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ABSTRACT

Particles of various sizes can exist around Mars. The orbits of large particles are mainly governed
by Martian gravity, while those of small particles could be significantly affected by non-gravitational
forces. Many of the previous studies of particle dynamics around Mars have focused on relatively
small particles (radius of r, < 100um) for < 10* years. In this paper, using direct numerical orbital
integration and analytical approaches, we consider Martian gravity, Martian Js, the solar radiation
pressure (SRP) and the Poynting-Robertson (PR) force to study the giga-year dynamical evolution of
particles orbiting near the Martian equatorial plane with radius ranging from micrometer to meter.
We also newly study the effect of the planetary shadow upon the particle dynamics. Our results show
that small particles (r, < 10pm) initially at < 8 Martian radii (below the orbit of today’s Deimos)
are quickly removed by the SRP due to eccentricity increase, resulting in a collision with Mars at the
pericenter distnace. The orbits of larger particles (r, > 10um) slowly decay due to the PR forces
(timescale of > 10* years). The planetary shadow reduces the sunlit area in the orbit and thus the
efficiency of the PR drag force is reduced. However, we show that, even including the planetary shadow,
particles up to ~ 10 c¢m in radius, initially at < 8 Martian radii, eventually spiral onto the Martian
surface within ~ 10? years. Smaller particles require less time to reach Mars, and vice versa. Our
results would be important to better understand and constrain the nature of the remaining particle
around Mars in a context of giant impact hypothesis for the formation of Phobos and Deimos.

Keywords: planets and satellites: composition planets and satellites: formation planets and satellites:
individual (Phobos, Deimos)

1. INTRODUCTION

Various particles in size can be produced around Mars in different contexts. Micrometeoroidal impacts on Martian
moons, Phobos and Deimos, can continuously create dust particles (Ramsley & Head 2013; Brasser 2020). Impact
ejecta from Mars can hit Phobos and Deimos, producing particulate rings (Ramsley & Head 2017; Hyodo et al. 2019).
Alternatively, Phobos and Deimos may be formed as a byproduct of a giant impact (Craddock 2011; Rosenblatt et al.
2016; Canup & Salmon 2018) and debris particles up to the order of meters in size (Hyodo et al. 2017a,b) could
remain as a leftover of the moon-forming disk. Furthermore, a giant impact may produce an impact vapor around
Mars, followed by condensation, forming small dust particles (Hyodo et al. 2017a,b, 2018). A deeper understanding
of the dynamical fate of such particles is, therefore, important to understand the nature of these physical processes as
well as constrain the dynamical history of Mars-moon system.

The orbits of particles around Mars are governed by different forces, depending on their sizes. Although large
particles are mainly controlled by the Martian gravity, the Martian oblateness and the non-gravitational forces such
as the solar radiation forces — e.g., the solar radiation pressure (SRP) and the Poynting-Robertson (PR) force — can
significantly perturb the orbits of small particles.

The effect of the Martian oblateness moments on the particle dynamics around Mars was discussed in many literatures
(e.g., Krivov et al. 1996; Hamilton & Krivov 1996) using the first zonal gravity coefficient, i.e., Jo (Murray & Dermott
1999). It does not cause a secular evolution of the semi-major axis and eccentricity, and the pericenter distance of
a particle on average remain constant (Krivov et al. 1996). Higher-order zonal coefficients (e.g., Jy and Jg) typically
result in negligible secular change in the pericenter distance (Murray & Dermott 1999) because their values are much
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smaller than Jo; e.g., Jo = 1.96 x 1073 and J; = —1.54 x 107° (Zamaro & Biggs 2015) for Mars. The Js term and
higher-order terms are even smaller.

The SRP is a mechanical pressure exerted upon a particle surface due to the solar radiation. There is no secular
effect of the SRP in the semi-major axis (Krivov et al. 1996). The PR force is caused by the nonuniform reemission of
the sunlight that a particle absorbs (Burns et al. 1979; Murray & Dermott 1999), resulting in a decay in the particle
orbit (i.e., semi-major axis) at a rate dependent on the particle size. The orbital decay becomes most significant
when the particle size is comparable to the wavelength of the incident radiation (i.e., ~ lum) (Burns et al. 1979;
Murray & Dermott 1999).

Considering the above non-gravitational perturbation forces, depending on literature, many of the previous studies
focused on the dynamical evolution of small dust particles (typically r, < 100um) that are hypothetically released
from Phobos and Deimos (Krivov et al. 1996; Krivov 1994; Ishimoto 1996; Krivov & Hamilton 1997; Sasaki 1999;
Makuch et al. 2005; Liu & Schmidt 2021). These studies reported that small particles of r, < 1pum are expected to
collide onto Mars within a timescale of a few years or less, while larger particles (rp, > 10um) remain in orbit for 10
years (and tens of years) at Deimos orbit (and Phobos orbit) (Liu & Schmidt 2021).

However, a longer-term (3> 10* years) dynamical evolution of larger particles (r, > 100um) is not yet well studied.
The magnitude of e.g., the PR force — an important non-gravitational perturbation force for a long-term evolution —
depends on the strength of the solar radiation, which varies around a planet as a particle enters a shadowing area of
a central planet. Such a planetary shadow effect may change a dynamical lifetime of particles around Mars as the
planetary shadow effect was demonstrated at space debris around the Earth (Hubaux et al. 2012; Hubaux & Lemaitre
2013). Liu & Schmidt (2021) included the planetary shadow in their numerical model (see also Liu et al. (2016)) for
a dynamical timescale of ~ 10* years, although they did not study its effect.

In this paper, we focus on a giga-year dynamical evolution of particles around Mars (~ 10° years) and establish
the dynamical model by adding the PR force in addition to Martian Jo and the SRP. We explicitly discuss the effect
of the planetary shadow on particle dynamics. This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, the dynamical models
concerning Martian .Jy, the SRP, and the PR force are given and the mathematical criterion of the planetary shadow
is shown. In Sec. 3, we study the case without the planetary shadow, and analytically discuss the long-term effect of
each perturbation on the orbital elements using an averaging method and using numerical simulations. In Sec. 4, we
include the planetary shadow effect. In Sec. 5, we present a discussion. Finally, Section 6 provides our conclusion.

2. DYNAMICAL MODEL FOR PARTICLE EVOLUTION

In this study, we assumed the situation where an impact on Mars occurred and debris particles were produced
near the Martian equatorial plane (e.g., Craddock 2011, see also Sec. 5.2). Phobos and Deimos may be formed from
impact debris (i.e., giant impact hypothesis), although the post-impact evolution and its likelihood are debated. Such
a potential moon-forming impact on Mars is reported to distribute particles beyond the Martian synchronous orbit
(~ 6 Martian radii) with size ranging from micrometer to several meter (Canup & Salmon 2018; Hyodo et al. 2017a,
2018). In this study, we aim to understand the long-term dynamical fate of such debris particles, regardless of whether
Phobos and Deimos are successfully formed or not; we do not include Phobos and Deimos.

We study dynamical evolution of a spherical particle (mass mp, and radius r,) released at an orbit around Mars. We
consider that the particle’s motion is governed by Martian gravity and non-gravitational perturbations related to the
Sun, i.e., the solar radiation pressure (SRP) and the Poynting-Robertson (PR) force. We also consider the J; term of
Mars. Mars is assumed to orbit around the Sun in a circular motion of period Ty;. We note that, for a particle around
Mars (which is our target), the gravity of the Sun is not essential compared to other perturbation forces. In particular,
up to 10um size, it is negligible to the SRP, e.g., its ratio to the SRP is ~ 0.04 (~ 0.6) and is ~ 0.08 (~ 0.8) to the
gravity of Mars for a particle of ~ um (~ 10um) at lag and 3ar, where ar is the Roche limit of Mars. Regardless
of planetary shadow, according to Lorell (1965), the third-body gravity perturbations (e.g., the Sun’s gravity in this
paper) have zero secular effects in the semi-major axis of particles around the central body (e.g., Mars in this paper).
In both cases with and without planetary shadow, the Sun’s gravity perturbation would not influence the long-term
evolution of the semi-major axis and would have little effect in the lifetime of particles (see Sec. 3 and Sec. 4). Thus,
the solar gravity is ignored in this study, although a more detailed study may be required.

2.1. Basic Governing Equations

Here, to mathematically describe the motion of a particle, the Sun-centered inertial frame (Og — xs — ys — 2zs) and
Mars-centered (O-z-y-z) inertial frame are established. The Sun is located at the origin and the zg-axis points to
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Figure 1. The schematic configuration of the Sun-Mars-particle system (panel (a)) and the obliquity of Mars (panel (b)). In
panel (a), the zg-axis perpendicularly points outwards from the paper. Panel (b) presents the 3D configuration.
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Figure 2. The schematic geometry of the planetary shadow (panel (a)) and its orientation (panel (b)). P and Q indicate the
moment that a particle enters and exits the shadow area, respectively. S indicates the midpoint of arc PQ of the particle’s
orbit inside the planetary shadow cylinder, i.e., ZPOS = Z50Q = ¢ , where 2¢ indicates the shadow length. The OS direction
is referred to as the orientation of the planetary shadow. The nodal line connects the ascending node and the origin of the
Mars-centered inertial frame. w + 1 indicates the angle between the orientation of the planetary shadow and the nodal line.

the Martian vernal equinox. The zg-axis is perpendicular to the Martian orbital plane outwards and the ys-axis
follows the right-hand law. A Mars-centered inertial frame is defined in a similar manner but the origin is set as Mars
and the z-axis is perpendicular to the Martian equatorial plane. Figure 1 presents a schematic configuration of the
Sun-Mars-particle system in the Sun-centered ineritial frame.

To describe the initial phase angle of Mars with respect to the Sun, a parameter 6y is introduced, defined as the
angle measured from the zg-axis to the Sun-Mars line, as shown in Fig. 1. The equations of motion for a particle



Table 1. Parameters for the Sun-Mars system used in this paper

G Tm ms Fuv
6.67 x 107N - m?/kg® 686.98 days 6.42 x 10%kg  5.86 x 10°W /m>
am Rm c J2
2.28 x 10"m 3.39 x 10°m  3.00 x 10%m/s 1.96 x 1073

around Mars are expressed in the Mars-centered inertial frame as (Burns et al. 1979; Krivov et al. 1996)
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where the first term on the right hand side is Martian gravity including the Jo term. The second term on the right
hand side indicates the SRP acceleration. The third term on the right hand side indicates the acceleration due to
the PR force. R and V are the position and velocity vectors of a particle with respect to Mars. Their coordinates
in the Mars-centered inertial frame are R = (z,y,2) and V = (4,9, 2). Rs and Vg are the position and velocity
vectors of Mars with respect to the Sun. Their coordinates in the Sun-centered inertial frame are Rg = (zg,ys,0) and
Vs = (&s,9s,0). Ms is the mass of Mars, G is the gravitational constant, ¢ is the light speed, and € is the obliquity
(a tilt of the Martian spin axis to its orbital plane). The non-spherical gravity of Mars is truncated up to the J; term
with 19 and @4 expressed as (Hadjifotinou 2000)
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where Ry; denotes the average radius of Mars. The second and third terms on the right hand side are characterized
by a coefficient B as (Rubincam 2013; Burns et al. 1979)
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where F); is the insolation at Mars distance from the Sun and ay; is the average Sun-Mars distance. @ is the radiation
pressure efficiency for the particle and is assumed to be 1 for simplicity. M, is the particle’s mass.

The orbit of a particle with respect to Mars can be characterized by Kepler elements (a, e,i,w, ), f), where a is the
semi-major axis and ¢ is the inclination from the Martian equatorial plane. The current value of the Martian obliquity
is € ~ 25°. Table 1 lists the values of the parameters used in this study (referring to NASA’s Mars Fact Sheet)

2.2. planetary shadow

In this study, Mars orbits around the Sun, while particles orbit around Mars. Thus, a particle around Mars may
enter the planetary shadow area during the orbit, depending on the obliquity €. The planetary shadow may play a
non-negligible effect in the dynamics of a particle around a planet (Rubincam 2013). Here, to analytically demonstrate
the effects of the planetary shadow, we employ the basic umbra assumption that the Sun is assumed to be far enough
from Mars and the solar rays are considered to be parallel. Figure 2(a) presents the geometric configuration of such
cylindrical shadow and its orientation is illustrated in Fig. 2(b). As presented in Fig. 2(b), ¢ denotes the orientation
of the midpoint of the passage arc of particle’s orbit inside the planetary shadow and 2¢ denotes the length of the
planetary shadow. ) — ¢ and ¢ + ¢ correspond to the shadow entrance and exit (i.e., P and Q moment in Fig. 2(b)).

Due to the aberration of starlight, the orientation of the shadow rotates about the Sun-Mars lie by an angle «
(Rubincam 2013) and o =~ tana = ‘V—CS‘ « is small, e.g., ~ 107® for Mars. Thus, we ignore this angle in this
study. Rubincam (2013) discussed the effect of this angle for particles on a planar and an inclined circular orbit.
They qualitatively demonstrated that there are no significant terms of the order of @ for a planar circular orbit of

a particle. Considering this angle, Rubincam (2013) quantitatively showed a null result to the order of @ for an
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inclined circular particle orbit. However, there is an error in the mathematical derivation at Eq. (20) of Rubincam
(2013) and we present it in Sec. 4.5.

To examine whether a particle is inside the planetary shadow of Mars, we introduce an auxiliary frame as (O —
' —y' — 2'). The z'-axis is perpendicular to the Martian orbital plane (2’ — y’), while the z-axis is perpendicular to
the Martian equatorial plane (z — y). This frame is only employed for the planetary shadow examination. Based on
the assumption of cylindrical shadow, if a particle around Mars is inside the planetary shadow of Mars, its position
coordinates in the (O — 2’ — ¢y’ — 2’) frame must obey the following constraint:

b s () = e st (1)) ’

where dg denotes the normal distance from the position of the particle to the Sun-Mars line and dg - cos (sin_l (%))

denotes the length of its projection onto the Martian orbital plane. Ry - cos (sin_l (RZ_I:/I)) denotes the radius of the

spherical small circle intersected by the horizontal plane parallel to the Martian orbital plane at particle’s height 2’
and it determines the boundary of the planetary shadow at this horizontal plane. Based on the exact coordinate of the
particle, Eq. (4) is used to determine whether a particle is inside the shadow cylinder (and the length of the planetary
shadow) regardless of particle’s orbital distance and obliquity. We note that Eq. (4) is mathematically the same as
those used in Liu et al. (2016), although their expressions look different.

Furthermore, based on the semi-major axis alone, we propose a quick evaluation on the length of the planetary
shadow for particles moving in a planar orbit (¢ = 0) around Mars as follows. For an arbitrary value of €, the particle’s
orbit is partially inside the shadow cylinder, depending on its orbital distance (i.e., semi-major axis a); if the semi-major
axis is large enough, the particle’s orbit is entirely out of the shadow cylinder, while if the semi-major axis is small
enough, it is partially inside the shadow cylinder. For a given ¢, there is a critical orbital distance at which a particle’s
orbit barely intersects the shadow cylinder and below which the particle passes through the shadow cylinder in one
orbit. This critical orbital distance a@intersect 18 Ry/sine. A similar critical distance is also obtained by Rubincam
(2013).

When ¢ = 0, a particle passes through the cylinder shadow in one orbit regardless of the particle’s distance. In
particular, if a < aintersect; the portion of the whole orbit under the planetary shadow has a length of an arc of
2sin~! (Ry/a) in radian (i.e., ¢ = sin~! (Ry/a)). For Phobos orbit (~ 3 Martian radius) and Deimos orbit (~ 7
Martian radius), about 12% and about 5% of the whole orbit are under the planetary shadow, respectively. As the
orbital radius of a particle becomes smaller, the portion of the planetary shadow becomes larger and correspondingly
the effect of the planetary shadow would become stronger. Thus, the planetary shadow would exert an important
effect on the particle dynamics when the non-gravitational effects are included (see Sec. 4.3 and Sec. 4.4).

2.3. Numerical Settings

We numerically solved the three-dimensional motion of a particle around Mars under Martian Jo, the SRP, and
the PR force. The J3 term was neglected in this study because it would have a negligible influence on the secular
evolution of particle dynamics (Liu & Schmidt 2021). We used a fourth-order Hermite scheme with variable step size
(Kokubo & Makino 2004). The initial position of Mars was set at (—an, 0,0) in the Sun-centered inertial frame. The
initial conditions of particles around Mars were described by Kepler orbital elements (i.e., ag, €9, 40, wo, Qo, fo). As a
reasonable simplification, the angular variables at t = 0, i.e., wg and €y, were set to zero. These angular variables are
quickly randomized compared to the dynamical timescale interested here (e.g., giga-year) and thus an arbitrary initial
choice does not affect our results.

The initial semi-major axis of a particle ay was set as follows: we set ag = ar for particles that were assumed to be
at Phobos orbit, where ag is the Roche limit of Mars (about ar ~ 9116 km); we set ag = 3ag for particles at Deimos
orbit. Dependence on the eccentricity was studied with eg = 0 — 0.7. We set 7o = 0 because we were interested in
particles produced by an impact near the equatorial plane. We leave the initial inclination dependence for future study.
We study dependence on particle size (rp, ~ 0.1pm —10m; Hyodo et al. (2017a)). We set a particle’s bulk density as
3 g'em ™3 for simplicity (Hyodo et al. 2018; Pignatale et al. 2018).

To include the effects of the planetary shadow, both the SRP and PR terms in Eq. (1) were switched to zero when
the particle enters the planetary shadow area and recovered when the particle exits the shadow area. The ‘light-off’
and ‘light-on’ judgement was mathematically determined by the planetary shadow criterion (i.e., Eq. (4)).



The numerical simulations were obtained by discretely integrating the continuous dynamical flow with an acceptably
small step size. However, such implementation unavoidably results in some error in the determination of entrance and
exit moments for planetary shadow. To judge the planetary shadow as accurately as possible, a forward and backward
integration method based on dichotomy was adopted until the smallest step size was achieved. The smallest step size
used in the integration was 1 m (~ 10~7aR); we confirmed the convergence of our numerical results.

The numerical simulation was terminated when either of the following conditions were met: 1) the particle collides
with the Martian surface; 2) the particle travels beyond the Hill radius of Mars, which would indicate a gravitational
escape of the particle.

3. RESULTS WITHOUT PLANETARY SHADOW

In this section, we show the results of numerical simulations that include Martian .J5, the SRP, the PR. Here,
the planetary shadow is not included. We step-by-step demonstrate their effects on the particle dynamical evolution
around Mars. Section 3.1 shows the averaging effect of Martian Jo and the SRP. Section 3.2 presents the numerical
results that include Martian J,, the SRP, and the PR.

3.1. Martian Jo and SRP

Here, we briefly review the dynamical aspects of a particle orbital evolution regarding the Js term and the SRP.
The averaged disturbing potential of Martian J term Ry, is expressed as (Lantukh et al. 2015)

— GmsRl%/[Jg (
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which yields that <%>J2 = <%>J2 = 0 (Substituting Eq. (5) to Egs. (A1) and (A2)), indicating that Martian J; does
not cause a secular change in the semi-major axis and eccentricity. Thus, Martian J» alone does not produce a secular
change in the energy and the shape of the particle’s orbit around Mars, and the particle does not spiral into Mars by
Martian J (Krivov et al. 1996).

The averaged disturbing potential of the SRP can be expressed as (Krivov et al. 1996)

_ 3
Rsrp = 50’712&26 [cosw (cos Q cos Ag + sin Q2 sin Ag cose)

(6)
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where o stands for the ratio of the SRP force to the solar gravity force and Ag stands for the longitude of the Sun
measured in the Martian orbital plane from the z-axis. According to Eq. (6), the following equations can be derived

(Substituting Eq. (6) to Egs. (A1) and (A2)):
da >
R ™
<dt SRP

and (see also Ishimoto 1996; Lantukh et al. 2015)
de 3 . . .
— =—-noy1—e?[—sinw (cos N cos A\g + sin Q2 sin Ag cose)
At [spp 2 (8)

+ cosw (—sin 2 cos i cos Ag + cos {2 cosisin Ag cose)] .

Thus, the SRP perturbation exerts a secular change on the eccentricity but not on the semi-major axis. The maximum
value in one oscillation of eccentricity, denoted by enax, is dominated by the strength of the radiation pressure that is
related to the particle size (Krivov et al. 1996; Sasaki 1999).

In short conclusion, Martian Js alone does not change the energy and the shape of the particle’s orbit around Mars,
and collision with Mars is not driven by Martian J; alone. With the SRP added, the two-body energy of the particle’s
orbit still remains unchanged (Eq. (7)), but the shape of its orbit alters in each period of the particle’s motion (Eq. (8)).
The particle is then forced to deviate from its initial orbit due to the oscillation of eccentricity. As the eccentricity
increases towards enmax, the pericenter distance may become smaller than the Martian radius, potentially resulting in a
collision with Mars. This process can be predicted by the analytical evolution of eccentricity, especially the dependence
of emax on the particle size (Krivov et al. 1996; Sasaki 1999). The increasing eccentricity in one oscillation is the first
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Figure 3. Evolution of a (panel (a)), (da/dt) (panel (b)), and e (panel (c¢)) under Martian J2, the SRP, and the PR force
without the planetary shadow. Here, the particles sized are r, = 200um (blue), 400um (black), and 1000um (green). The red
lines in panel (b) indicate the analytical result at ¢ = 0 for all tested particle sizes. The unit of the vertical axis ((da/dt)) in
panel (b) is the Roche limit per year. Here, ar ~ 9000 km.

factor responsible for the decreasing value of the pericenter distance and thereby for the collision with Mars. For
example, at Phobos orbits, particle sizes smaller than ~ 40um collide with Mars when ep .y is increased to 0.64 or
larger (Krivov et al. 1996), while at Deimos orbit, the critical size of the particles that reaches the Martian surface
at their pericenter is ~ 20um, as demonstrated by Fig. 9 of Krivov et al. (1996) and Fig. 1 of Sasaki (1999). Our
numerical code reproduced their results Liu & Schmidt (2021) also confirmed that, for these small particles at the
orbits around Phobos, the SRP is the most important perturbation force compared to both Martian Js and Js.

3.2. Simulations under Martian Jo, SRP and PR without planetary shadow

Here, using our own numerical simulations, we revisit the long-term evolution of a particle orbiting at Phobos or
Deimos orbit considering Martian J3, the SRP, and the PR (here, without planetary shadow). Section 3.2.1 presents the
general results. Section 3.2.2 and Section 3.2.3 demonstrate the dependence on particles sizes and initial eccentricities,
respectively.

3.2.1. General results

Following Rubincam (2013) and Burns et al. (1979), the PR force is decomposed to 6 terms concerning the relative
particle’s motion with respect to Mars and the motion of Mars around the Sun as follows (see Appendix B),

6
B Vs Vs:-Rg Vs R V. V.Rg V- R
Fpp= B | Vs _ d-— Lo d-— d| =Y Frry, 9
R L e L T RS ®)
where F'pr (i = 1,2,...,6) denotes each term in Fpg from left to right. d is its position vector with respect to the

Sun. Thus, the secular perturbation on a due to each F'pg; is shown as follows (Rubincam 2013, see Appendix B):

For I PR,171 PR,2, and I PR,6
< d >F < d >F < d >Fp (1 )
¢ PR,1 ¢ PR,2 ¢ R,6

The non-zero effect on the semi-major axis due to the PR force is characterized by F'pgr 3, F'pRr.4, and Fpr5. Assuming

a small obliquity (i.e., cos? € ~ 1 and sin? € ~ 0; see Appendix B), these terms in total can be expressed as
da\ “° 1 B|Vg||Rs||R] 2 B|V| 1 )
— N j— — 14+ - (1 i) . 11
<dt>FpR - Zld]t cosi — ~ dP? + 4( + cos® i) (11)

Hence, the cumulative PR force exerts a long-term decay of the semi-major axis on the particles around Mars, which
was also reported in Rubincam (2013).

Figure 3 presents the results of numerical simulations under the PR force for particles with r, = 200um (blue lines),
400um (black lines) and 1000um (green lines) released at ag = lar and eg = 0.1. Figure 3(a) shows the short-term
evolution of the semi-major axis (for ~ 500 years). A decrease in the semi-major axis is observed. A similar decay
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Figure 4. Evolution of pericenter distance under Martian Jo, the SRP, and the PR for the particles at Phobos orbit (panel
(a)) and Deimos orbit (panel (b)). Particles sizes are depicted by different colors and lines as shown in the figure legend. The
grey bar indicates Mars. Here, ar ~ 9000 km.

phenomenon in the semi-major axis was also observed by Makuch et al. (2005) for 15um and 7.5um sized particles at
Deimos orbit where the same dynamical model was used.
Figure 3(b) shows the decay rate of the semi-major axis for particles of r, = 200pm (blue lines), 400um (black lines)
and 1000um (green lines), respectively. The analytical approximations of <%>;~P2 (Eq. (11); red lines in Fig. 3(b))
da

are also shown using the values at ¢t = 0; <dt>;:2 ~ —8.505 x 10~ 7ag per year, —4.252 x 10~ 7ar per year, and

—1.701 x 10~ 7aR per year for r, = 200, 400, 1000um, respectively. Figure 3(b) demonstrates that the numerical results
of the decay rate of the semi-major axis are in agreement with the analytical approximations. This indicates that the
analytical approximation of <%>;:2 (Eq. (11)) can describe the decay rate of the semi-major axis and its long-term
evolution. Figure 3(b) shows that a smaller particle decays more quickly. This is because the magnitude of the PR
force is |F'pgr| % (Eq. (9) and Eq. (11)).

Figure 3(c) presents the evolution of eccentricity for particles of r, = 200um (blue lines), 400um (black lines) and
1000pum (green lines). Under Martian Jo and the SRP, the evolution of eccentricity shows an oscillating pattern that
can be described by its period and amplitude (Krivov et al. 1996; Sasaki 1999). Adding the PR force, Fig. 3(c) shows
that such oscillation still exists and the amplitude and period do not significantly change. Our numerical results of the
full dynamics agree with those obtained from the integration with the averaged eccentricity in Makuch et al. (2005),
where only the variation caused by the decay of the averaged semi-major axis is accounted. Makuch et al. (2005)
reported that the decay of the semi-major axis due to PR does not affect the oscillations of the eccentricity; emax and
period of oscillation are mainly governed by Martian J> and the SRP (Krivov et al. 1996).

In short, adding the PR force cumulatively exerts a decay in the semi-major axis of particles around Mars, which
is the key difference from the effects of only Martian Jo and the SRP. The long-term decrease in the semi-major axis
is the second factor responsible for the decrease in the pericenter distance and can be approximated by the analytical
estimation (Eq. (11)).

3.2.2. Dependence on particle size

Here, we focus on the evolution of the pericenter distance for different particle sizes with the PR force considered.
We set ag = TPhobos OT TDeimos With eg = 0. 7, = 0.1,0.3,10, 30, 100, 300, and 1000zm.

Figure 4 presents the evolution of the pericenter distance of particles starting at Phobos orbit (Fig. 4(a)) and at
Deimos orbit (Fig. 4(b)). Figure 4 shows that particles whose r, is smaller than ~ 10um collide with Mars within ~ 1
year in both cases of Phobos and Deimos orbital distances (see also Krivov et al. 1996; Liu & Schmidt 2021). This can
be explained by the fact that the magnitude of the PR force is much smaller than the SRP force according to their
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Figure 5. Eccentricity evolution of the particles at Deimos orbit (panel (a)) and Phobos orbit (panel (b)) under Martian Ja,
the SRP, and the PR with non-zero eg. The grey lines indicate e = 0.86 (the critical value for particles at Deimos orbit) in
panel (a) and e = 0.64 (the critical value for particles at Phobos orbit) in panel (b).

definitions in Eq. (1). Thus, the evolution of the particle’s motion in a short period (e.g., ~ 1 year) is dominated by
the SRP, and can be estimated by the analytical approximations derived by Krivov et al. (1996) without the PR force.

According to Krivov et al. (1996), the value of epax in the eccentricity evolution under Martian J; and the SRP can
be analytically approximated by emax ~ 14/r}, for particles at Deimos orbit, where r, indicates the particle size in
micrometer. This indicates that the critical size of particles that hits the Martian surface at their pericenter is ~ 20um
for those at Deimos orbit. Later, Sasaki (1999) numerically updated that the critical size of particles at Deimos orbit
is ~ Tum. In Phobos case, emax ~ 54/7, was analytically reported, which is applicable for particles of r, > 100um,
while the numerical simulations indicated particles of r, < 40um collide with Mars. Thus, it can be concluded that,
considering the PR force, the critical size of particles whose ey .x is large enough to cause rapid collision on Mars is
similar to those under Martian Jo and the SRP (without the PR force), i.e., ~ 40um at Phobos orbit and ~ 20um
at Deimos orbit. These critical sizes at Phobos and Deimos orbits are of the same order as our numerical results
(~ 10um).

For larger particles (1, 2 10um), their pericenter distances in both Fig. 4(a) and Fig. 4(b) oscillate above the Martian
radius for ~ 100 years. This reconfirmed Makuch et al. (2005) that particles of 7, 2 10um at Deimos orbit can stay
orbiting around Mars for more than hundreds of years.

3.2.3. Dependence on initial eccentricity

Besides the semi-major axis, the pericenter distance, a(1 — ¢), depends on eccentricity. This part is devoted to the
question whether a larger initial value of eccentricity results in a quicker drop of pericenter distance below the Martian
radius for particles with r, 2 10um. For this purpose, we set i = 0 and r, = 30 and 100um. For particles at Deimos
orbit, we set ag = TDeimos, and eg = 0.1,0.4, and 0.7; for particles at Phobos orbit, we set ag = rphobos, and eg = 0.2,
0.4, and 0.6. According to Fig. 4(b), with ey = 0, these particle sizes do not lead to a rapid collision with Mars. The
total simulation time is 503 years but only the evolution of the first 20 years is presented here (Fig. 5).

Figure 5 presents the evolution of eccentricity of particles starting at Deimos orbit (Fig. 5(a)) and at Phobos orbit
(Fig. 5(b)) under Martian Jo, the SRP, and the PR forces. The critical eccentricity at Phobos orbit that reaches the
Martian surface at the pericenter is e ~ 0.64 (grey line in Fig. 5(b)) and the one at Deimos orbit is e ~ 0.86 (grey line
in Fig. 5(a)). The collision is regarded to happen when the value of the eccentricity reaches the critical eccentricity
(ignoring the variation in the semi-major axis). To plot Fig. 5, the maximum value of initial eccentricity that we take
is 0.7, which directly reduces the initial pericenter distance by about 2/3 of that in the zero-eccentricity case.

For particles at Deimos orbit, all tested sizes with eg = 0.7 (dot-dashed lines) shows that the oscillation of their
eccentricities always stay below their initial values ey, which makes the pericenter distance in an oscillation larger than
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the initial value and thereby the particles do not reach the Martian surface. The outcomes with ey = 0.4 (dashed
lines) and ey = 0.1 (solid lines) are similar for most of the tested particle sizes, except that at eg = 0.1, the oscillating
eccentricity of the particle of 30um (blue solid line) is pumped up above eg, resulting in a drop of pericenter distance,
whereas no collision occurs. According to Krivov et al. (1996), the value of emax is approximated by 54/r, and 14/r,
for particles at Phobos orbit and Deimos orbit, respectively, so the SRP force exerted upon a smaller particle is stronger
(émax ~ 14/30pm ~ 0.47) and the variation of eccentricity oscillation becomes larger. Thus, the simulation results for
particles of 30um (blue lines) shows the largest variation in eccentricity oscillation. As demonstrated by Fig.5(a), the
tested sizes (30 pm, 100 pm, and 1000um) initially released on an elliptic orbit do not hit Mars within the simulation
time (503 years). Together with the results shown in Fig. 4(b), particles with r, 2 10um starting at Deimos orbit do
not collide onto Mars within hundreds of years.

For particles at Phobos orbit, the situation varies greatly. According to Fig. 4(a), the particles at Phobos orbit with
rp 2 10um and ey = 0 do not collide with Mars within hundreds of years. After increasing their initial eccentricity,
according to Fig. 5(b), some of these particles still remain orbiting Mars (without rapid collision) within hundreds
of years. For example, for the particles of 1000um with ey = 0.2 (red solid line), eg = 0.4 (red dashed line), and
eo = 0.6 (red dotdashed line), and those of 100um with eg = 0.2 (black solid line) and eg = 0.4 (black dashed line),
their eccentricity oscillations in a period of 503 years stay below the critical eccentricity at Phobos orbit (e ~ 0.64).

However, the particles of 30um collide with Mars rapidly within few years as their initial eccentricities are increased
from 0 (red solid line in Fig. 4(a)) to 0.4 (blue dashed line in Fig. 5(b)) and 0.6 (blue dot-dashed line in Fig. 5(b)). With
eo = 0,7, = 30um case does not result in a collision with Mars (Fig. 4(a)). For a short timescale of few years, the PR
force, as a cumulative effect, has little effect on the semi-major axis. Here, the SRP is the dominant perturbation that
is responsible for the collision caused by increasing the eccentricity of the particle to the critical eccentricity (e ~ 0.64)
and decreasing its pericenter distance to the Martian radius. According to Fig. 5(b), collision happens (r, = 30um
with eg > 0.4) before half oscillation of eccentricity.

Increasing initial eccentricities (0.4 and 0.6) for particles of 30um can be explained by Hamilton & Krivov (1996),
where they plotted phase portraits to describe the dynamical evolution of particles from Phobos. In the phase portraits,
each trajectory indicates an eccentricity evolution starting from a specific initial eccentricity for a specific particle.
The polar coordinates of each point on each trajectory indicates the value of oscillating eccentricity and the phase
angle of the Sun at a specific epoch. Here, we take particles of 30um as an example. The last phase portrait of
Fig. 7 of Hamilton & Krivov (1996) describes the eccentricity evolution of 30um particles at Phobos orbit and each
trajectory on the plot indicates an eccentricity evolution starting from a specific eg. As we can be observe from their
Fig. 7, the eccentricity increases along the trajectory starting from the origin (i.e., eg = 0) to its maximum value of
about 0.6, corresponding to the minimum pericenter distance of 0.4ag, which is not small enough for a collision. The
maximum eccentricity then increases to 0.65, corresponding to a pericenter distance of 0.35ar as the location of the
eo moves rightwards along the horizontal axis to 0.4. According to Hamilton & Krivov (1996) for small particles (e.g.,
rp = 30um) at Phobos orbit, the critical initial eccentricity that avoids a collision is ey ~ 0.1 — 0.4, which agrees with
our results and is specified to a value between 0.2 and 0.4 by Fig. 5(b).

Therefore, it can be concluded from our results that the increasing initial eccentricity up to eg = 0.7 does not lead
to collisions with Mars at Deimos orbit. In Phobos case, increasing eo from 0 up to 0.6, particles of r, = 103um
still survive without new collisions occurred. These particles would orbit around Mars until their pericenter distances
decreases via the cumulative effect of the PR force to reach the Martian surface. The potential collision time is not
significantly changed compared with the cases of eg = 0 in Section 3.2.2. Particles of r, < 100um at Phobos orbit
with eg 2 0.4 collide with Mars within few years, while these particles with ey = 0.1, during such a short timescale,
orbit around Mars without collision.

4. RESULTS WITH PLANETARY SHADOW

Inclusion of the planetary shadow effect at the non-gravitational forces could influence the motion of the particle
slowly but the accumulating perturbation in a long timescale may not be negligible (Krivov et al. 1996; Allan 1962).
Indeed, for a near-Earth orbit, Allan (1962) showed that the value of aé under SRP is increased by 25% at maximum
(a = 8000 km and e = 0.1) when the Earth’s shadow is considered.

Including the planetary shadow, the relative change in the semi-major axis under SRP is within 2-3% for particles
around Mars (Krivov et al. 1996). However, they did not consider the shadowed PR force and their integration time
was limited to tens of years. The long-term cumulative effect of the shadowed PR force is, therefore, still not well
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understood, which motivated our study. Here, we focus on the particle dynamics around Mars under the effects of the
planetary shadow from the analytical and numerical aspects. In particular, we first provide an analytical upper bound
of the pericenter distance of a particle in Sec. 4.1; then numerical simulations considering the planetary shadow are
presented in Sec. 4.2; a comparison with the case without the planetary shadow is shown in Sec. 4.3; next, we discuss
the dependence on obliquity in Sec. 4.4; a comparison to the analytical arguments of Rubincam (2013) is presented in
Sec. 4.5.

4.1. Upper bound of pericenter distance (Pmax)

The planetary shadow only alters the secular evolution of the semi-major axis due to the solar radiation, i.e., SRP
and PR. The general description of the semi-major axis evolution that include the planetary shadow can be expressed

as
p+o

da 12 2m . .
<a>shadow—%<o Flpy-wr=j F“)'tdf)’ 12

where F = Fggp + Fpr. As presented in Fig. 2(b), ¢ denotes the orientation of the midpoint of the passage arc
of particle’s orbit inside the planetary shadow and 2¢ denotes the length of the planetary shadow (Rubincam 2013).
¥ — ¢ and 1) 4+ ¢ correspond to the shadow entrance and exit (i.e., P and  moment in Fig. 2(b)). Equation (12) can
be rewritten as

da 12 2m P y P+ . . Y—¢ . . ;
_ = —_— . t _ . t . t '
<dt >shadow 2 n ( o pr(f) - tdf o pr(f) - tdf + /erqb srp(f) f) (13)

Here, fozﬂ- FSRP(f) . idf = 0.

The analytical discussion regarding the secular perturbation of the shadowed SRP on the semi-major axis is discussed
in detail in Appendix E. In summary, the shadowed SRP alone triggers a long-term periodic variation in the semi-major
axis, which is first discovered by Hubaux & Lemaitre (2013). Such a variation is flattened when Martian Js is added.
Thus, the overall effects of the shadowed SRP and Martian J; on the semi-major axis are ignored in the analytical
arguments and we only discuss the shadowed PR force as follows.

Equation (13) is simplified as follows,

da> 12 2 . v+o . da da
- ~ == Fpr(f)-tdf — Fer(f)-tdf| =( -\ : (14)
<dt shadow 2rn [ 0 P—¢ dt Fpr dt FPR shadow

The first term in Eq. (14) describes the effect of the PR force without the planetary shadow, which is analytically
discussed in Sec. 3.2.1 and Appendix B. The second term of Eq. (14) indicates the decay rate of the semi-major axis
in the shadow area due to each component F'pgr ;, given as

da 12 [vte .
FpR,i shadow ™ Jy—g¢

where i = 1,2,...,6. Most of the components cause little effect on the integral of Eq. (15) and they can be negligible
(see Egs. (B13)-(B22) in Appendix B). Only the shadowed Fpr 4 and Fpgr 5 are dominant factors. The expressions
of the integrals in Eq. (15) are as follows (see Egs. (B17)-(B20) in Appendix B),

d 1 B 2 [¥*® )
<_a> =S5 Tae s / V-tdf
dt Frmt.chadow 2w cld?n Jy_y

(16)
1 2BV
=5 #(2¢ + 258in 2 cos(2w + 21)) sin 2¢)
and s
d 1 B 2 N
<—a> :———2—/ V. Rs-d-idf
dt FpR,5,shadow 2 Cld' N Jy—g¢ (17)

1 2 B|V|

27 n c|ld|?

(% (1 + cos? e) o+ % (1 — cos? e) sin(292 4 2w + 2¢) sin 2¢)> .
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The parameter 2¢ can be approximated as the one of a planar circular orbit sheltered from Mars and ¢ = arcsin (Ry/a).
To further simplify Eq. (16) and Eq. (17) and to capture essential physical dependence, 1, €, and w are hoped to be
rewritten, although Hubaux & Lemaitre (2013) showed that v cannot be explicitly expressed by Q and w.

The minimum of Eq. (16) and Eq. (17) (i.e., the minimum of (9%) ) can be given analytically as (see

Eq. (C25) and Eq. (C26) in Appendix C)

Nt R )
dt FPR,shadow dt FPR,4,shadow dt FPR,5,shadow

1 2B|V| (% (1+COS2€)¢+2¢+%(5—COS2E) Sin2¢)-

FPR,shadow

(18)

27 n c|d|?

The first and second terms in Eq. (18) are proportional to the shadow length parameter 2¢ and they share the
common term %f"d‘g with Eq. (11) i.e., <%> For Thus, they indicate that the negative cumulative effect of the PR
force is compensated by the positive effect of the planetary shadow. The overall effects of both the PR force and the

planetary shadow are determined by the shadow length. Substituting Eq. (18) to Eq. (14) yields the lowest decay rate,
as
I C M ) M ) N ®
de shadow de Fpr de FpR,shadow de shadow,lowest

da 2 BV 1 Lo 1 (1 , 1 .
<E>Shadow#lowest - dP [1 + 1 (1+ cos®i) — 7= |3 (1+cose) ¢ +2¢ + 3 (5—cos’€)sin2¢ || <0. (20)

< % >shadow,lowcst )

where

Equation (20) is a negative value, indicating a decay of the semi-major axis. The terms on the right hand side of
Eq. (20), i.e., 2 (1 + cos?€) ¢+ 20+ 5 (5 — cos? €) sin 2¢), becomes maximum when cos e = 1, i.e., the value of obliquity
€ is small, (e.g., for current Martian obliquity), indicating the lowest decay rate of the semi-major axis. Given the
small obliquity, we can also assume that the particle passes through the shadow cylinder in one orbit at Phobos or
Deimos distance.

Now, using Eq. (20), we can analytically give the lowest decay rate of the semi-major axis and correspondingly the
upper bound of the semi-major axis amax at any epoch. The upper bound of the pericenter distance pyax can be, then,
constrained by the upper bound of the semi-major axis via pmax = Gmax- Lhis is because the range of the pericenter
distance p is guaranteed by 0 < p < amax, i.€., the semi-major axis must be larger than py.x or they are equal only if
e=0.

In this study, we aim to estimate the upper limit of the dynamical lifetime of particles under the PR drag using
Pmax (this process is detailed in Appendix D). Below, using pmax (that is, with an assumption of e = 0), our main
focus is the long-term dynamical evolution of inwardly drifting particles until a collision with Mars occurs. In reality,
particles would be dragged by the PR force more efficiently than those estimated by the lowest decay rate (i.e., by
Eq. (20)). Furthermore, the real value of eccentricity is e > 0 for particles orbiting around Mars. For a larger value of
eccentricity, the real pericenter distance becomes smaller than py.x where e = 0 is assumed.

4.2. Simulations with planetary shadow

Here, we conduct the following numerical simulations: ap = lar and 3ar,ep = 0, and r, = 1, 10, 102, 103, and
10*um. Figure 6 shows the effects of the planetary shadow on the evolution of the pericenter distance for particles
released from ag = lag and 3ag with r, = 1pm and 10um. As presented in Fig. 6, for small particles (r, < 10pm),
the evolution of the pericenter distance is barely changed when we include the planetary shadow (blue and black lines),
compared with those without the planetary shadow (red and green lines). Small particles fall onto Mars within 1 year
with/without the planetary shadow. Therefore, similar to the PR force, the cumulative effect of the planetary shadow
can be ignored for small particles with r, < 10um.

Figure 7 shows the evolutions of the pericenter distances for large particles (r, = 10%, 103, and 10*um). The dashed
lines indicate pmax derived in Sec. 4.1 (Eq. (20); see also Appendix D) and the solid lines indicate the results of our
numerical simulations. Due to the limited computation capability, the evolution up to ~ 10° years cannot be fully
numerically performed, and the longest simulation time is limited to ~ 106 — 107 years depending on cases.
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Figure 6. Evolution of the pericenter distance under Martian J2, the SRP, the PR. Solid and dashed lines indicate the cases

with and without the planetary shadow, respectively. Here, particles are released from ap = lar and 3ar with r, = 1pum and
10pm. The grey bar indicates Mars. Here, ar ~ 9000 km.
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Figure 7. Comparison between analytical pmax (dashed lines; Eq. (20)) and numerical simulations (solid lines). The particles
are released from ao = lar and 3ar under Martian Jo, the SRP, the PR, and the planetary shadow with r, = 10®um (green),
103 um (black), and 10*um (blue). The grey bar indicates Mars. Here, ag ~ 9000 km.
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Figure 8. Same as Fig. 7 but a zoom-in view. Here, r, = 104um with ao = lar (panel (a)) and rp, = 104um with ag = 3ar
(panel (b)).

According to the numerical results (solid lines), the pericenter distances of all sizes here show a decrease within the
current simulation time. Particles of r, = 10%um released at lar and 3ar (green solid lines) fall onto Mars after
~ 5 x 10° years and ~ 10° years, respectively. The case of r, = 103um released at lag (black solid line) shows a
sudden decrease at ~ 5.2 x 10° years due to an increase in the eccentricity. Makuch et al. (2005) reported the similar
phenomenon when they simulated the eccentricity evolution of particles of 15um, 10um, and 7.5um from Deimos under
Martian Jo, the SRP, and the PR force. Such phenomenon can be explained by the phase portraits of the dynamical
system by Hamilton & Krivov (1996) (cf. Fig. 3 and Fig. 7 of Hamilton & Krivov (1996) for particles from Deimos
and Phobos, respectively). Based on the phase portraits, Makuch et al. (2005) provided the detailed explanations and
related numerical simulations together with a comparison to other particles sizes. In short, there exists bifurcations on
the phase portraits (eccentricity vs solar phase angle) of specific particle sizes, e.g., particles of 1000um from Phobos
in this paper and those of 7.5um from Deimos of Makuch et al. (2005). As the semi-major axis gradually decreases by
the PR force, the new eccentricity trajectory bifurcates from the initial one at a specific energy level and the sudden
increase in the eccentricity occurs.

Pmax(dashed lines; assuming e = 0) always stays larger than the numerical simulations (solid lines; e > 0). To clarify
the details of Fig. 7, Figure 8 presents a zoom-in view of the results of 7, = 10*um with ag = lag (blue solid line
in the left panel) and 3ag (blue solid line in the right panel). Figures 7 and 8 shows that the solid lines stay below
the corresponding dashed lines (Eq. (20)), suggesting that the numerical results of the pericenter distance (e > 0) are
constrained by their pymax (with e = 0). Thus, the upper limit of the dynamical lifetime of the pericenter distance up
to ~ 107 years can be also predicted according to its pmay.

As presented by the dashed lines of Fig. 7, pmax for all tested particles (rp < 10*um and ag < 3ar) drops to the
Martian radius within ~ 10° years, indicating that collisions with Mars happen for all tested particles within ~ 10°
years. It is important to note that the estimations using py,.x assumed e = 0, while in reality e > 0, that is, a collision
with Mars can happen earlier than the predictions by pmax. Therefore, particles of 7, < 10%um are likely to collide
with Mars with less than the age of the solar system.

4.3. Comparison between cases with and without the planetary shadow

Here, using analytical arguments, we discuss the lifetime of particles having r, 2 10pm without the planetary
shadow and compare with those including the planetary shadow. In the case without the planetary shadow, the decay
rate of the semi-major axis (also pmax) by the PR force is approximated by Eq. (11) (see also Appendix B). When we
include the planetary shadow, the decay rate of the pericenter distances is described by Eq. (20).

Figure 9 presents the analytical solutions of the pericenter distance with and without the planetary shadow (solid
and dashed lines, respectively). We study particles of 100um (black), 1 cm (black), and 1 m (red). To be consistent
with Fig. 7, particles are assumed to start from both 3ar (at Deimos orbit) and lar (at Phobos orbit). In all cases
without the planetary shadow (dashed lines), the pericenter distances of the particles decrease to the Martian radius
by the PR force within 101° years. The decay rate including the planetary shadow (solid line) is lower and thus it
takes longer time to reach the Martian radius. Even including the planetary shadow, particles with r, < 10%um (i.e.,
rp < 1 em; black and blue solid lines) reach the Martian radius by the PR force within 109 years.
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Figure 9. Comparison between the pericenter distances with (solid lines; pmax of Eq. (20)) and without (dashed lines; Eq. (11))
the planetary shadow. Black, blue, and red colors indicate 7, = 100 pm, 1 cm, and 1 m, respectively. Here, ar ~ 9000 km.

Now, we define the time to collide (tco1); the time it takes until a collision with Mars occurs. Using Egs. (11) and
(20), Fig. 10 presents o for particles from lag (green) and 3agr (blue) in the case with (circle) and without (square)
the planetary shadow. The black dashed line indicates the age of solar system (4 Gyr). The planetary shadow is
responsible for longer lifetime for particles from 7, = 102um to r, = 10 m. Particles of 7, < 10 cm collide onto Mars
within 4 Gyr in both cases with and without the planetary shadow.

Figure 10 indicates that the lifetime of particles is increased with the planetary shadow. For example, the particles
of 103um with the planetary shadow collide onto Mars in 2.46 x 107 years from 3ag (blue circle) and in 1.21 x 107
years from lagr (green circle); when the planetary shadow is neglected, the collision happens in 1.38 x 107 years from
3ar (blue square) and 5.02 x 10° years from lag (green square). For these particles, the lifetime is increased by 81.97%
starting at 3ag and by 139.88% starting at lag. For other tested sizes, tco1 is increased by 134.42% (10%2um), 69.82%
(10%*um), 67.50% (10°um), 118.78% (1m), and 95.42% (10m) for particles starting at 3agr and by 113.81% (10%um),
94.98% (10*um), 65.97% (10°um), 66.63% (1m), and 129.09% (10m) starting at lag.

Figure 10 (also Fig. 9) is based on analytical approximations. From numerical simulations, for example, Makuch et al.
(2005) showed that 30um particles hit Mars within 4.70 x 10° years after it is released at ~ 3ag. Our evaluated lifetime
for this particle is 10.36% larger than their numerical results. Figure 10 also shows that particles of r, < 100pm from
both at lag and 3agr collide with Mars within a timescale of 10° years, which agrees with the numerical results of
Liu & Schmidt (2021). Thus, our analytical estimations provide an upper limit compared to the numerical simulations
for various particle sizes, and can be used to conservatively estimate the dynamical lifetime of particles.

In short conclusion, under Martian J», the SRP, the PR force and the planetary shadow, particles up to 10°um
(= 10 cm) would eventually fall onto Mars with less than the age of the solar system. The main dynamical mechanism
responsible for the decay in the pericenter distance depends on the particle size: small particles (1um and 10um)



16

12 ey
- ® w. planetary shadow
i1l B w.o. planetary shadow : ]
L [ ]
101 " 4 Gyr
g I H
\§ Starting from 3ag °
5 8l s .
e I
i [ J
7h s ]
i °
6 L B _
5 L | ! ! ! ! !
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
log(ry/ zm)

Figure 10. Time to collide for particles starting from lar (green) and 3ar (blue) with (circles) and without (squares) the
planetary shadow. The black dashed line indicates 4 Gyr. The particles are regarded to collide with Mars when the pericenter
distance equals the Martian radius. Here, ar ~ 9000 km.

are mainly regulated by Martian J; and the SRP, resulting in a rapid drop (within ~ 1 year), while large particles
(rp > 102um) suffer from the cumulative effects of the PR force and the planetary shadow, spiraled onto Mars with a
timescale of ~ 10° years. Although the particles up to 10°um (=10 cm) collide with Mars before 4Gyr in both cases
with and without the planetary shadow, the planetary shadow effect extends t¢.

4.4. Dependence on Martian obliquity
In Sects. 3.2 and 4.2 and Appendix B, we derived an approximation of <%>;:2 (Eq. (B23) and Eq. (11)) with the

assumption of small obliquity (regardless of §2), where we assumed cos® € ~ 1 and sin? € ~ 0. The Martian obliquity
€ is currently ~ 25°, but is believed to be changed dramatically over billions of years (Ward 1973; Touma & Wisdom
1993; Laskar & Robutel 1993; Laskar et al. 2004). Our analytical solutions of the decay rate of the semi-major axis
(also pmax) explicitly contain the Martian obliquity e (Fig. 1). In this subsection, we discuss the dependence on the
Martian obliquity in the cases with and without the planetary shadow.

Without the planetary shadow, the decay of the semi-major axis (also pmax) due to the PR force is mainly determined

by Fpr,4 and Fpr s (see Appendix B). Only the term (3¢ contains e as follows (Eq. (B20)),

dt >FPR,5

d 2B|lV|1
<_a> = —— | 2|—(COS2Q+COSQiSiDQQ+COS26SiHQQ
At / g 5 n c|d|? 4 (21)

+ cos? i cos® Q cos? € + sin? i sin? € + cos € sin € cos 24 cos Q) .

Then, Eq. (21) can be further simplified as

d 2B|V] 1 1
<d_j>FPR 5 = c||d|2| 1 ((1 + cos® Q) sin” i sin” € 4 cos® i + cos” € + 3 sin 2¢ cos? i cos Q) . (22)
In this paper, we set that the initial inclination of the particle is zero and assumed that the value of inclination is

small to approximate the secular perturbations of the PR force and the effect of the planetary shadow. Thus, sin?1

is a small value (much smaller than cos?i). Then, the value of {92) Fors (Bd- (22)) mainly depends on the term
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(cos2 i+ cosZe+ %sin 2€ cos? i cos Q) The minimum of ‘<%> Fon 5‘ is achieved when the nodal line aligns with the
x-axis of Mars-centered inertial frame, i.e., Q = 180° (cosQ = —1).
Thus, for a particle moving around Mars with arbitrary orientation of the nodal line, the value of <%> Fpr.s 18
constrained by the minimum of ‘<%> Fom s with 2 = 180° as follows,
da 2B|V] 1 5. 1. 9
<E>FPR5 < “nddR 1 (cos i|l— §sm(2e) +cos“e] <0 (23)

Summarizing (4¢) Eq. (23)) and (44) (Eq. (B17)) yields the lowest decay rate outside the planetary shadow,

FpRr.5 ( FpRr 4
no—shadow

<%>Fpn,,1owcst ) 88

no—shadow
R M v D ) M @
t Fpr t FpR .4 t FpRr 5 t FPR lowest
where da no—shadow 2B|V| 1 ). 1 ) )
N o - dP 1+ 7 \cos 1- 3 sin(2¢) | + cos“e || < 0. (25)

Here, we approximated the decay rate of the semi-major axis assuming that particle’s nodal line aligns with the —z-axis
of Mars-centered inertial frame (Eq. (25)). We note that particles with arbitrary orientation of the nodal line (or €2)
would have smaller semi-major axis than the one estimated by this treatment.

Below, we consider a particle around Mars with Martian Js, the solar radiation forces, and the planetary shadow.
When the semi-major axis of a particle is initially large enough with a non-zero e, its initial orbit could be entirely
out of the planetary shadow. The semi-major axis, then, may be gradually decreased by the PR force. When the
semi-major axis decreases to the critical orbital distance, i.e., @intersect = R/ Sine€, the particle has an orbit that
geometrically intersects the shadow cylinder (see Fig. 1(a)). The semi-major axis further decreases by the PR force
with the planetary shadow effect.

Thus, for a nonzero €, when a > aintersect (O Pmax > Gintersect), the evolution of pmax is described by Eq. (25) (i.e.,
no planetary shadow), while, for a < @intersect (0T Pmax < Gintersect), the planetary shadow effect is considered based
on Eq. (20). The values of aintersect with € = 25°,45° and 75° are 0.88ag, 0.53agr, and 0.38ag, respectively. A unique
situation occurs when ¢ = 90° because the particle’s entire orbit is outside the shadow cylinder for any given value of
the semi-major axis, meaning that the inclusion of the planetary shadow does not influence its motion.

As explained above, in the case with the planetary shadow, we use Eq. (20). The lowest decay rate from Eq. (20)
is realized when cose = 1 (i.e., the value of € is small). For an arbitrary non-zero value of €, the decay rate of the
semi-major axis is higher than cose = 1 case. Thus, their collision time onto Mars is shorter than cose = 1 case.

Figure 11 shows the analytical estimations of the pericenter distance (i.e., pmax) for a particle of 1 cm as e = 0°
(black), 25° (blue), and 75° (red) starting from lag and 3ag in both cases with (solid) and without (dashed) planetary
shadow. As presented by the zoom-in panels of dashed lines, in the case without the planetary shadow, the dependency
of the obliquity on the pericenter distance evolution is relatively weak.

When we include the planetary shadow, the red and blue solid lines overlap with those dashed lines before a decreases
to the corresponding critical distance, i.e., a = 0.38agr and 0.88ag, respectively. As illustrated by the solid lines, with
the obliquity increasing, the decay of the semi-major axis becomes faster because of a less shadowed portion during
the orbit. However, the lifetime of 1 cm-sized particle is not significantly changed after including a non-zero obliquity
with the planetary shadow and the particle collides onto Mars within 10° years.

Figure 12 illustrates the lifetime of particles of 100um (black), 1 cm (blue), and 1 m (red) starting from 1 ag (a) and
3ar (b) for different values of obliquity e. Both cases with and without the planetary shadow are discussed. Without
the planetary shadow, a non-zero value of € causes little effect in the lifetime. A slight increase in the lifetime is caused
as the value of € increases from 0° to 90°. The time to collide for all non-zero € is within 34% larger than the result
of e = 0°.

When we include the planetary shadow, the lifetime of particles decreases as € increases from 0° to 90° (with 37%
decrement in lifetime at most). The black solid lines never overlap with the black dashed lines for e = 0°. This is
because a larger fraction of particle’s orbit is outside the shadow cylinder as obliquity increases, leading to a faster
decrease in the semi-major axis due to the PR force. We note that the orbits of particles are entirely outside the
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Figure 11. Analytical estimations of the pericenter distance for different values of obliquity €. The solid lines indicate pmax
with the planetary shadow. The dashed lines indicate those without the planetary shadow. The blue solid lines overlap with
the blue dashed lines when pmax is larger than 0.88ar (@intersect 0f € = 25°); The red solid lines overlap with the red dashed
lines when pmax is larger than 0.38ar (Gintersect Of € = 75°); the black solid lines do not overlap with the black dashed lines for
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planetary shadow when their orbital distances are large enough. Including this effect, for all the values of €, particles
of rp, < 10 cm starting at both Phobos and Deimos orbits collide with Mars within ~ 4Gyr.

In short conclusion, without the planetary shadow, the Martian obliquity slightly changes the lifetime of a particle
by about 34% at most. With the planetary shadow, a particle collides onto Mars faster for a non-zero obliquity (with
37% decrement in lifetime at most). However, in both cases with the inclusion of the Martian obliquity (from e = 0°
to 90°), the conclusion we obtained in Sec. 4.3 still holds that particles up to 10%um (=10 cm) eventually fall onto
Mars with less than the age of the solar system.

4.5. Comparison to Rubincam (2013)
Rubincam (2013) assumed zero-obliquity of planet (e = 0). Substituting e = 0 to Eq. (B16) yields

da _ _2B|Vs||Rs||R| (1 .
<dt>FPR3_ - [ 5 Cost |, (26)

which coincides with the Eq. (27) of Rubincam (2013). Equation (B20) can be further simplified as

da _ 2B|V|1+cos?i
At /g . ncld? 4 7

(27)

which agrees with Eq. (32) of Rubincam (2013). Note that F'pr 1, Fpr2 and Fpr ¢ are negligible (Rubincam 2013).
So far, the mathematical deductions on the secular perturbation on a due to the PR effect match those in Rubincam
(2013).

Rubincam (2013) also considered the planetary shadow, suggesting that the shadowed SRP alone exerts a negative
effect on the variation of a, referring to Eq. (21) of Rubincam (2013). However, there is an error in the mathematical
derivation at Eq. (20) of Rubincam (2013). In Eq. (20) of Rubincam (2013), the tangential component of the SRP
force of the term contains an error as explained below.

In Eq. (20) of Rubincam (2013), g indicates the orientation of the y-axis of a Mars-rotational frame, thus it indicates
the direction of the sunlight towards Mars (i.e., from the Sun to Mars). The coordinates of § which Rubincam (2013)
used were expressed in the Mars-rotational frame, while those for ¢ were shown in a Mars-centered inertial frame. Such
inconsistency in the coordinates led to an error. This error is nonnegligible because the basic frame used in the related
mathematical deduction contains an error. For the same reason, the conclusion in Rubincam (2013) — saying that the
net orbital evolution in a due to the sum of F'pg,; and Fgrp with the planetary shadow is zero — is incorrect.

In Appendix E and Hubaux & Lemaitre (2013), the numerical results showed that the shadowed SRP alone exerts a
periodic effect on the variation of a, resulting in a long-term periodic variation, which is different from the conclusion
of Eq. (21) of Rubincam (2013), i.e., the negative effect of the shadowed SRP in the semi-major axis.

5. DISCUSSION
5.1. Collision with Phobos and Deimos

In this study, we did not include Phobos and Deimos in our numerical simulations. After the formation of Phobos and
Deimos, however, continuous meteoroidal impacts occur on these moons and dust would be ejected from the surface of
the moons (e.g., Ramsley & Head 2013; Kurosawa et al. 2019; Hyodo et al. 2019). The produced dust particles around
Mars initially have orbits that cross the moon (because it is the launch point) and some would re-accrete during the
successive orbits.

Liu & Schmidt (2021) indeed performed a direct numerical integration of particles (grain sizes ranging from 0.5
to 100 pum) that are ejected from Phobos and Deimos. They considered the re-accretion onto the Martian moons.
They showed that small particles (< 10 pm) hit Mars just after it is released (lifetime less than a year; see also
Hamilton & Krivov 1996). They also reported that larger particles stay in Phobos orbit for only ~ 10 — 100 years and
Deimos orbit for ~ 10* years or more before they hit the source moon or Mars. Their shorter lifetime of larger particles
(e.g. rp ~ 100 um) compared to ours (e.g. Fig. 10) is still consistent. This is because larger particles take more time
to change their orbits, during which these large particles efficiently accrete onto Phobos or Deimos as observed in
Liu & Schmidt (2021), while our study did not include Phobos and Deimos.

Our study focused on the dynamical evolution of particles by Martian gravity, Martian J5, and non-gravitational
forces. Depending on how dust particles are formed, collisions with Phobos and Deimos could be responsible for
removing particles around Mars. Therefore, the results of our study would be the upper limit of the dynamical lifetime
of particles that ignores such an additional dynamical process.
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5.2. On the origin of Phobos and Deimos in giant impact hypothesis

Various scenarios have been proposed regarding the giant impact origin of Martian moons — i.e., various initial
masses of the debris disk, followed by different disk evolutions — are proposed (e.g., Craddock 2011; Rosenblatt et al.
2016; Canup & Salmon 2018; Hesselbrock & Minton 2017; Bagheri et al. 2021; Hyodo et al. 2017a,b, 2018, 2022). The
debris disk evolves by the self-gravity and collision among constituent particles until the disk becomes thin enough.
As a natural consequence of the giant impact hypothesis, after the formation of Phobos and Deimos, a thin remnant
particulate disk is expected to be left behind.

Today’s observation around Mars, however, did not report an obvious particle disk around Mars with optical depth
7> 3 x 107% (Duxbury & Ocampo 1988). Showalter et al. (2006) did not detect a particle around Mars down to the
detection limit of 75 m. Therefore, if the giant impact hypothesis is correct, some mechanism must be responsible for
removing the remnant disk particles.

Importantly, depending on the giant impact hypothesis, the timing of the formation of Phobos — that is, the timing
of the remnant disk formation — is significantly different. For example, Hesselbrock & Minton (2017) considered an
ancient giant impact (> 4.3 Gyr ago) and proposed successive several of the disk-moon recycling evolution that
continues until Phobos is recently formed (hundreds of millions of years ago, assuming disk particles have r, ~ 10 cm),
indicating that this scenario requires the removal of the remaining disk particles (r, ~ 10 cm) on a timescale of
hundreds of millions of years. On the other hand, Rosenblatt et al. (2016); Hyodo et al. (2017a); Canup & Salmon
(2018) proposed formation of Phobos and Deimos several Gyrs ago.

Our study showed that particles of 7, ~ 10 cm can be removed by the cumulative effects of the PR drag to Mars
over ~ 10 years; smaller particles require less time to be removed, and vice versa. Thus, it seems unlikely that the PR
drag (and J; and the SPR forces) alone can remove the remaining particle disk in the context of Hesselbrock & Minton
(2017) and another process is needed to remove the particles to validate their model. If Phobos formed billions years
ago and a thin particle disk is left behind, the remaining particles smaller than 7, ~ 10 cm could be removed by the
cumulative effect of the PR force over ~ 10° years.

Further observational constrains of today’s putative remaining particles around Mars (or observational more solid
evidence, for example, reporting no particle around Mars) together with our theoretical results may validate and/or
refute some of the giant impact scenarios to better constrain the origin of Phobos and Deimos. Future planetary
mission would also play an important role.

6. SUMMARY

In this paper, using a direct numerical integration and analytical arguments, we studied the giga-year dynamical
evolution of particles around Mars starting at Phobos and Deimos orbits under various perturbations: Martian Js,
the solar radiation pressure (SRP), and the Poynting-Robertson (PR) drag force. We also studied the effects of the
planetary shadow.

The PR force exerts a cumulative effect and the semi-major axis of a particle decays over time. The decay rate
strongly depends on the particle size. Previous studies did not investigate the effect of the planetary shadow for
giga-year timescale. We showed that the planetary shadow changes the lifetime of large particles (r, 2 10pum), in
that, it extends the decay timescale of particle orbits. We derived an analytical upper bound of the pericenter distance
(Pmax ), which agreed with the numerical results and was used to estimate the upper limit of the dynamical lifetime of

inward drifting particles (due to the PR force) until the collision with Mars occurs. Our main findings are as follows:

— Particles smaller than r, ~ 10um starting at Phobos and Deimos orbits are dominated by the SRP and collide
with Mars within ~ 1 year as the eccentricities are pumped up (see also Krivov et al. (1996) and Sasaki (1999)).
Thus, small particles (r, < 10pm) at Phobos and Deimos orbits are expected to be rapidly removed, which was
also reported by Makuch et al. (2005) and Liu & Schmidt (2021).

— Large particles (rp, > 10pm) have longer lifetime: those at Phobos and Deimos orbits can survive more than 10
years until they spiral onto Mars. Here, the cumulative effect of the PR force is responsible for the decay in the
semi-major axis and thereby in the pericenter distance.

— For particles at Deimos orbit with sizes from r, = 30um to r, = 1000pm, changing initial eccentricity between
0.1 and 0.7 does not lead to a rapid collision with Mars (Sec. 3.2.2). The same conclusion was obtained for
particles of r, = 1000pm at Phobos orbit.
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— When the planetary shadow is considered, the lifetime of particles is extended (Fig. 10). For example, the lifetime
of particles of r, = 102um at Phobos and Deimos orbits becomes 113.81% and 134.42% longer than the cases
without the planetary shadow. Even including the planetary shadow, particles up to r, ~ 10 cm at < 8 Martian
radius eventually spiral onto the Martian surface within ~ 109 years.

— In the case with and without the planetary shadow, the Martian obliquity slightly changes the lifetime of particles
(Sec. 4.4). For example, without the planetary shadow, the lifetime of particles increases by about 34% at most as
the Martian obliquity increases from 0 to 90°. Regardless of the value of the obliquity, particles up to r, ~ 10 cm
at < 8 Martian radius eventually fall onto Mars within ~ 10° years.

Although some uncertainties remain, e.g., the radiation pressure efficiency @ (where we assumed @ = 1) and particle
density (where we assumed 3 gcem ™), our study would provide key constrains regarding the origin and evolution of
Martian moons, Phobos and Deimos.

Martian Moons eXploration (MMX) mission, developed by the Japan Aerospace eXploration Agency (JAXA),
is expected to be launched in 2024 with the aims of elucidating the origin of Martian moons (Fujimoto & Tasker
2019), collecting geochemical information about the evolution of Martian surface environment (Hyodo et al. 2019),
and searching for traces of Martian life (Hyodo & Usui 2021). A Circum-Martian Dust Monitor is scheduled to be
onboard MMX (Kobayashi et al. 2018). Together with data collected by the MMX mission, we hope our results will
help shed light on the origin and evolution of Martian moon systems.

APPENDIX

A. ANALYTIC ESTIMATION OF PARTICLE EVOLUTION

To evaluate the perturbation of external forces upon a particle in a Keplerian orbit, we use the Planetary Perturbation
Equation (see e.g., Murray & Dermott (1999)). The Lagrange’s equations with the disturbing potential R on the semi-
major axis a and the eccentricity e are

da 2 OR
()= Ay
and _ _
de 71—628_]{_\/1—628_]{ (A2)
dt /  na2e Of na?e Ow’

where f is the true anomaly, n is the mean angular velocity, and w is the argument of pericenter.

We also use Gauss’s equations for the variation of the orbital elements, which are expressed in terms of the perturbing
acceleration. When Fy, Fy, and Fp denote the tangential (or along-track), the normal, and the binormal components
of an external force F' exerted upon a particle, respectively, the equations for the variation of Kepler orbital elements
(a, e, i, w, Q, f) can be obtained. Taking a and e as an example, their variations are (Blanco & McCuskey 1961)

da 2
— IR A3
5 =~ v (A3)
and 4 ) )
d_(;:E (2(e+cosf)-FU+arsinf~FN>, (A4)
where r is the distance to the center of the planet and v is the velocity. Implementing averaging method to Eq. (A3)
and Eq. (A4), the secular evolution of a and e can be estimated mathematically as

() L2 Y, (45)

and

Ty w

2w
<%> 1/0 1(2(e+coSf)'FU+éTSinf'FN)df' (46)
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In this study, using the averaging method, we explain the resultant contributions arising from Martian Jo, the SRP,
the PR, and the planetary shadow effects, respectively.

B. POYNTING-ROBERTSON FORCE

Following Rubincam (2013) and Burns et al. (1979), the PR force, Fpg, is decomposed to 6 terms concerning relative
motions with respect to Mars and the motion of Mars around the Sun as follows:

6
B Vs Vgs-Rg Vs R V.V .Rg V'R
Fpr=—5 |—— — d— -— - d— d| = Fpr ;, B7
TETAR | e ddP? ddP " e ddP T ddP ] Z o (B7)
where Fpr (i =1,2,...,6) denotes each term in Fpg from left to right. d is the position vector of the particle with

respect to the Sun. R denotes the position vector of the particle with respect to the Mars and Rg is the position
vector of Mars with respect to the Sun. V' denotes the velocity vector of the particle with respect to Mars and Vg
is the velocity vector of Mars with respect to the Sun. Thus, d = R + Rg. In the following texts, the vectors, these
vectors are cast into the Mars-centered inertial (O — z — y — 2z) frame where their coordinates are presented.

To deduce the secular perturbation of PR effect, we set the following assumption: (i,w, () remain constant in one
period and e ~ 0 in one period (for its initial value is 0). Under such assumption, several important vectors in the
(O —  — y — z) frame can be mathematically expressed as follows. The expressions of (Rg, V'g) are

Rs = |Rg| - (cosnmt - 15 + cose - sinnmt - 4,y + sine - sinnyt - 2,) (B8)

and
Vs =1|Vg|: (—sinnmt - i + cose - cosnyt - ¢,y + sine - cosnut - 2,) , (B9)

where ng denotes the mean angular velocity of Mars around the Sun and ny = %—; (%, Ty, ) are the unit vectors

of three axes in the (O—z —y — z) frame. Given that e ~ 0, the tangential unit vector ¢ and the radial unit vector 7
satisfy:
t = (—sinucosQ — cosusinQcosi) - 1, + (—sinusinQ + cosu cosQ cosi) - ¢, + (cosusini) - 4, (B10)

and
7 = (cosucosQ — sinusin 2 cosi) - 4, + (cosusinQ + sinwcosQ cosi) - 4, + (sinusini) - i,, (B11)

where u = w + f. The expressions of (R, V) cast into (O — x —y — z) frame are R = |R| -+ and V = |V| - t. Now,
according to Eq. (A5), the secular perturbation on a is caused by the tangential component of each Fpg ; and can be
calculated as

da 12 [ X
— =—— Fpr,(f)-tdf. B12
(5)  —3a ] Pt (B12)
PR,i
Here, <%>FPR,1 is given as
da B 12 [* .
— =——s— Vg - tdf. B13
<dt>F cld|? 2mn J s -tdf (B13)
P
Each term in the integral of Eq. (B13) contains either sin or cos, so its averaged value is zero. Fpg 2 is given as
da B 12 [* .
— =———— Vs -Rg-d-tdf =0. B14
<dt>F]P cld|* 2 n J, 5 / (B14)

This is because Mars is assumed to orbit the Sun in a circular motion and Vg - Rg = 0. Fpg,3 is given as

da B 12 [ .
— =———— Vs -R-d-tdf. B15
<dt>FP cld|* 2rn J, S ! (B15)

To completely eliminate all periodic terms, double averaging upon the true anomaly and the argument of pericenter
is implemented so that terms of cosnyt and sinnyt are eliminated. Thus,

d 2B|Vs||Rs||R| (1 1
<d—(tL>FPR3 = E% (5 COS % COS € — §sinisinecosQ) . (B16)
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Fpr 4 is given as

2
<da> B 12 2BV (B17)
Fp

ca =———0—=| V.idf=-= :
dt cld? 2 n ! n c|d|?

Equation (B17) contains a drag term because the force (Fpr,4) acts against the velocity vector (V'). Fpg 5 is given as

da B 12 [* R
— = V- -Rs-d-td B18
<dt>F cldl* 2 n J, S / (B18)
P
where
27 . 27 R R
V-R-d-tdf:|V|/ (t-RS)-(d-t)df. (B19)
0 0
Assuming that d ~ Rg,
d 2B 1
<_a> = —— |V2| - (0052 Q + cos?isin? Q + cos? esin? Q + cos? i cos® Q cos® e
At/ g n cld|* 4 (B20)
2

+ sin? i sin® € + cos € sin € cos i cos Q) .

Equation (B20) also contains a drag term because the sign of Eq. (B18) is opposite to the direction of velocity vector.
Fpr ¢ is given as

da B 12 [* .
— =————— V-R-d-tdf. B21
<dt>FP cld|* 2rn J ! (B21)

Considering that the particles are assumed to move in circular orbit around Mars, V - R = 0. Hence, this term is

reduced to
d
<—a> = 0. (B22)
dt Fpr.6

Now, to remove the fast variable 2, we assume that the value of € is small so that terms in Eq. (B16) and Eq. (B20)
containing sin? e or sin e are neglected and cos e is approximated by 1 . In particular, e is 25° for the current Martian
obliquity, then sin? e = 0.18 and cose = 0.91. Hence,

<da>”° L 1B|Vs||Rs||R| . 2BV (

1
- ~ 14+ = (1 29 ). B23
de n cld|* n c|d|? (1 cos Z)) (B23)

4

Fpr

In summary, Fpr,1, Fpr,2, and Fpre have no contribution to the secular evolution of the semi-major axis. The
only positive secular perturbation on the semi-major axis is exerted by F'pr 3. The secular perturbations arising from
Fpr 4 and Fprs on the semi-major axis is negative, leading to a secular decrease in the semi-major axis. F'pr 4
is approximately twice as large as Fprs. The term |Fpr 3|/ |Fpr.4| is of the magnitude of (|Vg||R|)/(|d||V]).
According to Rubincam (2013), its value is of 107° for Mars. Thus, their overall effects result in a decrease of the
semi-major axis of the particle’s motion.

We note that, with the above averaging method, the orbital elements apart from the true anomaly f are assumed to
be constant in one period of the particle’s motion. This is an unavoidable limitation of the averaging method because
the oscillating magnitude of the other four orbital elements is varying in one period of the particle’s motion around
Mars although the change can be small. Thus, this approximation (i.e., the averaging method) would lead to a certain
deviation of the analytical results from the numerical ones. A comparison to numerical results is necessary to estimate
to what degree the analytical decrement of the variation in a by the PR force matches. If the analytic result matches
the numerical simulation well, an accurate prediction on the particle’s semi-major axis can be given. We will further
discuss this point in the next section.

Using Eq. (A4) and Eq. (A6), the analytical description of the eccentricity evolution involves elliptic integral terms.
In Eq. (A4), the second term is given as

1 1/2 (1 _ g2 3/2 . F
—rsinf - Fx = a ( e) sin /- I

av ‘/GmS\/(1+e2+2€COSf)(1+ecosf)3/2' (B24)
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Solving Eq. (B24) is challenging without approximation and specific expressions are not given mathematically.

To cope with the complexity in Eq. (B24), Makuch et al. (2005) introduced an analytical resolution of <%> Fop 10
the orbit-averaged equations of motion that are initially used in Krivov et al. (1996) under Martian J> and the SRP.
Though a qualitative agreement with respect to the numerical results can be achieved for the amplitude and period
of oscillations of eccentricity, only the deviation terms in the averaged eccentricity that are caused by the decay of
averaged semi-major axis are considered in their work. Such treatment may leave some risk in an inaccurate description
on the averaged eccentricity by ignoring those uncoupled terms. The pericenter distance a(l — e) is not thoroughly
expressed with the mentioned unknown variations related to the eccentricity. Thus, different from their treatment,
we integrate the full dynamics of particles around Mars to better understand the long-term evolution of pericenter

distance.

C. EFFECTS OF PLANETARY SHADOW

The second term of Eq. (13) indicates the decay rate of the semi-major axis when a particle is under the shadow
area due to each component Fpr ; (Appendix B), which can be calculated as

P+

<%> _ :%%/ Fpri(f) - tdf, (C25)
Fpr,i,shadow P—¢

where ¢ = 1,2,...,6. This can be deduced from Eq. (B7) that the magnitude of |Fpr. 3|/ |Fpr,4| is of the order of

(IVs|IR|)/ (V| |Rs]|). The one of |Fpre|/|Fpr.s| is of the order of |R|/ |Rs].

For a particle orbiting around Mars, |Vs||R| < |V||Rg| and |R| < |Rg|. So, the effects of the shadowed Fpg 3
and F'pr, are neglected compared with Fpr4 and Fprjs. For Fpr,1, the term Vg in its expression ensures that
its long-term effect can be eliminated by averaging upon cosnyt and sinnyt in Vig. This conclusion holds as the
planetary shadow is considered. Because Mars is assumed to orbit the Sun in a circular motion, i.e., Vg - Rg = 0, the
effect of the shadowed F'pg 2 is eliminated. Thus, only the shadowed F'pgr 4 and Fpgr s need to be considered.

Given specific orientation of the nodal line and the orientation of the planetary shadow w.r.t the x-axis of Mars-
centered inertial frame, the last terms in Fpg 4 and Fpr s (see Eq. (16) and Eq. (17)) can be further simplified. When
the nodal line is 45° from the z-axis of Mars-centered inertial frame, 22 = 90° and sin 22 achieves its maximum
(i.e., 1). The variable w + % indicates the angle between the orientation of planetary shadow (OS line in Fig. 2(b))
and the nodal line. During the Martian orbit around the Sun, the value of w + 1 varies and it is zero when the
Sun-Mars line aligns with the nodal line. Thus, under the aforementioned assumptions, the last term in Eq. (16), i.e.,
28in 2Q2 cos(2w + 21)) sin 2¢ reaches its maximum 2sin 2¢ when 2Q = 90° and w + ¢ = 0 for sin 2Q cos(2w + 2¢) = 1.
The last term in Eq. (17), i.e., % (1 — cos? 6) sin(2Q + 2w + 21) sin 2¢ reaches its maximum % (1 — cos? e) sin 2¢ for
sin(29Q + 2w + 2¢) = 1.

Thus, for a particle moving around Mars with an arbitrary orientation of the planetary shadow and the nodal line,
the minimum of Eq. (16) and Eq. (17) is the results of Eq. (16) and Eq. (17) under the aforementioned assumptions.
Therefore, the minimum of (4%) > 0 is the summary of the minimum of Eq. (16) and Eq. (17) and can be

FPR shadow
given analytically as

da 1 2BV (1 . . N
dat = “rnddP \3 20+ 55— 20 | . 026
() 2 maaar (GUretdor2on 3 (et (c20)

D. UPPER BOUND OF PERICENTER DISTANCE WITH PLANETARY SHADOW

Using Eq. (20), pmax is semi-analytically given as follows. Assuming that a = ag at ¢ = 0, the upper bound of

<%>Shadow at ¢ = 0 in a short period Ay is estimated from Eq. (20). Using <%>Shadow iteratively and starting from

a = ag at t = 0, the upper bound of the semi-major axis ay and thus pmax n after Ny, step (i.e., at t = NynAtp) is
given
da

Pmax,N = N = aN-1 + <d_> Atn_1q, (D27)
t shadow,an —1

where the lowest decay rate of <%>Shadow . (i=1,2,...,N) is estimated by Eq. (20). In each step, a; is calculated it-

eratively by Eq. (D27). ¢ and n in Eq. (20) are related to a;. The values of |d| and |V'| are approximated as the those of
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Figure 13. Evolution of semi-major axis for r, = 30um (panel (a)) and 100um (panel (b)) released from ag = 3ar. Blue lines
indicate the results under shadowed SRP alone. Black lines indicate the results under Martian .J> and shadowed SRP.

a particle moving on a circular orbit around Mars with zero eccentricity guaranteed by the fact that the maximum of p;
is achieved as e = 0. The argument of perigee becomes zero and the ascending node can be regarded as zero under the
assumption of small inclination. To conclude, if pyax ; is smaller than (or very close to) Ry, a particle surely hits Mars.

E. SEMI-MAJOR AXIS EVOLUTION BY SHADOWED SRP AND MARTIAN .J,

The shadowed SRP alone triggers a long-term periodic variation in the semi-major axis, which is first discovered by
Hubaux & Lemaitre (2013). They proved that there does not exist an explicit solution of the secular semi-major axis
that can approximate this phenomenon but their semi-analytical integrations perfectly match this periodic motion.
Still, this long-term periodic variation was not mathematically proved or discussed by Hubaux & Lemaitre (2013).
Here we try to explain why the shadowed SRP alone results in this periodic long-term behavior as follows.

The secular effect of the shadowed SRP alone on the semi-major axis can be described mathematically as

<%> -1z / " Fann(f) - i1, (E28)

SRP,shadow 2mn

Y+
The basic definition of SRP is as follows
B
F = —d. E29
SRP = 198 (E29)
Substituting d = R + Rg and Eq. (E29) to Eq. (E28) yields
d 12 B (v . v=e
<—“> :———3(/ Rs~tdf+/ R-idf). (E30)
At/ srp shadow 27 1A g vt
Hence,
v-6
/ Rgs-tdf = |Rg|-2sin¢ - (cos (Ag — Q) sin(w + 1) — cosisin (As — Q) cos(w + 1)) . (E31)
Y+

If the values of w and ) are regarded as the one at the shadow entrance temporarily for the convenience of concise
expression. Given a small value of inclination ¢, it can be further cast to a simpler form as

-6
/ Rs-idf = |Rs| - 2siné-sin (w+ 0 + 2 — Ag). (E32)
v+
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The final expression of the second integral in Eq. (E30) is obtained as follows

b—¢
/ R -tdf = |R|- (1 — cos? i) (¢ + sin(2w + ¢) - sin ), (E33)
v+
?VhiCh is neglectable compared with the first integral. The value of <%>SRP is mainly determined by the first integral,
ie.,
d 12 B
<_a> o~ 73 [ Rs| - 2siné - sin (w + 19 + Q= Ag), (E34)
dt / ggp n |d|

where sin¢ > 0. It is important to mention that ¢ = (F; — E7) /2 where E; and Es denote the eccentric anomaly
at shadow entrance and exit epoch. Thus, as 5 = F1, a situation without planetary shadow leads to zero sin ¢ and
thereby zero deviation on <it >SRP. Equation (E34) was also derived by Hubaux & Lemaitre (2013) (i.e., their Eq.
(40)). Then, they did not discuss it mathematically, but obtained the evolution of the averaged semi-major axis by
semi-analytical integration based on their Eq. (40). Here, we try to discuss why this long-term periodic motion occurs
when only the shadowed SRP is considered and the dependence on its amplitude and period.

Based on Eq. (E34), the averaging change of semi-major axis in a certain time span 7' can be expressed as

N
2 B .
Aa = TP ;:1 Kisin (w; + i + Qi — As,) AT;, (E35)

where AT; indicates the period of the particle’s motion around the planet, e.g., Mars, with planetary shadow and
N indicates the number of such period. X; denotes the averaging value of parameter X in the iy, period. K; =
|Rs,| - 2sin ¢; can be regarded as a positive coefficient in each period. Thereby, Aa is an accumulating sum of a series
of sin function.

Hence, if (w; +9; +Q; — Ag,) € (0,7),sin (w; + ¢; + Q2 — Ag,) > 0, the sum of these series terms is increased by
adding a positive term. On the contrast, if (w; +¢; +; — As;) € (=7, 0),sin (w; + 9; + £ — As;) < 0, the sum of
these series terms is decreased by adding a negative term. A necessary condition of the decreasing segment in the
long-term vibration is that, during a certain period of time, the accumulating effect of sin (w; +¢; + Q; — Ag,) is
negative. For the increasing segment, the positive sin (w; + 1; + Q; — Ag,) is dominant.

The resultant accumulating effect is a long-term oscillation pattern with a certain period and amplitude, which is
also shown by the semi-analytically integration by Hubaux & Lemaitre (2013). The decreasing and increasing speed
of sin (w; + ¥; + Q; — Ag,), i.e., the period of this oscillation, depend on the variation in both w; and ;. According to
Krivov et al. (1996), <?j—°;>J2 and <%t > do not rely on the particle size while < >SRP o - and < >SRP % Under
shadow condition, such proportional (pos1t1ve and linear) relation turns to a positive (but not linear) correlation because
the <%—°§>SRP and < >SRP themselves are related to the distance to the Sun and the accumulating time. Explicitly
expressed by Eq. (ESo) the decrement and increment in each period depend on the |Rg,| /|d|?, related to the averaged
distance to Sun, the accumulating time AT;, related to the shadow length, and B, which is o« ==. Our discussions on
the dependence on the particle size agrees with the numerical results of Hubaux & Lemaitre (2013) (see their Fig. 3).
Besides the particle size, they also numerically showed the dependence on the initial semi-major axis of particle orbit.

In short, this long-term periodic pattern is caused by an accumulating effect of the shadowed SRP alone. The sum
of continuous positive terms sin (w; + 1; + €; — Ag;) > 0 leads to an increasing segment of oscillation while switching
to continuous negative terms sin (w; + 1/11 +§; — Ag,;) < 0 leads to a decreasing segment of oscillation. The variations
in w; and ; depend on <d >SRP and < >SRP

Now we try to discuss the evolution of semi-major axis when both the shadowed SRP and the J, term are accounted.
The semi-analytical integration of Hubaux & Lemaitre (2013) showed that the averaged semi-major axis becomes
nearly-constant (without the mentioned long-term periodic variation) but they did not give a reasonable explanation
on that change.

With Martian J, added,

= OPRP 4+ @2 (E36)

and
0, = QSR 4 0 (E37)
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According to Krivov et al. (1996), the following equation holds
Q2 +w> =pn (E38)
where § = %Jz (%)2 7. Thus, the variations of Q and w are not only determined by <‘31—°£’>SRP and <%>SRP.
Consequently, they result in a switch of the sign of sin (w; + ¥; + Q; — Ag,) from positive to negative and vise versa.
The previous positive term of sin (w; + ¥; + €; — Ag,) is no longer unchanged after adding Martian J2. Thus, the sign
of sin (w; + ¥; + Q; — Ag,) changes. Thereby, the sum of these continuous positive or negative terms is broken, which
causes that such periodic oscillation is broken and replaced by a flattened pattern.

We set ap = 3ar, eg = 0, and 7, = 30pum and 100um to numerically show the aforementioned mathematical
arguments. Figure 13 illustrates the time history of semi-major axis for particles with 7, = 30um (panel (a)) and
100um (panel (b)), released from ag = 3ar. The blue lines in Fig. 13 (panel (a)) and Fig. 13 (panel (b)) indicates the
results under the shadowed SRP alone. The black lines indicate the results under the shadowed SRP and Martian Js.
Both panels present the long-term vibration of the secular semi-major axis (blue lines) driven by the shadowed SRP
alone. Such periodic pattern is then flattened after Martian J5 is introduced to the simulations (see black lines).

The shadowed SRP alone produces a long-term periodic variation in the semi-major axis. With both the Js term
and the shadowed SRP considered, this periodic variation is flattened. It suggests that the shadowed SRP alone is
not neglectable. However, the shadowed SRP and the J; term together can be ignored, producing an approximation
of the nearly constant long-term evolution in the semi-major axis.
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