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ABSTRACT

Future Gaia and Legacy Survey of Space and Time data releases, together with wide area spectroscopic surveys, will deliver
large samples of resolved binary stars with phase space coordinates, albeit with low-cadence. Given an eccentricity law f(€), we
derive properties of (i) the velocity distribution v/4/G M /r normalised by the value for a circular orbit at the measured separation
r; (ii) the astrometric acceleration distributions a/(GM / r2) again normalised to the circular orbit value. Our formulation yields
analytic predictions for the full statistical distribution for some commonly used eccentricity laws, if the timescale of data-
sampling is comparable to or exceeds the binary period. In particular, the velocity distribution for the linear eccentricity law is
surprisingly simple. With Bayesian analysis, we suggest a method to infer the eccentricity distribution based on the measured

velocity distribution.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Eccentricity is affected by a very wide range of physical processes.
For example, tidal circularization and synchronization, mass loss
through winds or mass gain through accretion, interactions with dis-
tant companions driving the Kozai effect, flybys or encounters with
unbound objects in the local Galactic environment are all drivers of
eccentricity changes. If the binaries have exchanged energy many
times and reached statistical equilibrium, then their eccentricity dis-
tribution is thermalised like f(e) = 2e (Jeans 1919; Ambartsumian
1937). On the other hand, an excess of circular orbits is expected if
the dominant effect is tidal circularization on the main sequence or
pre-main sequence (Zahn 1977). Given this variety, resolved binaries
are not a homogeneous population and eccentricity laws need to be
extracted at sub-population level (e.g., Moe & Di Stefano 2017).

For short period visual binaries, well-sampled orbital fits can pro-
vide all the elements. For longer period or wide binaries, this is not
the case. Nonetheless, if low-cadence photometric and spectroscopic
data are available for samples of wide binaries (e.g. from space mis-
sions like Gaia or ground-based telescopes like the Legacy Survey of
Space and Time), then eccentricity laws can still be inferred.

This idea goes back to Tokovinin (1998), who proposed to extract
eccentricity laws using the distribution of the angle y between the
radius vector that connects the two components and the vector of
their relative motion. This was elaborated in Tokovinin & Kiyaeva
(2016), who used both y and relative speed v to infer eccentricity
from the short observed arcs of orbits. Tokovinin (2020) applied this
method to the catalogue of El-Badry & Rix (2018) to extract the
eccentricity law, otherwise inaccessible owing to very long orbital
periods. It was found that the eccentricity distribution is close to the
thermal one, namely f(e) = 2e. Recently, Hwang et al. (2021) used
simply the angle y, applying a Bayesian approach to the sample of
wide binaries in Gaia Early Data Release 3. They showed that the
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eccentricity distribution of wide binaries at separations of ~ 100 AU
is close to uniform, but the distribution becomes super-thermal at
separations greater than 1000 AU.

There has also been much attention on using wide binaries to
search for deviations from Newtonian gravity. This is because the
two-body problem has a simple solution both in Newtonian gravity
and in many modified gravity theories (e.g., Zhao et al. 2010; Julié &
Deruelle 2017; Brax & Davis 2018; Benisty 2022). Here, the focus is
on the properties of the distribution of instantaneous velocities nor-
malised to the circular velocity v/v,. The study of these distributions
was initiated by Pittordis & Sutherland (2018), who pointed out that
observationally there is a long tail that starts at v/v; > 1 which may
be possible evidence for the existence of modified gravity (see e.g.,
Hernandez et al. 2012; Pittordis & Sutherland 2019; Hernandez et al.
2019; Banik 2019). However, Clarke (2020) argued that this tail is
instead explicable in terms of a population of hidden triples, where
one of the components of the wide binary is itself a close binary
unresolved in the data.

The plan of the work is as follows. Section 2 sets out the back-
ground. Section 3 studies the statistical properties of the distributions
of velocity and acceleration, and suggests new methods to infer the
eccentricity distribution, while Section 4 sums up.

2 THE TWO BODY PROBLEM

We begin by summarizing some facts about the two body problem.
The ratio of 3-D relative velocity to the Newtonian circular velocity
or v/v¢ is
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Figure 1. The normalised velocity v /v, and accelerations a/a. for different
eccentricities values versus time in units of the period, ¢#/T . The normalised
velocity oscillates between V1 + e with the frequency n. The normalised
acceleration oscillates between V1 — e and 1, with the frequency 2n. (We
have assumed that the masses of the two components satisfy M, < M) so
M|/M ~1).

which runs between V1 + e with frequency (or mean motion) n. Here,
e is the eccentricity, G is the Newtonian constant and M = M| + M,
is the total mass of the two bodies and r is the separation of the two
components. Two running angles are used to describe the instanta-
neous position on the ellipse, namely f or the true anomaly and E
or the eccentric anomaly, which we represent as n = cos E (see e.g.,
Murray & Dermott 1999). A change in radial velocity of a star over
years can be measured by multi-epoch spectroscopy. However, here
we assume the acceleration is only measured astrometrically through
a change in the proper motion over time, so only the acceleration
component normal to the trajectory — which produces the curvature
— is extractable. The ratio of this astrometric acceleration a to the
Newtonian circular acceleration a. for the star of mass M is

_2
L
c /r M \1-e’n
which runs between V1 — ¢2 and 1 with frequency 2n.

We study the case of a binary for which both masses and all six rel-
ative separation and velocity components are available. The masses
of main sequence stars can be inferred using mass—luminosity rela-
tions (for example, equation 3 of Pittordis & Sutherland (2019) or
Figure 1 of Evans & Oh (2022)). The parallaxes and proper motions
of resolved binaries are available from Gaia’s astrometry, whilst the
line of sight velocity from cross-matches with spectroscopic surveys
or from follow-up (see El-Badry 2019, for a discussion of the diffi-
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Figure 2. The distribution of v /v, via simulations using direct orbital inte-
grations. The simulations have a uniform prior of mean motion n € [0, nmax |
and eccentricity e € [0, 1] with 10% systems and 10° samplings. The theo-
retical expectation as npax? — oo is shown as a red curve (eq. 9).

culties). The three-dimensional separation r between the two com-
ponents is hardest to measure. However, even if this is unavailable,
we can still compute the circular velocity at the projected separation
R. The ratio of v to the circular velocity at the projected separation
ve(R) is a good proxy for v/vc(r) (Pittordis & Sutherland 2018).
The two are related by Vsin 6, where 6 is the unknown angle be-
tween the current binary separation vector and the line-of-sight. This
can be computed for random alignments and its mean value is close
to unity. So, though the three-dimensional separation of any binary
is almost impossible to measure even with Gaia, the sky-projected
separation is readily measurable and can be combined with statistics
on the three-dimensional to two-dimensional projection factors.

Though more difficult, the distribution of a/a. may also become
accessible. If the binary period is larger than Gaia’s baseline, the
orbital motion of a binary appears approximately linear. However,
by comparing the measured proper motion of a source over a suffi-
ciently long time period, a change in proper motion over time can
be detected (Kervella et al. 2019). Brandt (2018) compared proper
motions measured by HIPPARCOS and Gaia, producing a catalog of
astrometrically accelerating stars.

Fig. 1 shows the dependence of v/v¢ and a/ac vs. 2xt/T. It is easy
to show that v /v oscillates between V1 + e with the frequency n. For
v/ve = alac = 1, the curve describes a circular motion, otherwise
the motion is elliptical (for bound orbits). The acceleration ratio
a/ac equals to the ratio (r/ p)2. For a circular motion, the radius of
curvature p is identical to the separation r. For any eccentricity e > 0
the radius of curvature p is larger then the separations r. Therefore,
for e > 0 the ratio is smaller then one a/a; < 1, as the lower panel
of Fig 1 shows.

3 A STATISTICAL THEOREM

The probability distributions are analytic when the sampling time #

exceeds the typical periodic time of the systems T = 4/ aga/ GM <
ts. Let us suppose the eccentricity law is f(e), normalised to unity.

Then, by differentiation of the mean anomaly equation, the joint
probability of measuring a binary with eccentricity e and eccentric



anomaly E is

(1 —ecosE) f(e)dedE

ft ndt

Here, we have assumed that the system has performed enough pe-
riods so we can take the maximal mean anomaly to co. This condi-
tion leads to the approximation n dt ~ dE for large sampling time,
since e sin £ < E. It is possible to simplify the integration over the
anomaly via n = cos E. The joint probability becomes:

P(e,E) dedE = (3)

1 1-en
P(e,n)dedn = - ——
1= ,]2
It follows that if A (e,7) is a parameter that depends directly on

the eccentricity and the anomaly, then the mean of the parameter is
given by the integral:

() 1/1//&( ) L f(e)dnd 5)
=— e,n e)dnde.

T J-1Je 111_772

From eq. (4), we can compute the marginalised distribution of

normalized velocities X = v/v. by transforming (17,¢) — (X, e) to
obtain

f(e)dedn. C)

f(e)de
2o (xZ-1)2

Similarly, the marginalised distribution of normalized accelerations
Y =alacis

P(X)dX = %X(Z - X%)dx (6)

1 vdar ! Y
P(Y)dY = ——/ fle)de | ———==-1]. 7
T1-v2Jo ly2_(1_62)
3.1 Linear distribution
For simplicity, we take the eccentricity prior:
fle)=a+2(1-a)e, ®

where « is a constants. Of course if @ = 1, this is a uniform prior.
If @ = 0, this is the thermal prior. It also includes the eccentricity
distribution of wide binary systems with f(e) = 1.2¢+0.4 suggested
by Tokovinin & Kiyaeva (2016). From Eq (4) with the eccentricity
distribution (8), the distribution of normalised velocities is:

2A2
P(X) = X (2(1—=a)A + aArctanhA) 9)

where A = XV2 — X2. This is an astonishingly simple final result!
Note that as X — 0, P(X) o X2 and so grows quadratically,
whilst as X — V2, then P(X) o« (V2 — X)3/2. Irrespective of a,
the distributions pass through the same two points (which are the
solutions of the transcendental equation tanh 2A = A).
The distribution of normalised accelerations is

!
(a+37-4)Y2V1-Y2
Gr-4)(a-1)Y3+3arV1-v2 - 3aArcsinY] (10)

PY) =

[6aY (K(Yz)—E(YZ)) -

AsY — 0,P(Y) o« ¥, whilstasY — 1, P(Y) « log(1-Y)/(1-Y)1/2.
We check the validity of condition (7' < ts) with simulations of orbit
integrations of 10 binaries. The simulations have a uniform prior of
mean motion n € [0, npax] and uniform eccentricity (¢ = 1) with
103 samplings, which is taken to be one year. The mean anomaly
depends on the time and frequency only through the combination
ni so taking different time samplings yields only a re-scaling of
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Figure 3. Upper: The simulations for the v /v, for the linear eccentricity
law with @ = 0 (thermal, green), 0.4 (Tokovinin & Kiyaeva 2016, blue), 1
(uniform, red) with uniform priors on the semimajor axis and on the masses
(M € [0.,10]Mg). The sampling time is three years. The analytical ex-
pressions (eq. 9) are shown as full curves, and the simulated distribution as
histograms. Lower: The same, but for the power-law eccentricity distribution
with & = 2 (thermal, green), & = 2.5 (red) and & = 3.5 (blue). The full
curves are the analytic expressions in eq. (13).

the parameters. For larger values of npyax, the simulation samples
more periods and the approximation approaches to the red curve of
the integration. A condition for the validity of our theorem is that
nmax! = 5, or that the binary period is comparable to the sampling
time.

The upper panel of Fig 3 shows the simulation results for the
v /v distribution against the theoretical prediction. There is excellent
agreement. The mode is at v/v¢ = 1 for a uniform distribution (@ =
1). Increasing the contribution of eccentric orbits causes the mode to
move to lower values of v/v, but also increases the heaviness of the
tails.

Notice that although the shape of the distribution changes sub-
stantially as « varies, the mean and variance do not. In fact, these
quantities are analytic and have only a weak dependence on @, namely

< v > B 192V2+4(49 ArccothvV2-27V2)
vel 1057 ’
v 3+a v\2
Var(;) = T—<V—C> . (11)

The behaviour of the moments (inferred from numerical integra-
tions) is illustrated in the upper panel of Fig. 4. The distributions
are negatively skewed as the left tail is longer and heavier than the
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Figure 4. Mean, dispersion, skewness and excess kurtosis of the normalised
velocity distribution v /v, for (upper) the linear eccentricity distribution (8)
and (lower) the power-law (12). The fraction of eccentric orbits is increasing
as @ — 1 oras & — 0. Notice the mean and dispersion are rather insensitive
to the eccentricity law, but the skewness and excess kurtosis are not. The
shape of the distribution changes considerably as more eccentric orbits are
included, and this is encoded in the higher moments.

sharply truncated right tail. This is consistent with the mean being
less than the median for a unimodal distribution. As the contribution
of eccentric orbits increases (@ — 0), the distribution becomes less
skewed, as the right and left tails become more equal. The excess
kurtosis is positive (has fatter tails than a Gaussian) for a uniform
eccentricity distribution (@ = 1), but becomes negative as @« — 0
(thinner tails).

Finally, we also show in Figure 5 a comparison between the nor-
malised acceleration distributions Y from the simulations against the
theoretical result in eq (10). The normalised acceleration Y = a/ac
for low eccentricities is around one, since the radius of curvature
is close to the separation. However, thermal distributions give a
stronger preference for large eccentricities, then the radius of cur-
vature is much larger then the separation. This is consistent with
Figure 5 which shows the mode to be unity in all cases, but heavier
tails when more eccentric orbits are present.

3.2 Power-Law Distribution

Another commonly used eccentricity distribution is the power-law
(cf Moe & Di Stefano 2017)

fle.&)=¢e57!, (12)

where 0 < e < 1. The distribution is normalized to one. Note that
the case ¢ = 2 is the thermal distribution, whilst & = 1 is the uniform
prior. As & — 0, eccentric orbits become increasingly disfavoured.
Figure 36 of Moe & Di Stefano (2017) shows the power-law index
of the eccentricity distribution for early-type and late-type binaries
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Figure 5. The simulations of the normalised accelerations a/a. for @ = 0
(thermal, green), 0.4 (Tokovinin & Kiyaeva 2016, red), with uniform priors
on mass and semimajor axis. The sampling time is three years. The analytical
expressions (eq. 10) are shown as full curves, and the simulated distribution
as histograms.

with ¢ typically in the range 0.75 to 2. Solar-type binaries have
& = 1.5, about halfway between uniform (¢ = 1) and thermal (¢ = 2)
distributions.

The corresponding quantities for the power-law distribution are
also analytic, though a little more cumbersome. Here, we quote only
the distribution of normalised velocities:

vz |x2 -1
is

NG (1 li;ﬁ;(xz-l)z)]. 13)

X

PX) = X(Xx? —2)1"(1 ;5)

22 2

The distribution is continuous, but its gradient is discontinuous at
X =1 unless ¢ is an integer. The lower panels of Figure 3 shows
the theoretical distributions for different values of &, together with
data from simulated binary orbits. We note that the mean of the
distribution is again relatively insensitive to the power-law index &,
at least within the physical range (0 < & < 3). The lower panel
of Figure 4 shows the moments. Again, we see that there is more
discrimination between models in the higher moments, particularly
the skew and excess kurtosis, as displayed in the right panel of Fig. 4.
Now, the proportion of eccentric orbits increases as & — 0. So, there
is the same picture of negative skewness and positive excess kurtosis
as the eccentric orbits begin to dominate over the circular ones.
Although we have only looked at two special cases for the eccen-
tricity distribution, we have uncovered some interesting properties.
The insensitivity of the mean of the eccentricities is valuable as it
provides us with a means of measuring contamination from interlop-
ers such as hierarchical triples in our samples. The sensitivity of the
higher moments to eccentric orbits suggests that this is a powerful
discriminant between the eccentricity laws themselves.

3.3 Inference on the eccentricity distribution

Given an eccentricity law, we generate mock data for the X = v/v,
distributions, adding Gaussian noise. Table 2 of Pittordis & Suther-
land (2022) suggests error in X of order ox = 0.1 — 0.2 is appro-
priate for the latest Gaia data releases. We added Gaussian noise
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Figure 6. The posterior of « versus different noise rate o-x for two examples
of the linear eccentricity laws using eq (14). The below table gives the models
and the best fit for ox = 0.05 and 0.10.

prior distribution posterior value

ox =0.05 ox =0.10

a=0

(or f () =2e) (1.11+2.35) - 1072 (2.085 +£4.051) - 102

a=04

(or f(e) =1.2e+0.4) 0.401 £ 0.021 0.385 £ 0.047

N(1,0x/V2) to each of the two velocity components. As we have
the exact distribution F (X) in (9), we compute its convolution with a
Gaussian F (X, ox) and hence obtain op(X) = F(X, 0x) — F(X).

Given the mock data {X 9}, we can construct the likelihood from
the y2, which is difference between the distribution of the mock
data F(X¥) and the exact distribution P(X ¥, @) given in eq (9),
normalised by the uncertainty 0';',

=)

i

. 2
F(x®) ~P(X, a/)) 14

1
9p

Fig 6 shows different posterior values of @ with different noise rates
ox. For op < 5%, the mean with the error encompasses the initial
value of &. However, with a larger noise rate, the posterior does not fit
for the prior value. This suggests that existing and future Gaia datare-
leases may provide strong constraints on the eccentricity law from the
normalised velocities, complementing alternative approaches (e.g.,
Tokovinin 1998; Tokovinin & Kiyaeva 2016; Hwang et al. 2021)

4 CONCLUSIONS

This paper derives formulae for the normalized velocity distribu-
tions v/v. and acceleration distributions a/a. for binary stars, as
a function of the eccentricity law. Here, v and ac are the velocity
and acceleration of a circular orbit at the measured separation r.
This requires knowledge of the masses of the two components of the
binaries, which can be inferred from mass-magnitude relationships.

The study of these distributions was initiated by Pittordis & Suther-
land (2018), who pointed out their importance for tests of alternative
theories of gravity. In the data, there is a long tail that starts at
v/ve > 1 which may be possible evidence for the existence of modi-
fied gravity (see e.g., Hernandez et al. 2012; Pittordis & Sutherland
2019; Hernandez et al. 2019). However, Clarke (2020) argued that
this tail is instead explicable in terms of a population of hidden
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triples, where one of the components of the wide binary is itself a
close binary unresolved in the Gaia data.

The normalized velocity and acceleration distributions also depend
on the underlying eccentricity law. This fundamental property of
binary star populations has only sparse constraints from data (Moe
& Di Stefano 2017; Tokovinin 2020; Hwang et al. 2021). Provided
the binary period is comparable to the sampling time, we derive a
statistical theorem that allows us to calculate the properties of the
distributions analytically.

We study two eccentricity distributions in some detail, namely a
linear law f(e) = a + 2(1 — a)e (c.f., Tokovinin & Kiyaeva 2016),
and a power law f(e) = £e® -1 We derive the exact normalized
velocity and acceleration distributions for these eccentricity laws.
These are the principal results of this Letter. In particular, the velocity
distribution for the linear law given in eq (9) is surprisingly simple.
Simulations allow us to both verify our theorem and estimate the
likely correction in the case of incomplete sampling. The means and
variances of the normalised velocity distributions are insensitive to
the choice of eccentricity distribution, but the skew and kurtosis are
not. The shape of the v/v, distribution changes considerably as the
eccentricity law is varied, but the means and variances are largely
unaffected.

There are a number of applications. First, the means and variances
are robust against changes in the eccentricity laws and can be used to
test against contamination of the sample by unresolved hierarchical
systems. Secondly, the discrimination between different eccentric-
ity laws lies in the higher moments of the v/v distribution. Using
mock data with realistic errors, we demonstrate the viability of our
approach, we show how to extract the parameters (o or &) in our
parametrised eccentricity laws using the shape of the normalised ve-
locity distribution. Thirdly, by convolving our analytic distributions
with Gaussian uncertainties, we can quantify how much of the tail at
v/ve 2 V2 is produced by up-scattering from the errors.
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