lunL&hﬂL&&HﬁQQk). Paramet&ppy has not yet been measured.

The most precise measurementysfy anddppy can be achieved in near-future gravitational experimeiits light propagating in the
field of the Sun or a major planet. Post-post-Newtonian eguaif the relativistic time delay in a static gravitatiorild is obtained from

the metric[(1),[(2). It was derived by a number of authors (fRic& Matznelt 1982, 1983; Brumbérg 1992; Teyssandier & LedReL afitte

) and reads (in the isotropic coordinates) as follows

T,-T = §+AT+O(G3)7 (3)

whereT; andT, are coordinate times of emission and observation of phd&ten| X, — X1| is the coordinate distance between the point of
emission, X 1, and observationX,, of the photon, and

B GM Ri+R+R
AT = (2+ypeN) 3 3 In (m) 4)
G2M2 R 15 — | arcco$N1-Nz) (24 yppn)?
A 2% _
+ S RiR K 2 T 2PN — Boen + > 5PPN> N7 % )| 11NN,

is the extra time delay caused by the gravitational fiéd, = X1/R; and N> = X»/R, are the unit vectors directed outward of the
gravitating bodyR; = | X 1|, R» = | X»| are radial distances to the points of emission and observatspectively.

The Sun and planets are not at rest in the solar system bettaysare moving with respect to the barycenter of the solstesy as
well as with respect to observer. Motion of the light-ray defing body (the Sun, a major planet) affects propagatidigbf bringing the
post-Newtonian corrections of the order @M ,/c3)(v/c), (GM/c3)(v/c)?, etc. to equation{4), wheneis a characteristic speed of the
massive body with respect to a reference frame used for datagsing, which can be chosen as either the barycentrnefa the solar
system or the geocentric frame of observer. These motidnerd post-Newtonian corrections to the static time dAlRyorrelate with the
PPN parameters making their observed numerical valuedid$erefore, it is important to disentangle the genuineat#f associated with
the presence of the scalar field from the special-relaidvétects in equatiori{4) imparted by the motion of the bedie

This problem has not been addressed until recently bechasgcturacy of astronomical observations was not high énddgwever,

VLBI measurement of the null-cone gravity- retardatloreeffl Kopeiki kin 20011 Fomalont & K gpglﬁiﬁdda, gpgli{ln 200omalont et al.
M) and frequency-shift measuremengefy in the Cassini experiment (Anderson, Lau & Giampieri 200dxtBtti, less & Tortora 2003)
made it evident that modern technology has achieved thé &wehich relativistic effects caused by the dependencéefgravitational
field on time can be no longer ignored. Future gravitatioiggdtiray deflection experlmentE_LKQp_e_Lkm_&_M_a.shhHQn_j()Oﬁ)ilo ranging
Bep|CoIombo experlmenm-OZ) laser rang@gperiments ASTROdﬂ@?) and LATOR (Turyshev, Sh

) will definitely reach the precision in measuripgy, Bppn and dppy that is comparable with the post-Newtonian correctionsiéo t
static time delay and to the deflection angle caused by theomof the massive bodies in the solar systé_m_(EIQﬂman_&_h@hZQ_Qb).
Therefore, it is worthwhile to undertake a scrutiny theiggdtstudy of the time-dependent relativistic correctibmshe static Shapiro time
delay.

In this paper we focus on deriving two apparently differeminis of the Lorentz invariant solution of the light ray eqoas (see
equations (31) and (43)) in the linearized (with respedt¢auniversal gravitational constant G) approximation afegal relativity by making
use of the technique of the Liénard-Wiechert potentlmwlﬂg) and algebraic transformationsefretarded quantities.
In particular, equation (43) of the present paper signitiyageneralizes the result of Bertotti, Ashby & Ib&i(ZOOﬁD the gravitational
time delay. We expand this retarded-time solution in the-plesvtonian series in three various ways (see equations (68) and (86)
below) and analyze the impact of the velocity-dependentections on measuring values of the PPN parameters in thé@aranal time-
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Post-Newtonian limitations on measurement of the PPN parameters 3

delay experiments. Section VIII discusses a corresporedbatween the Lorentz symmetry group for gravity and lighteagaled by the
time delay experiments. Section IX gives a justificatiort the& ODP code of NASA must be revamped for doing adequatespsing of
high-precise data in ranging gravitational experiments.

2 NOTATIONS

In what follows the Greek indices, 3, ... run from 0 to 3, the Roman indicégj, ... run from 1 to 3, repeated Greek indices mean Einstein’s
summation from 0 to 3, and bold lettes= (al,a?,a%),b = (b!,b?,b%), etc. denote spatial (3-dimensional) vectors. A dot betvieen
spatial vectors, for example- b = alb® + a2b? + a3h®, means the Euclidean dot product, and the cross betweenestors, for example

a x b, means the Euclidean cross product. We also use a shortbéatibn for partial derivatived, = d/9x?. Greek indices are raised and
lowered with full metricg,g. The Minkowski (flat) space-time metrig, g = diag(—1,+1,+1,+1). This metric is used to rise and lower
indices of the unperturbed wave veckdr of light, and the gravitational perturbatidig.

3 THE LI ENARD-WIECHERT GRAVITATIONAL POTENTIALS
We introduce the post-Minkowskian decomposition of theriogéeénsor
Yap = Nap +haﬁ ) (%)

whereh, g is the post-Minkowskian perturbation of the Minkowski nietensorm, g. We impose the harmonic gauge condition (Misner, Thorne &elér
) on the metric tensor

aah“ﬁ—%aﬁm =0. (6)
In arbitrary harmonic coordinate§ = (ct,z), and in the first post-Minkowskian approximation the Eiistgjuations read
192 161G 1
_ uvo 7= uv _ = UVTA
( 020t2+m)h 4 (T 51 T/\). 7

whereTHV is the stress-energy tensor of a light-ray deflecting batlnearized approximation this tensor is given by the felltg equation
TH (t,2) = MuHW’/1- B260) (z — 2(1)) (8)

whereM is the (constant) rest mass of the bodit) is time-dependent spatial coordinate of the bgsly; c~1dz /dt is velocity of the body
normalized to the fundamental spegd

u0:<lfﬁz>*l/2 7 ui:Bi<1732)71/27 ©)

is the four-velocity of the body normalized such thau® = —1, andd(® (z) is the 3-dimensional Dirac’s delta-function. We have neglé
/=g in equation[(B) because in the linearized approximatj6éag = 1+ O(G), and the quadratic terms proportional@3 are irrelevant
in THY since they will give time-dependent terms of the second-ptiskowskian order of magnitude, which are currently neijlie for
measurement in the solar system. For the same reason, we agerthe metric derived lby Blanchet, Faye & Ponisot (|1998)gmeis beyond
the approximation used in the present paper. We have alscaustandard notatig for the dimensionless velocity of the body. This notation
should not be confused with the PPN paramgteiy .

Because the Einstein equatioh$ (7) are linear, we can aarsidir solution as a linear superposition of the solutimnsach body. It
allows us to focus on the relativistic effects caused by amdyl{the Sun, planet) only. Solving Einstein’s equatidijsb{f making use of
the retarded Liénard-Wiechert tensor potent ), one obtains the post-Minkowski metric tensor yréxation 1,

Kopeikin & Schafer 1999)
4GM WKW + 30k
2 PR

hHY (t, ) , (10)
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4 S M. Kopekin

where
PR = *Uapa ) (11)
pcr — XCI _ Zor (S) . (12)

In equation[(ID) all time-dependent quantities are takeatatded times defined by the null cone equatidn{13) given belaf= u?(s) =
¢ 1dz% (s)/ds s its four-velocity, withs being a retarded time (see belov)(s) = ¢ 1dz(s)/ds is body’s coordinate velocity normalized
to the fundamental speex Notice that the metric tensor perturbatiénl(10) is validdocelerated motion of the gravitating body as well,
and is not restricted by the approximation of a body movingaatraight line (se@a@&) for more detail). Ineottvords, the
four-velocityu® in equation[(ID) is not a constant, taken at one, particuanteon the world line of the body.

Because we solved the Einstein equatidis (7) in terms ofefseded Liénard-Wiechert potentials, the distape= x* — 2% (s), the
body’s worldlinez (s) = (cs, 2(s)), and the four-velocity® (s) are all functions of theetarded time s 1). The retarded tinse
is found in the first post-Minkowski approximation as a santof thenull cone equation

Nuvptp¥ = nuv(X“ - (S)) (X” —ZV(S)) =0, (13)
that is

it 14
s=t—_le—=(s), (14)

where the constamtin equation[(T#) denotes the fundamental speed in the Migkiospace-time, which physical meaning in equatiod (14)
is the speed of propagation of gravity as it originates fromn gravity field equation§{7). It is important to notice tegtation [I¥) is a
complicated function of the retarded tinse= s(t,«), which has an analytic solution only in case of a uniform wotdof the gravitating
body along a straight Iian). Geometricadiguation[(T¥) connects the point of observatioand the retarded position of the
gravitating bodyz (s) by a null characteristic of the linearized Einstein field &ipns [T). Radio waves (light) are also propagating along a
null characteristic connecting the observer and the radiitter. However, the null characteristic of the lineariZgidstein equation$ (14) is
well separated on the space-time manifold (and in the skyh fihe null characteristic associated with the propagaifahe radio wave in
any kind of ranging and time-delay experiments. Hence, gieyld not be confused in relativistic experiments inudviight propagation

in the field of a moving gravitating body, which gravitatidfiald depends on tim@imt; Kopeikin & Fomaltint 2b06).

All components of the time-dependent gravitational fiefte(inetric tensor perturbatidi,g) of the solar system bodies interact with
radio (light) waves moving from a radio (light) source to tarth, and perturb each element of the phase of electrortiagveese with the
retardation given by equatiof {[14). The use of the retardéddrd-Wiechert gravitational potentials, rather thiae advanced potentials,
is consistent with the principle of causality (Kopeikin &alont_2007), and the observation of the orbital decay of¢heivistic binary
pulsar B1913+16 caused by the emission of gravitationahtiath, according to general relativitly (Weisberg & Taﬂﬂnﬁ).

4 THE ELECTROMAGNETIC PHASE

Any ranging or time delay experiment measures the plgaséan electromagnetic wave coming from a spacecraft or ar@ight) source
outside of the solar system. The phase is a scalar functiog evariant with respect to coordinate transformatidhis determined in the

approximation of geometric optics from the eikonal equatidisner, Thorne & Wheeler 1978; Landau & Lifshitz 1971)

"oy =0, (15)

wheregH’ = nHv — hHV. The eikonal equatior {15) is a direct consequence of Mdsveduations |(Misner, Thorne & Wheeler 1973;
= i 00

2) and its solution describes I@zlon of the front of an electromagnetic wave propagatimg curved space-
time manifold, which geometric properties are defined byntietric tensor{(b) [(10) that is a solution of the Einsteinatpns. We emphasize
that the electromagnetic wave in equation (15) has no betireon the properties of the metric tensgy,, and does not change the curvature
of the space-time caused by the presence of the gravitatidg @ hus, experimental studying of the propagation oftet@cagnetic wave
allows us to measure the important properties of the backgtgravitational field and space-time manifold.
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Post-Newtonian limitations on measurement of the PPN parameters 5

Let us introduce a co-vector of the electromagnetic wlye= dy . Let A be an affine parameter along a light ray being orthogonal
to the electromagnetic wave frogt VectorK? = dx“ /dA = g¥ l3c7ﬁt,u is tangent to the light ray. Equatidn_{15) expresses a sifagtehat
vectorK? is null, that isg,,y KFKY = 0. Thus, the light rays are null geodesics (Landau & Lifsh#71) defined by equation

dKg
i
The eikonal equatior (15) and light-ray equatibnl (16) hayeialent physical content in general relativity since atpn [I5) is a first
integral of equation((16).

Regarding propagation of electromagnetic wave, it is mveéghtforward to find solution of equatiop (15). To this ema: expand the
eikonal ¢ in the post-Minkowskian series with respect to the univegsavitational constanG assuming that the unperturbed solution of
equation[(Ib) is a plane electromagnetic wave (that is, dnallax of the radio source is neglected). The expansiaisrea

W= o+ = (kX +§(x")] +0(G a”)

%dang“KV . (16)

whereyj is a constant of integratiok® = (1,k) is a constant null vector directed along the trajectory appgation of the unperturbed
electromagnetic wave such thgiy k*kY = 0, v is the constant frequency of the unperturbed electromagwet/e, andp is the first post-
Minkowskian perturbation of the eikonal, which is Loremtzariant. Substituting expansiors (4).117) to equati@) and leaving only
terms of ordeiG, one obtains an ordinary differential equation for the gdstkowskian perturbation of the eikonal,

d¢ 1 2GM (ugk?)?

“F = ChPrgkg = T 18
dA 2 a g C2 OR ) ( )
which can be also obtained as a first integral of the null ggiodeguation[(16). Equatiof ({L8) can be readily integratedé employs an
exact relationship

A ds 1 La

E—*ka—pg—wd['n( Kap )}7 (19)

which makes the integration straightforward. Indeed, éflody’s acceleration is neglected, a plane-wave solufiequation[(IB) is
2GMv

(") = =5~ (kau®)In(—kap?) | (20)

where all quantities in the right side are taken at the rethidstant of timesin compliance with the null cone equatiénl14). One notibes t
the timet, of the closest approach of the light ray to the moving bodysdus play any role in calculation of the gravitational pesation
of the electromagnetic phase. The tilds a good approximation of the retarded tim ), and can be used in practical
calculations of light propagation in the gravitationaldielf moving bodied (Klioner & Kopeiklmbt' Kliorer ZOdStHowever, it does not
properly reflect the Lorentz-invariant nature of the gratiiinal time delay and makes its post-Newtonian expansiokihg more entangled
and complicated. Further discussion of this issue is ginesectior 7.P.

One can easily check that equatibn](20) is a particular isolatf equation[(15). Indeed, observing that

dgp“ - 65 - Uuags7 (21)
one obtains from the null cone equatién](13)
Pa
OgS=—"—. 22
a r (22)

Differentiation of equatior{{20) using equatiohs](21) d28)(shows that equatiop {IL5) is satisfied.

Equation [[2D) for the electromagnetic phase is clearly hizrénvariant and valid in an arbitrary coordinate systéntells us that a
massive body (the Sun, planet) interacts with the electgmaigc wave by means of its gravitational field, which orajes at the retarded
position z(s) of the body and propagates on the hypersurface of null dofie The gravitational field perturbs the phase front of the
electromagnetic wave at the field poixft regardless of the direction of motion of the incoming photorthe magnitude of its impact
parameter with respect to the body. This consideratiorcatds a remarkable experimental opportunity to observeetihedation effect of
the gravitational field by measuring the shape of the ranf8tpiro) time delay and comparing it with the JPL ephenauistion of the
body LSJ&JQEh.&MﬂHL&LﬂE_Z@6) obtained independentlyrfrdirect radio/optical observations of the body, conduateateceding epochs.
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6 S M. Kopekin
This idea was executed in VLBI experiment with Jupiter (Ki&pe2001 ; Fomalont & Kopeikir 2003). Next section explathe null-cone

relationship between the characteristics of the Maxwell Bimstein equations.

5 THE RANGING TIME DELAY

The Lorentz-invariant, general-relativistic time delayation, generalizing the static Shapiro de ay (Shapif 1%can be obtained directly
from equation[(2D). We consider a ranging time-delay expent in which an electromagnetic wave (a photon) is emittétdeaevent with
4-dimensional coordinate§ = (cty, 1), passes near the moving gravitating body, and is receivebsgrver at the event with coordinates
x§ = (ctp, 2). In the most general case, the emitter and observer can mbieh means that coordinateg anda, must be understood as
functions depending on tintg andt;, respectively, that iss; = x(t;) andx, = x(t2), wherex(t) is a spatial coordinate of the photon taken
at timet. The gravitating body is also moving during the time of prgguzon of the electromagnetic wave from the emitter to theeoker.

In the approximation of a uniform and rectilinear motion,iethis sufficient for our purpose, spatial coordinate of toel\bis given by a
straight line

z(t) = zp+t, (23)

wherez is position of the body taken tinte= 0. One notices that the spatial coordinate of the body emgehie Lienard-Wiechert solution
of the gravity field equations depends on the retarded $inttemeans that the time argumenin equation[(2B) must be replaced with the
retarded times without changing the form of this equation. In other words,

z(s) = zo+vs, (24)

where the retarded timeis given by the solution of the gravity null cone equatibn)(14 case of a rectilinear and uniform motion of the
gravitating body

«y RB+VR-(R PP
- c(1-p2) 7
andR = x — z(t) with z(t) defined in equatioi(23).
The unperturbed spatial componer(ll{é) = k of the wave vectok? are expressed in terms of the coordinates of the emitting and
observing points

(25)

= 22 L (26)
lz2 -z
This vector is constant for a single passage of the elecyoeta wave from the emitter to the observer. However, ire walsen the emitter
and/or observer are in motion, the direction of vedtowill change as time progresses. This remark is importancébculation of the
Doppler shift of frequency, where one has to take the timevalévre of the vectok (Kopeikin & Schafef 1999; Kopeikin et Al 2d07)
The perturbed wave vectd(” = dx?/dA, is obtained from the eikonal equatidn20) by making useleftificationK® = dy/ox?,
which is a consequence of the Hamiltonian theory of lightsrapd can be used for further integration in order to detezntiire tra-
jectory of propagation of the electromagnetic wave in theved space-time. The explicit integration has been perarim paper by
Kopeikin & Fomalodt[(MG) and could be used for calculatéthe ranging time delay. However, in the present paper \aé gy upon a
different method.
We note that the phasg of the electromagnetic wave, emitted at the pofht= (ct;, 1) and received at the poing = (ctp, x>),

remains constant along the wave’s p bn_200mydeed,
sinceA is an affine parameter along the path, one has for the phas@aiive

dy  dy dx* a

dr T oxd xR =0 @0

which means thaty (x? (A)) =const., in accordance with our assertion. Equating twoegabf the phase/ at the point of emission of the
electromagnetic waveq , and at the point of its receptions] , and separating time from space coordinates, one obtaimsefguationd (17),
(20)

© 2009 RAS, MNRASDOO, [1HI8



Post-Newtonian limitations on measurement of the PPN parameters 7

B
1 2GM ks p
to—tr = <k (22— 21) — 5~ (ket") In [B—z] 7 (28)
Ksp;
where the retarded distance$ = x§ —2%(sp), p{f = x§ —2%(s1), and the retarded times, s, are defined by the null cone equations
1
2 = t-Zle-zs), (29)
1
s = t-lei-z(s)l), (30)

which are inferred from equation(114). Expanding all Loeeinvariant scalar products, and replacing relation$?@) in equation{28) yields
the ranging delay

1
-t = E‘wg—w1|+ﬂt7 (31)
2GM 1—-k-3 {p27k~p2:|
A = — In 32
¢ J1i-p2 |[p—k-p1 (32)

where the retarded, null-cone distanges= x> — z(Sp), p1 = 1 — 2(s1), P2 = |p2|, P1 = |p1|-

Lorentz-invariant expression for ranging delfiyl(32) wasved first byl Kopeikin & Schafer (1999) by solving equatiofor light
geodesics in the gravitational field of moving bodies wita thénard-Wiechert gravitational potentials. Later ) obtained
this expression by making use of the Lorentz transformatifdhe Shapiro time delay (which is equivalent to a simultargetransformation
of the solutions of both the Einstein and Maxwell equatiding)n a static frame of the body to a moving frame of observetideé that
in general relativity equatio (81) describes a hypersarfaf the null cone along which both electromagnetic andiational field are
propagating. Electromagnetic characteristic of the notfiecis given by the null vectde of the photon, while the null characteristic of the
gravity field enters the time delay equatig¢n](32) in the forimhe retarded times, which is the time argument of the coordinateof the
moving body under consideration.

In the present paper we derive another useful form of thetarmvariant expression for the ranging delay, which cardbectly
compared with and generalizes the approximate ranginy detenula currently used in the NASA Orbit Determination §ram (ODP).
This derivation comes about from the following exact relaships

lp1—2(s2) + z(s1) > — (r — p2)? .

p2—k-p2 o (33)
+z —z 2_(r+py)?

bk = lertEEl SR o2 34

wherer = |r|, r = 3 — x1, SO that

rd =rk? = (r,r), (35)

is a null vector in the flat space-time connecting coordimafeéhe point of emission and reception of the electromagmeive:naﬁr“rﬁ =0.
Because the gravitating body moves uniformly with constpeedv, its coordinatez(s) is not constant and can be expanded as follows (see

equation[(Z4))
z2(82) =z(s1) +v(2—91) , (36)
where the time intervad, — s; can be expressed in terms of the null-cone distances by makia of the retarded time equatiohs] (2B)] (30),
and the ranging equatiop (31). One has,

1 _
-s1=(2-0)+(2-t)+{1—-s)= _(r+p1—p2)+0(c 3. (37)

Plugging equatiori{37) t6(B6), and replacing it in equatif@8), [3%) allows us to transform the ranging time delaptidm to the following

form

In {L’fﬂz} N {P2+Pl+r—Z(Pz~ﬂ)—32(f+P1—Pz)
pr—k-p1 P2+p1—1—2(p1-B)+B2(r+p1—p2)

. (38)

(© 2009 RAS, MNRASO00,[TH18



8 S M. Kopekin

Let us now make use of definition{|11) of the Lorentz-invaridistances

p2—B-p2
PR = —Uapg = W ) (39)
PR = —Ugpf = pL—B-p1 (40)

Vi-p?

Tedious but straightforward calculations reveal that

P2+P1+1—2(p2-B) — B2 (r +p1—p2) = \/1— B2 (02r+ P1r— KaU®) |, (41)
P2+p1—T—2(p1-B)+B*(r+p1—p2) = \/1—B?(por+ p1r+rkau?) . (42)

These equations taken along with equation (35) allows wedioae the time delay logarithm in equatibnl(38) to anotheehtz-invariant
form

|n<p2_k'p2):_ln(P2R+PlR_P12) 7 (43)
p1—k-p1 P2r+ PR+ P12
where the ranging distangg, = rkoU® = uyr9 is invariant with respect to the Lorentz transformationefiresents contraction of the null
vectorr? defined in equatior (35) with four-velocity” of the gravitating body. The null vectof' determines (unperturbed) propagation
of the electromagnetic signal. Distangas, por are defined in equations (39), {40), and they also represemtaction of the null vectors
Py, pg with four-velocityu® of the gravitating body. However, contrary to vect8r, vectorspy, p§' describe the null characteristics of the
gravitational field.

Accounting for equatior{{43) the Lorentz-invariant exgien for the time delay assumes the following form

At — 2GM 1-k-3 n <P2R+P1R*P12> . (44)
¢ /1-pB2 \pRr+pPR+P12

This equation is apparently Lorentz-invariant, valid fay aalue of the velocity of the light-ray deflecting body, asbentially generalizes

the result of the paper t]zy Bertotti, Ashby & less (2008).

6 POST-NEWTONIAN EXPANSION OF THE RANGING DELAY
Let us introduce an auxiliary vect0981)

a a
ng = 9% pr= p—z—u“7 nf =0%r= PL e (45)
P2r P1r
Vectorspg andpf are null as defined by the (gravity-field) null cone equati@@®, [30). The four-velocity of the body?, is a time-like
vector,ugu® = —1. The difference between the null and time-like vectordgehe space-like vectong, n{', becauseyon{ = nyen§ = +1.
The post-Newtonian expansion Bf(s,) around timetp, and the post-Newtonian expansionz8fs;) around timet; are obtained by

making use of a Taylor expansion. Omitting acceleratioe, gets

dz¥
p; = rg*(SQ*tz)E:rg+P2Ua7 (46)
dz¥
pl = ri—(s—t) 4o =rf+pu, (47)
and
P2 = P2R+U;3|’g7 (48)
P = P1R+U;3|’f7 (49)
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Post-Newtonian limitations on measurement of the PPN parameters 9

where the retarded time equatiohs](2B)] (30) have been aseglace time intervals, —t, ands; —t;. We have also introduced in previous
equations the pure spatial vectors

g = ngz"(tg):{rgzo,rizzxizfz‘(tg)}, (50)
= x‘l’—z"(tl):{rgzmrilzxil—zi(tl)}7 (51)

which are lying on the hypersurface of constant timandt; respectively.
Substituting equation§ (#6)E(49) into equatibn] (45) revdeat

a
N, P2r

a
N1 P1R

rg +u® (ugrd) , (52)
r{ U (ugrh) . (53)

Taking into account that§ andn{ are space-like unit vectors, one has

r3— (8 xrp)?

PR = \/fa1rd +(uarg)?= T (54)
1-pB
r2 — ﬂ X Tr1 2
PR = \/faol§ + (Uarf) =/ L— 1(_ B2 ) : (59)
We further notice that, if acceleration is neglected,
k-o
12 = ——— 12, 56

where the unit vector

kE-p
o=—"_ 57

|k — B (57)
the relative distance
ra=|r2—rif, (58)
and
ry = wmp—2z(t2), (59)
ry = x1—=z(1), (60)

are spatial distances from the observer to the body and fnenemitter to the body taken respectively at the time of réee@nd that of
emission of the electromagnetic wave. It is worth obsenrtitad the post-Newtonian expansion of the Euclidean dotymod- o does not
have a term, which is linear with respect to velocity

k~a:1—%(kxﬂ)2+O(B3). (61)
This expansion yields

P12 ="r12+0(B?), (62)

that is the distance;s is a Lorentz-invariant function up to the second post-Neweo corrections of the order ¢2. This justifies the
replacement of the heliocentric coordinates of the madsigtes of the solar system to their barycentric countespgattoduced by Moyer
in the ODP manua3) ad hoc (see se¢flon 9 of theepte@mper for further details).

After preceding preparations, we are ready to write downpibst-Newtonian expansion for the ranging time delay. Weldudike
to emphasize that the post-Newtonian expansion of the mgndélay is not unique and can be represented in severatatifféorms,
which are physically and computationally equivalent. Hegre this non-uniqueness complicates things and has bematetkin papers

(© 2009 RAS, MNRASO00,[TH18



10 S M. Kopeikin
(Bertotti, Ashby & less 2008; Kopeikin 2009) regarding theture of the relativistic time delay effects associatedwibtion of the grav-

itating body. In what follows, we derive all possible formfstbe post-Newtonian expansion of the ranging delay dematisy that the
relativistic effects associated with the motion of the tighy deflecting body are induced by the gravitomagnetid falsing due to the

translational motion of the body with respect to obser&ggdﬂkin & Mashhoon 2002; Kopeiﬁin 2d04).

First of all, substituting equations (39, {40) [0](43) sase ranging delay (32) in the following form
26M 1-k-8 | \/B—(Bxr22+\/ri—(Bxr1)2+ (k- o)1
t: C3 > |n )
VI=B2 |\ JB—(Bxro)?+ /i3 - (Bxr1)2— (k- o)1z

which is the most convenient for making its explicit postwitienian expansion with respect to the ratiofb#= v/c. Neglecting terms of the
order of 83 one has

(63)

2GM ln(l’1+|’2+l’12> (64)

1.
A <1_kﬂ+éﬁ) c ri+rz—riz
GM ri2 (n1xB)°r1+(n2x B)ra— (k x B)%(r1+r2) L0 (G_MBS)
c3 rirp 1+ni-ny c3 ’
where the unit vectora; = r1/r1, ny = r2/rp with 71, 72 being defined in equations (59). {60) (see Elg. 1).

Velocity-dependent corrections appear in this expressiplicitly as the terms depending gh= v /c, andimplicitly in the argument
of the logarithm, which depends on two positions of the bakeh at time$; andty, that isz(t) = z(t1) + v(t2 —t1) = z(t1) + Br so that
ro andrp, are not independent of. We discuss the impact of the velocity-dependent terms awsored values of the PPN parameters in
the next section.

It is also instructive to derive the time delay equation ia timearized form as it is given iI@bl). We make use qbiations
(@5)-(58) to get the post-Newtonian expansion of functientering the argument of the logarithm in the ranging dé28) (

kapd = Kard + (kqu®) uﬁrng rZBr§+ (uﬁrg)z} , (65)
kap{ = kat§ + (kau®) [ugrf + rlﬁrf+(uﬁrf)1 . (66)
Explicit expansion of these equations with respect to thvegps of the velocity-tracking paramet@r= v/c brings about the following result
Po—kps = ra—kera+Bra—ra(k-)+0(B2) (67)
pi—kpr = ri—keri+Bori—ri(k-8)+0(B?) . (68)

Applying these expansions to the argument of logarithm énrtnging delay[(32) yields the first term in the post-Newaaréxpansion of

the ranging delay in the form given iOl)

B 2GM | [ro—o-72 2GM 32
At=(1-k-03) 3 In{rl_a.rl}+0( 3 ), (69)
where the unit vector
o=k—kx(8xk)+0(B?), (70)

is the same as that defined by equatfod (57).

The explicit post-Newtonian dependence of the time delayedacity of the gravitating body enters the argument of the logarithm
in the form of equation[{40), which looks like the aberratafrlight for the unit vectork. However, equatiorf (69) approximates the exact
time delay equatior{ (31), which demonstrates that the aggtimf the logarithmic function is a 4-dimensional dot prodky p® of two
null vectorsk® andp?. Vectork? points out the direction of propagation of light ray, whitetnull vectorp® = x% — 2% (s) points out the
direction of the null characteristic of the gravity field edgions. The Lorentz transformatiohf”ﬁ, from one frame to another changes the
null vectork? = /\“’B kB, but in order to preserve the Lorentz-invariance of theitmtional time delay\t, the null vectopp? directed along
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Post-Newtonian limitations on measurement of the PPN parameters 11

the body’s gravity field must change accordingl§y = /\“’Bpﬁ, so that the dot produst; 0@ = kg remains the same. Hence, not only
the light undergoes aberration, when one goes from one ftaraaother, but the null characteristics of the gravitaldield in the time
delayAt must change too in the same proportion, if general relgtigit/alid. In other words, equatiof ([70) is not the ordinagyation of
the aberration of light in flat space-time (without gravigid) but a more profound relationship for a curved space-showing that even in
the presence of the gravitational field of the moving bodigating the light propagation, the aberration of light eipmremains the same
as in the flat space-time. This can be true if and only if bothgdhavitational field perturbation, gz and the affine connection? remain
invariant under the Lorentz group transformation, whiclpasameterized with the same fundamental spead the Lorentz group of the
underlying electromagnetic wave used in the ranging tigleydexperiment. This interpretation is further discussedore detail elsewhere

dKopeikin & Fomalort 2006, 2007; Kopeikin & Makarov 2§b07).

7 COUPLING OF THE PPN PARAMETERS WITH THE VELOCITY-DEPENDEN T TERMS
7.1 Explicit Coupling

Equation [(6#) describes the Lorentz transformation of gatic) Shapiro time delay from the rest frame of the madsody (Sun, planet)

to the frame of reference in which the data processing iopaeéd. For we have restricted ourselves with the post-Naamoexpansion of
the linearized time delay up to the terms which are quadveitic respect to velocity of the moving gravitating body, atjan [64) can be

superimposed with the static terms of the second order witpeact to the universal gravitational const@rgntering equatior{{4). This is
because these terms have the same order of magnitude settatnet need to develop the Lorentz invariant expressiothéoterms which

are quadratic with respect @ We shall also neglect for simplicity the terms which aredortts of32 with the PPN parametappy because

yepn has been already limited by the solar system experiments thetvalue not exceeding 16. Thus, the producfppn 32 exceeds the
accuracy of the post-post-Newtonian approximation.

Our calculation yields the following, Lorentz-invariarguetion for the post-post-Newtonian time delay

YPPN MDPN ZGM ri+ra+ri
At = 1 —k-B— 71
( N 2 7 B) ri+ra2—riz (71)
L (1a YN ﬂﬁ(nlxm ri+(n2x 8)%ra — (k x B)2(ri+12)
2 c3 riro 1+ng-no
G?M2 ry, [[15 arccogni-na) (24 yppn)? GM 5
— 2W — Ol —« .
+ cd® riro I:( 4 +eypen - BPPN+ 6PPN> |n1><n2| 1+n1~’n2:| + ( c3 B )

One can immediately observe that the PPN paramgtgy couples with the velocity terms in front of the logarithmézr. This means that
the amplitude of the Shapiro delay is effectively sensitevéhe linear combination

[ = yopn — 2Br— 2ppNBR+ BE+BE (72)

that will be measured in high-precision space-based axesits like BepiColombo, ASTROD, LATOR, etc. Here and elserghwe denote
respectivelyBr = k - 8 — the radial velocity, anfbr = |k x 3| — the transverse velocity of the massive body that defleetfight ray.
Equation[[7R) elucidates that the measured valoé the parameteyppy is affected by the velocity terms, which explicitly presant
the post-Newtonian expansion of the Shapiro time delayaBeof the ranging gravitational experiment in the field ofi 8ith the light
ray grazing the solar limb, one hds= R., = 7 x 10'% cm — the solar radius, ang = 3 x 10° cm — the Schwarzschild radius of the Sun.
The Sun, in moving in its orbit around the barycenter, hasvamage distance of 1R from it but may be as far as 2R.,. The orbital
path of the Sun about the barycenter traces out a curve tleidssly resemble an epitrochoid — three-lobed rosettdy thitee large and
three small loops — with a loop period of 9 to 14 years. Fifteeccessive orbits comprise a 179-year cycle of the solaiomatound the
barycenterL(Ea.LLQLLdg_e_&_S_hltlﬁ_)LlQﬂs_e_]l965) — thetchmawhich is also the time taken for the planets to occugyraximately the
same positions again relative to each other and the Sun.dl&eelocity v, with respect to the barycenter of the solar system can reach
maximal value of 15.8 m/s giving rise f& = v /c = 5.3 x 10~8. Because space missions LATOR and ASTROD are going to megsu
parameter with a precision approaching tG%dTuryshev, Shao & Nordtvdeﬂ MO?), the explicito@ty-dependent correction to
the Shapiro time delay in the solar gravitational field mustapparently taken into account. Current indeterminacyénsbolar velocity
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12 S M. Kopeikin

vector is about 0.366 m/damb%) that yields aaresf AB: ~ 1.4 x 1014, This error is comparable with the contribution of the
second-order velocity temﬁé < 2.8x 10715, However, they are too small and can be neglected in the measut ofyppy.

Coupling of the velocity-dependent terms with paramefigigy and dppy can be understood after making expansion of high-order
terms in equatior[{71) with respect to the impact parameténenlight rayd = |k x 71| = |k x 71| that is assumed to be small:< rq,
d < rp. The unit vectorg:; andn, can be decomposed in the post-post-Newtonian terms asviollo
n1 = —kcosBi+nsinby, (73)
ny = kcosB+mnsind;, (74)

where the unit vecton is directed from the massive body to the light-ray trajectdong the impact parameted:= dn. It is convenient to
introduce the deflection angiedefined as

n1-ny =cogm—0)=—cosO . (75)

One can easily observe th@t= 6, + 6,. Practically all gravitational ranging experiments ar@el the small-angle approximation, when
0« 1,61 <1, 6, < 1. Inthis approximation, one has

92

. — - 4
l+ny-ny 5 +O<6 ) , (76)
(nyx B)r+ (nz x @)%z — (k< B)%(r+12) = 0d(BE—p7)+0(6%) (77)
Substituting equationg (72, (79)={77) to equatfod (7&)ds
— GM ri+ro+rio
M = (24T) —In[ —=—= 78
( " ) c (M-Hz—rlz) (78)
G?MZ? 115 [/ 15 . T 2(2+yepN) GM
S iy K 7 +2ppN — BreN + 5PPN> 8 T} +O(Fﬁ ) )
where we have introduced a new notation
5 5 ypen) 16d /o o
Goow = oo+ (14 ) 22 (52 7). (79

and denotedg = ZGM/C2 —the Schwarzschild radius of the massive body deflectintigheray. Explicit contribution of the solar velocity
terms to the parametéi:pN can achieve 1 x 109 that is much less than the precision of measurement of the gaiPdnetedppy in
LATOR and ASTROD missions (Plowman & Hellings 2006) and carcbrrently neglected.

We recall to the reader that in scalar-tensor theory of gy@arametePBppy can not be determined separately fr6mN as they appear

in the linear comblnatlor-erpN +3/46ppN Following tEI_OMLma.n_&_H_e_lLLndk_ZQQG) we assume tﬁabN is determined from other kind of
gravitational experiments, and eliminate it from the figtiprocedure.

7.2 Implicit Coupling

In the previous section we have made an explicit post-Neatoaxpansion of the ranging time delay in powers of the vgldacacking
parametef = v/c. This post-Newtonian expansion is shown in equafioh (719oks like the only place, where the linear velocity cotie

to the Shapiro delay appears, is in front of the logarithreient However, a scrutiny analysis reveals that the linekocity-dependent
correction is also presentplicitly in the argument of the logarithmic function. Indeed, dis&sT, = |x1 — z(t1)| andry = |z — z(t2)|
depend on two positions of the massive body taken at twordiffenstants of timet; andt,. The body moves as light propagates from the
point of emissione, to the point of observatiom,, so that the coordinates of the body are not arbitrary butected through a relationship

z(t2) = z(t1) +v(t2—t1) (80)

which, indeed, shows that the velocity of the body is invdive calculation of the numerical value of the argument of tihee-delay
logarithm.
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Post-Newtonian limitations on measurement of the PPN parameters 13

Though this dependence on the velocity of the massive badypkcit, it definitely affects the measured values of the\RFarameters
and makes their values biased in case if either generaivigfas invalid or if the numerical code used for data pragieg of the ranging
experiment, does not incorporate the solar system ephempeperly [(Kgp_eikln_e_t_éL_ZQW). Let us show how this impawctthe PPN
parameters can happen.

To this end we shall assume that the light ray passes at a alidistanced from the body at the time of the closest approachich
is defined in the approximation of the unperturbed lightrajectory,x(t) = x1 + k(t —t1) fort >ty or z(t) = xza+ k(t —t2) for t <tp,

from the condition|(Klioner & Kopeikin 1992)
dlz(t) — z(t)] _
{ dt }t:t* =0 (61)

wherex(t) = x1+ k(t —t1) is the (unperturbed) light-ray trajectory, aat) = z(t1) +v(t —t1) is the body’s world line in the approximation
of a straight line, uniform motion. Taking the time derivatiand solving the equation yield

o-rq ¢ o-r2
- =2 )
clk - B clk - B

where the unit vectosr has been defined in equatidn(57). The post-Newtonian eigané various distances near the time of the closest
approach gives us

=11

(82)

i 2 2

no— o 17(g~n1*):71+w(%) } 83)
. 2 2

r2 = ra 1—(ﬂ'nz*)%+%(%) }v (84)
- 2

o — r 175~k+(ﬁxzk) } (85)

wherel; = c(t; —t.), lo = c(t2 —t.), the unit vectorsuy, = 71, /r1., no. = 72, /r2., and distancess, = 1 — z(t,), 72, = €2 — z(t,).
We substitute now the post-Newtonian expansibné (B3)-t(8te logarithmic function of the Shapiro time delay andlgppe small-
angle approximation. It will yield

n(m) :In(r1*+r2*+r) _ 2d, k-

ri+ra—riz M1+ T2 — T 1.2, 6

1+0(B)+0(6.)|, (86)

where®, is the angle between two vectatg, andno, defined asiy, - np, = co{m— 6;).

The post-Newtonian expansion of the ranging delay in thiaitjcof the time of the closest approach of the light ray te thassive body
reveals that the parametdspy is affected by the first-order velocity terms from equatiBa)( Specifically, taking into account equation
(88) allows us to write down the ranging delay in the follog/fiorm

_ — GM My 4T+ T
G°M? ¢ 15 __ — 32\ T 2(2+yeen)? GM
Y e Kz +2WPN*BPPN+ZA) 9_*797*2} +O(FB ) ;
where
- yepn ') 16 d
A= Gy (1479 320 e (@9

The last term in equatioi (88) can amount to 0.02, which edeabhe expected accuracy of measuring the PPN pararﬁai@rwith
LATOR/ASTROD missions by a factor of 10 as follows from (Ploan & HeIIingH 20d6). This clearly indicates the necesdiindusion of
the velocity-dependent post-Newtonian corrections taltta analysis of the high-precise time delay and rangingtgtaonal experiments.
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8 RANGING EXPERIMENTS AND LORENTZ INVARIANCE OF GRAVITY.

In special relativity, where the Minkowski geometry repmets a flat space-time, the Lorentz symmetry is a global symyngensisting of
rotations and boosts. However, in curved space-time, imib& general case, the Lorentz symmetry is a local symmisditytansforms local
vectors and tensors in the tangent (co-tangent) spacelaspace-time point. Nonetheless, general relativity aglthi global Lorentz sym-
metry, at least, for isolated astronomical systems regigirasymptotically-flat space-tim64). This astatip Lorentz symmetry
of gravitational field can be traced in the invariant naturéhe gravitational Lienard-Wiechert potentials givendmyuation[[ID), which are
solutions of the linearized Einstein equations. The asgtigpMinkowskian space-time for isolated systems defined#dctkground manifold
for gravitational field perturbations, g, and must have the same null-cone structure as the locatasgace-time, which is defined by mo-
tlon of light particles (photons). However, this theoratiargument is a matter of experimental stwikm_bm_a.lgm_&ﬁgpﬂklh
2003).

Ranging time-delay experiments are, perhaps, the bestimgrgal technique for making such test. This is becausgdperate with
the gauge-invariant fundamental field of the Maxwell theloaying well-established and unambiguous physical praserPropagation of
radio (light) signals traces the local structure of the wolhe hypersurface all the way from the point of emission dewihe point of its
observation. Now, if the massive body, which deflects ralitih{) signals, is static with respect to observer, one aatrdraw any conclusion
on the asymptotic structure of the space-time manifold andfeether its Lorentz symmetry is compatible with the Lozesytmmetry of the
light cone. This is because the gravitational interactibthe body with the radio (light) signal is realized in therfoof the instantaneous
Coulomb-like gravitational force with having no time deiives of the gravitational potentials been involved. Hasveif the massive body
is moving with respect to observer as light propagates rasitational force is not instantaneous and must propagatee hypersurface of
the null cone of the asymptotic Minkowskian space-time &s described by the Liénard-Wiechert gravitational ptitds (10). The terms
in the ranging time-delay (32) depending on both the traiasial velocity3 = v/c of the massive body and the retarded tisneriginate
from the time derivatives of the gravitational potentiatsl @haracterize the global Lorentz symmetry of the grawoitat field. Therefore,
measurement of these terms in the ranging time-delay erpets has a fundamental significarice (Kopeikin & Fomalof630

Currently, there is a growing interest of theoretical phigs to gravitational theories where the global Lorentasetry of gravitational
field can be spontaneously violat008). This isivated by the need of unification of the gravity field with atiendamental
interactions. These theories introduce additional Icangge fields to the gravitational Lagrangian, which desth®/ dymmetry between
the, so-called, observer and particle invariahce (Kosks & Pottin¢| 1995|; Colladay & Kostele(_:lky’ 19@98).6r&ction terms involving
these fields appear also in the equations of motion of teitfes:. It is the interaction with these fields that can leaghysical effects of
the broken Lorentz symmetry that can be tested in expersnénitcome of these experiments depends crucially on thengé®ns made
about the structure of the additional terms in the gravitati Lagrangian and the numerical value of the coupling teants of these fields
with matter. On the other hand, the measurement of the pesatdhian velocity-dependent and/or retarded-time ctioes in the ranging
time-delay experiments does not depend on any additiosahgstions and relies solely on general relativistic prgaticof how the radio
(light) signals propagate in time-dependent gravitatifieéds.

It is remarkable that current technology already allowsasneasure the velocity-dependent and/or retarded-timeNmstonian
corrections in the ranging time-delay experiments coretligt the solar system. The most notable experiment had l@enid 2002 with
the VLBI techniqueLLEQma.I_o_nl_&_KQ_p_e'LHiln_ZQbS). It measurée tetarded component of the near-zone gravitational fieldigiter via its
impact on the magnitude of the deflection angle of light fromuasar (Kopeikimi‘@béh. Fomalont et MOO9) hapeated this
retardation of gravity experiment in 2009 by making use of the close encounter afeluand Saturn with quasars in the plane of the sky.

The Cassini experimer|t (Bertotti, less & Tortbra 2003; Aisde, Lau & GiampieHi 20§b4) is also sensitive to the timeeatetent per-
turbation of gravitational field of the Sun caused by its @mibmotion around the barycenter of the solar sysﬂgm (Kapeikal.| 20077;
IBertotti, Ashby & less 2008; Kopeikln 2009). However, itsefgtion requires re-processing of the Cassini data in dedgparate the Cassini
measurement of PPN paramejggy from the gravitomagnetic deflection of light by the mov1ngﬂjigp_e¢Km_e_t_a|l_29_d7LI$Qp_QLk|h_2Qb9).

9 RANGING DELAY IN THE NASA ORBIT DETERMINATION PROGRAM

Relativistic ranging time delay, incorporated to the NAS®® code, was originally calculated MOS) undeuasggion that
the gravitating body that deflects light, does not move. Rigg the Sun, it means that the ODP code derives the rangitay dn the
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Post-Newtonian limitations on measurement of the PPN parameters 15

heliocentric frame. Let us introduce the heliocentric dimatesX? = (cT, X'), and use notatior” = (ct,x ) for the barycentric coordinates
of the solar system, which origin is at the center of mass efsiblar system. The Sun moves with respect to the barycdrarite with
velocity vs = da /dt amounting to~ 15 m/s. Though this velocity looks small, it can not be neiglédn such high-precision relativity
experiments as, for example, Cassini (Kopeikin étal, |20®T’e)gitimate question arises whether the ODP code accdontise solar motion
or not. We demonstrate in this appendix that the ranging tiet@y in the ODP code is consistent with general relativitthie linear-velocity
approximation, but it fails to take into account the quadraelocity terms properly. Thus, more advanced theorkteselopment of the
ODP code is required.

The ranging time delay in the heliocentric coordinates i Sun located at the origin of this frame, follows diredtlym equation
(44) after making use of the heliocentric coordinates.dtle

1
T-T = CIX2—Xy|+A4T, (89)
_ 2GMg R+ Ry +Ri2
AT = 5 |n{R2+R17R12 7 (90)

where X, and X1 are the heliocentric coordinates of observer and emitspeetively, distance of the emitter from the SumRjs= | X|,
distance of the observer from the SurRis= X1, andRj»> = | X — X | is the null heliocentric distance between the emitter arskolker.
This equation coincides exactly (after reconciling our Muler’'s notations for distances) with the ODP time-delayagpn (8-38) given
in section 8 of the ODP manu03) on page @) had transformed the argument of the logarithm in glie@tentric
ranging delay[{30) to the barycentric frame by making usaibgstutions

Xo=ro=x2—xze(t2) , Xi=ry=x1—ze(t). (91)

The ODP manua3) does not provide any evidenddtthae substitutions in the ranging time de[ay (90) areistarg with gen-
eral relativity and do not violate the Lorentz symmetry. Ntheless, comparison of equatioins] (90)] (91) with the plesttonian expression
(&4) for the ranging delay demonstrates that equationsg@ )egitimate transformations from the heliocentric te biarycentric frame in
the sense that they take into account velocity of the Sundmahging time delay in the linearized, post-Newtonian tihowing the static
Shapiro time delay.

Equation[(6%) also shows that the ODP code is missing theitgldependent term in front of the logarithmic functiorgiquation[(3D).
The ranging time delay in the heliocentric and barycentdaoies must be related by the simple equation

At = (1-k-Bo)AT, (92)

which is a linearized version of equati¢n64) that was cmtiw Kopeikin & Sch'afJeL(ﬁ%). We conclude that the ODReaggkd by NASA
for navigation of spacecrafts in deep space, is missing la-dider velocity-dependent corrections to the Shapire tilelay and can not be
used for processing and unambiguous interpretation offaéare ranging experiments in the solar system. A corredpm relativistic
modification and re-parametrization of the ODP code baseghaations of the present paper is highly required.

Equation[(9P) has been also derived_b_)LB_e_LtQ_tl;L_Ashb_L@ dea@gh) who claimed that the velocity-dependent terms apipehe time
delay only in front of the logarithmic function in equatid®). As we have shown in sectibnl’.2 the argument of the Itgarin equation
(€3) also contains terms depending on veloeitgf the gravitating body, which arienplicitly present in the definition of the distance.
This distance is calculated between two spatial pointsraggby the time interval required by light to travel betwéee point of emission
and observation respectively (see equations (56)—(58prdinatesz(t1) andz(t,) are not the same because the gravitating body is moving.
These coordinates are related by means of the equationwfzfy demonstrates that velocityof the gravitating body must be known in
order to calculate the distancg,. Because one has to rely upon equation (72) in the ODP datassing algorithm, the post-Newtonian
expansion of distanag, yields

ra=r—r-B+0(8?, (93)

where the null distance = |r| is defined in equatiori (35). It follows that the distancgsandr entering equatior (93) are not the same
quantities as they differ by terms of the ordeng€. Equation[(3B) reduces the ranging defay (92) to the folhgform

2GM | [ra+ri+r—r-3 2GM 32
cd In ro4+ri—r+r-g +0 c3 ’ (94)

M=(1-k-B)

(© 2009 RAS, MNRASO00,[TH18
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which has been derived in our paper (Kopeikin et al. 2007)tdB& Ashby & less |(2008) claimed that the expression (@4)he ranging

time delay does not appear in the ODP man@2003) sndtiallowed for theoretical analysis of the Cassini experit as we
did in iKQp_QLkln_e_t_dl_ZQ_dU. However, expressibn](94) iaety the same functioAT given in the ODP manual but expressed, instead of
distancery,, in terms of the distanceand velocity of the Suny, via self-consistent mathematical transformatfor (98y.this reason, the
two expressions are mathematically equivalent and eithtreon can be used in data processing of the ranging obsemsgatif the Cassini

experiment9).
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Emitter oy Observer

Figure 1. Ranging time delay experiment. Electromagnetic signairiited at distance; from the massive body, passes by it at the minimal distanead,
is received by observer at distance The emitter, observer, and the massive body move with cespeach other as the electromagnetic signal propagates.
This makes the ranging delay experiment sensitive to thecook structure of space-time in general relativity and ifiesithe Shapiro time delay.
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