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ABSTRACT

We present a versatile transit simulator aimed at generating light curves for arbitrarily shaped objects

transiting stars. Utilizing a Monte Carlo algorithm, it accurately models the stellar flux blocked by

these objects, producing precise light curves. The simulator adeptly handles realistic background stars,

integrating effects such as tidal distortions and limb darkening, alongside the rotational dynamics of

transiting objects of arbitrary geometries. We showcase its wide-ranging utility through successful

simulations of light curves for single and multi-planet systems, tidally distorted planets, eclipsing

binaries and exocomets. Additionally, our simulator can simulate light curves for hypothetical alien

megastructures of any conceivable shape, providing avenues to identify interesting candidates for follow-

up studies. We demonstrate applications of the simulator in modeling a Dyson Swarm in construction,

Dyson rings and Dyson disks, discussing how tidally locked Dyson disks can be distinguished from

planetary light curves.

1. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of the first exoplanet 51 Pegasi-b

(Mayor & Queloz 1995) in year 1995 has led to the emer-

gence of numerous instruments on the ground and in

space to identify and characterize exoplanets. With the

launch of the Kepler Space Telescope (Kepler) in 2009

(Koch et al. 2010; Borucki et al. 2010) followed by Tran-

siting Exoplanet Survey Satellite (TESS) in 2018 (Ricker

et al. 2015), the transit method became the most popu-

lar and efficient means to find exoplanets with more than

4000 exoplanet discoveries (NASA exoplanet science in-

stitute 2010). With the increasing sensitivity and pre-

cision of instruments, research has shifted from merely

identifying exoplanets to studying detailed characteris-

tics of them.

Transit photometry has uncovered signatures of many

interesting phenomena beyond the detection of exoplan-

ets and eclipsing binaries. This technique has been in-

strumental in identifying features such as starspots (e.g.,

Vivekananda Rao et al. 1991; Giles et al. 2017; Tregloan-

Reed et al. 2013), and signatures of tidal interactions

between host stars and exoplanets (e.g., Kramm et al.

2012; Barros et al. 2022; Albrecht et al. 2012) leading to

significant growth in the sub-field of Asteroseismology
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(e.g., Bastien et al. 2013; Yu et al. 2018; Campante et al.

2016). The study of transit timing variations has led

to the discovery of further non-transiting planets (e.g.,

Steffen et al. 2012; Ballard et al. 2011; McKee & Montet

2024), orbital decay (e.g., Maciejewski et al. 2016; Harre

& Smith 2023) and apsidal precession - a gravitational

phenomenon that causes the orbit of a planet to gradu-

ally rotate over time (e.g., Baycroft et al. 2023; Bernabò

et al. 2024).This effect, along with other findings like dis-

integrating planets (Rappaport et al. 2012; Brogi et al.

2012a), exocomets (e.g., Ferlet et al. 1987; Lecavelier

Des Etangs et al. 1996; Kiefer et al. 2023) and exomoon

candidates (e.g., Kipping et al. 2022), has expanded our

understanding of the diversity and complexity of plane-

tary systems. Additionally, transit photometry has de-

tected anomalous transit signals that have sparked in-

terest in the search for technosignatures for the evidence

of advanced civilizations (e.g., Boyajian et al. 2016; Lip-

man et al. 2019; Zuckerman et al. 2024; Chakraborty

et al. 2020).

Technosignatures, which are evidence of technology

that could not arise from natural processes and instead

imply the presence of intelligent life, fall within the scope

of the Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence (SETI;

e.g., Tarter 2001, 2007; Lebofsky et al. 2019).These sig-

natures encompass a wide range of indicators, from as-

troengineering projects and signals of planetary origin

to interstellar space probes, offering concrete evidence of

extraterrestrial civilizations and potentially transform-
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ing our understanding of our place in the universe (e.g.,

Haqq-Misra et al. 2022; Wright et al. 2022).

Astroengineering projects, in particular, involve the

construction of large-scale megastructures, with the

Dyson Sphere (Dyson 1960) being a prime example.

This theoretical construct is envisioned as a massive

shell surrounding a star to capture its energy output.

The feasibility, sustainability, and potential designs of

such megastructures have been explored in various stud-

ies (e.g., Smith 2022; Semiz & Oğur 2015; Wright 2020;

Loeb 2023), alongside concepts like stellar engines (Ca-

plan 2019; Svoronos 2020) designed to propel stars.

The presence of these megastructures could manifest as

anomalies in the observed transit light curves, deviating

from the patterns expected from spherical planets due

to their unique geometries. Detecting such distortions

requires careful analysis to distinguish them from nat-

ural phenomena affecting transit light curves. The role

of transiting megastructures as key technosignatures in

SETI research underscores the need for advanced tech-

niques to identify unmistakable signs of extraterrestrial

engineering (see for e.g., Arnold 2005; Wright et al.

2016).

Considering the wide range of observed transits and

the speculative nature of megastructures, we have devel-

oped a versatile numerical tool designed to simulate the

transit light curves of any objects orbiting stars. Our

approach employs a Monte Carlo simulation to numeri-

cally generate transit light curves for transiting objects

with arbitrary geometry. Previously, with a similar ap-

proach Carado & Knuth (2020), used Monte Carlo sim-

ulation to model transits and reflected light curves of

non-spherical planets. Additionally, other methods are

being used for modeling the transits of non-spherical

structures (e.g., Sandford & Kipping 2019; Zuluaga et al.

2022; Arkhypov et al. 2021; Nachmani et al. 2022). This

paper details our methodology for simulating transits,

demonstrating its application across a variety of natural

transiting phenomena and megastructure concepts.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes

the method used in our simulator and all its consider-

ations. In section 3, we study the performance of the

simulator in modeling natural transits such as those of

single planets, multi-planetary systems, systems experi-

encing tidal distortions, and exocomets. In section 4, we

showcase the ability of our simulator to model a range of

megastructures, including Dyson swarms, Dyson rings,

and Dyson disks, with a particular focus on the de-

tectability of Dyson disks. Finally Section 5 provides

a summary of the paper’s main results.

2. SIMULATING TRANSIT LIGHT CURVE

2.1. Brief Introduction of Transits

A transit occurs when an orbiting object comes in

front of the star, with respect to the line of sight. The

object blocks some light of the star; hence we observe a

dip in the flux. The time taken by the object to com-

plete one orbit around the star is known as the transit

period. The time that the object orbits in front of the

star while blocking the flux is known as the transit du-

ration. The ingress and egress periods denote the time

intervals when the object partially obscures the star as

it enters or exits the transit phase, respectively.

Observed light curves (i.e flux values of the star as

a function of time) are analyzed for the presence of a

transit. If a periodic dip signature is detected then it

is called a transit. Once the periodicity of a transit is

determined, the light curve is often phase-folded over

the transit period to obtain high signal-to-noise data for

the transit. It is often useful to plot a light curve in

terms of its phase where one transit period corresponds

to a variation of phase angle(θ) from −π to π.

These transit light curves can be fitted to study the

characteristics of the planet using analytic models. One

such widely used model is provided in Mandel & Agol

(2002). It models the transit of a planet assuming the

planet as an opaque dark sphere and the star as a spher-

ical body. This model describes the light curve of a

transit using five parameters. These parameters include

the relative size of the planet with respect to the star

Rpl/Rst where Rpl and Rst are the radius of the planet

and the radius of the star respectively, which determines

the depth of the transit; the relative distance of the

planet to the star i.e the semi-major axis of the orbit

Rorb with respect to the stellar radius (Rorb/Rst), which

governs the width of the transit duration with respect to

the transit period; and the impact parameter (b) which
is the center-to-center distance between the planet and

the star projected along the line of sight. The remaining

two parameters u1 and u2 are limb darkening coefficients

(see Eq. 2) that are crucial for modeling the stellar limb

darkening.

The limb darkening is a phenomenon due to which a

star appears brighter at the center and dimmer at the

edges. This is because at the center of the projected

star in the sky, the light seen by us is arriving from all

the layers including the the core of the star which is at

a hotter temperature, and therefore it seems bright. At

the edges of the star, the flux received by us is arising

from the cooler outer levels of the stellar atmosphere,

therefore the star appears dimmer. There are many

functional forms used to model the limb-darkening phe-

nomena. However, in this work, we use the quadratic
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limb darkening law,

I(µ)

I0
= 1 − u1(1 − µ) − u2(1 − µ)2, (1)

and the non-linear limb darkening law (Claret 2000),

I(µ)

I0
= 1−a(1−µ1/2)−b(1−µ)−c(1−µ3/2)−d(1−µ2).

(2)

Here, I(µ) is the intensity of the star at µ = cos ϕ i.e,

the cosine of the angular separation (ϕ) of a point with

respect to the center of the star, I0 is the intensity at

the center of the star, and u1, u2, a, b, c, and d are the

limb darkening coefficients.

2.2. Arbitrary Transit Model

In order to extend the transit model to a generalized

shape of the transit object, we need to invoke the basic

principle of transit. The transit principle states that the

relative change in the observed flux is proportional to the

relative area of the blocking object with respect to the

area of the star projected to the sky plane perpendicular

to the line of sight, as given by

∆F

F
=

Apl

Ast
. (3)

Here Apl refers to the projected area of the blocking

object overlapping with the background object, and Ast

refers to the projected area of the star or background ob-

ject. An object with a bigger area of projection causes

a deeper dip. In order to construct the light curve,

we need to evaluate ∆F/F as a function of time (t)

i.e, Apl(t)/Ast. For example, during ingress and egress,

the transiting object is not fully in front of the star.

Hence the area to be considered corresponds to the part

that overlaps the star when both the object and star

are projected on the sky plane. In the case of planets,

for which spherical geometry is an excellent approxima-

tion, the projected area on the sky plane is always a

circle. Therefore, it is possible to calculate Apl(t)/Ast

analytically for planets (e.g. see Mandel & Agol 2002).

However, for an arbitrary object in transit, we have to

switch to numerical methods to evaluate Apl(t)/Ast. To

do this, we utilize a standard Monte Carlo technique as

described below.

Consider an arbitrary outer shape and an arbitrary

transiting system as shown in Fig. 1 (A). We have a

background stationary shape (a circle), and a moving

foreground shape (a hollow pentagon). If we sample a

random point on the circle, the probability of the point

being placed within the transiting shape is equal to the

ratio of the overlapping area of the shape (Apl) to the

background shape (Ast). This is given as,

(A) (B)

Figure 1. Demonstration of the Monte-Carlo technique for
numerical area calculation. (A) shows an outer circle and
an inner shape, with each point having a certain probability
of lying on the inside shape. A large number of sampled
points is needed for an accurate estimate of the overlapped
area between the background circle and foreground shape.
(B) shows the ray casting technique, which is a method to
evaluate whether a point lies inside or outside a particular
shape by drawing a ray in any direction and calculating its
intersection with the edges of the shape. An even number of
intersections imply that the point is outside the shape, and
an odd number of intersections means that the point is inside
the shape.

P =
Apl

Ast

To evaluate Apl/Ast, we need to evaluate P . To

achieve this, we need to sample a number of random

points inside the background shape. Then we count the

number of points that simultaneously lie inside the in-

ner shape, considering only the overlapping area. The

fraction of such points gives us the value of P . This in

turn gives us Apl/Ast and therefore the normalized light

curve ∆F/F . The following subsections describe the ex-

act algorithm, which is also demonstrated graphically in

Fig. 2.

2.3. Modelling a stellar source with limb darkening

In this work, we assume the shape of the background

star to be a sphere with the flexibility to include a more

general case of a triaxial ellipsoid star. Even though the

analogy of arbitrary shapes of transiting objects can be

extended to arbitrarily shaped luminous objects as well,

for the purpose of this work, only sphere and triaxial

ellipsoids have been considered for modeling the stellar

source.

For a spherical star, we need to sample a large number

of uniform random points within the projected area of

the star on the sky plane i.e a circle. This requires two

sets of random numbers that represent the polar coor-

dinates. One represents radius r, ranging from 0 to Rst

and the other represents the angle (θs), ranging from

0 to 2π. A distribution that is uniform over the area

of the circle is not uniform in r and θs. Since area is
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I) Stellar Source Modelling

Uniform Circular
Limb Darkened 

 Circular
Limb Darkened 

 Ellipse

II) Shape Definition

Cube Ellipsoid Double Pyramid

III) Shape Projection
Axis: [1,1,1]

 Angle: 180
Axis: [0,1,1]
 Angle: 90

Axis: [1,1,0]
 Angle: 60

IV) Overlap Area Calculation

Figure 2. Workflow of the transit simulation. (I) shows the
modeling of the stellar source with a uniform, limb-darkened,
and limb-darkened elliptical distribution. (II) shows the defi-
nition of three arbitrary shapes (cube, ellipsoid, double pyra-
mid) rotated by a random angle around an axis, using corners
and edges. (III) shows the subsequent projected sub-shape.
In (IV), the sub-shape is put in orbit around the star and
the points inside the sub-shape are highlighted. The fraction
of in points to out is used to calculate the area of overlap.

proportional to r2, we need a square root distribution

over r to obtain a uniform distribution over the circular

area. Taking this into account we generate uniformly

distributed points in a circle as shown in the first panel

in Fig. 2 (I).

However, because of the limb darkening, the flux from

the projected star is brighter at the center and dim-

mer at the edges. To include this in our simulation,

we need to modify our assumption that the host star is

represented as uniformly distributed points over a circle.

In turn, our distribution must follow the intensity pat-

tern prescribed by the chosen limb darkening law. Our

model can accept any limb-darkening law when written

in the form of a cumulative distribution function. To

generate the distribution, we use the inversion method

as described below.

For our analysis, we select the quadratic limb darken-

ing law (Eq. 1) and convert the intensity to a cumulative

distribution function (CDF) in terms of the radius r of

the circle,

CDF =
1

k
[(1 − u1 − 2u2)r2 +

1

2
u2r

4 +

2

3
(u1 + 2u2){(1 − r2)3/2 − 1}], (4)

where,

k = 1 − u1

3
− u2

6
. (5)

To obtain the correct distribution for r, we need to invert

the CDF, by generating a uniform distribution and solv-

ing for r. The resulting distribution of random points

obtained using the above prescription is illustrated in

the second panel of Fig. 2(I). The sampling points show

less density at the edges representative of the dimmer

edges of the projected star to mimic the limb darkening.

As an extension of the algorithm, we also describe a

more general stellar shape: a triaxial ellipsoid with three

axes ra, rb, rc. For that instead of a circular projection,

we need an elliptical projection. To apply the limb dark-

ening formula for elliptical shape, we generate a circular

limb darkened distribution with r = 1 and then scale

it according to θs (between r1 and r2, the two axes of

the projection). This gives us an elliptical projection as

demonstrated in the right-hand panel of Fig. 2 (I).

2.4. Modelling the Orbit

To calculate the flux change at any time in the transit

period we need to locate the object in its orbit. For

that, we set the orbital parameters for the transit. For

a single planet or any arbitrary object simulation, we

need to choose an orbital distance and an inclination

towards the observer’s line of sight. For a multi-planet

system, we need the relative orbital velocity and a phase

offset between the planets.

We sample the total phase θ = (0, 2π) with a chosen

resolution i.e. the cadence of the transit. This phase

angle (θ) is a measure of a fraction of the orbital period.

For circular orbits with constant angular velocity, the

phase angle is equal to the orbital phase angle (Θ). The

orbital phase angle is a phase value corresponding to the

location of the planet in its orbit at a certain time.

In order to model an eccentric orbit instead of a cir-

cular one, we use the Kepler equation for the distance
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(r) of the object with respect to the star in the orbit,

which is given by,

r =
a(1 − e2)

1 + e cosΘ
, (6)

where e is the eccentricity of the orbit and a is the semi-

major axis length. For eccentric orbits, the angular ve-

locity of the orbiting body is not constant, therefore the

phase angle θ is not equal to the orbital phase angle

Θ. We account for this by calculating the orbital phase

angle (Θ) for each phase point using equations given

below:

Ω =
2πa2

√
1 − e2

r2
, (7)

Ω =
∆Θ

∆t
,

∆θ

2π
=

∆t

P
.

Here Ω is the orbital velocity and P refers to the orbital

period of the system. Using Ω for each point, we can

use the equations given above and calculate the Θ for

each value of θ from 0 to 2π. Additionally, we also need

the periapsis offset i.e. an angle that determines the ori-

entation of the semi-major axis with respect to the line

of sight.This along with Ω for each point allows us to

determine the position of the object within its orbit, en-

abling us to calculate the decrease in flux at each orbital

point by modeling the object’s shape and following our

Monte-Carlo method as described below.

2.5. Modelling of Transiting Object

We define a shape for the transiting object in terms of

the coordinates of its corners. Arbitrary 3D shapes are

defined by a set of three dimensional coordinates and

their connected edges. We calculate the projection of

the shape to our line of sight. We evaluate the projec-

tion of the object at each point in transit to generate

a set of 2D sub-shapes at each point in the transit. If

our shape also includes rotation, we alter coordinates

accordingly by making use of rotation matrices. This is

shown in Fig. 2 (rows II and III), where we take three

different shapes, rotate them, and calculate their projec-

tions. The projected sub-shape is a list of those corners

which form the outer boundary of the projection. These

sub-shapes are then subjected to a Monte-Carlo sam-

pling as described below.

2.6. Monte-Carlo Simulation

The sub-shape is translated to its position in the or-

bit. Then we calculate the overlapped area using the

Monte-Carlo technique. For each of the randomly sam-

pled points in the star, we evaluate whether it lies in the

interior or the exterior of the shape. If the transiting ob-

ject is a circle as in the case of planets, this amounts to

evaluating the distance d between the point in question

from the center of the transiting circle. If the distance

d of the point is greater than the radius r of the circle

(i.e., d > r) then the point is outside the circle, and if

d < r the point is inside the circle. For other shapes,

however, the algorithm is not that simple, and instead,

we use a technique called ray casting to determine if the

points are inside the shape or not.

Ray casting is a concept that is used to calculate

whether a point lies inside or outside a 2D shape un-

der the assumption that any closed curve can be ap-

proximated as a set of coordinates. Consider a random

point and draw a ray extending from it in any (chosen)

direction. If the point lies inside the shape, then the

ray crosses the boundary of the curve an odd number of

times (see panel B of Fig. 1). If the point lies outside, it

crosses the boundary for an even number of times. For

our algorithm, we draw horizontal, right-seeking rays

from each point and calculate their intersections to the

edges of the shape. This determines whether each point

lies in or out of the shape. The fraction of points lying

inside the shape gives us the value of ∆F/F for that

point in the trajectory, as is depicted in Fig. 2 (row

IV). The methodology described above can be used to

simulate the transit of any arbitrary shape orbiting a

host star.

3. MODELLING NATURAL TRANSITS: PLANETS,

TIDAL DISTORTIONS, AND EXOCOMETS

In this section, we validate our Monte Carlo technique

used in the transit simulator by modeling several natu-

ral transit phenomena, including single and multi-planet

transits, transits around tidally distorted stars, and ex-

ocomets. We compare our models to those reported in

the literature, demonstrating that our technique is not

only robust but also versatile. The following subsections

present these examples.

3.1. A Single Exoplanet Transit and Error Analysis

To validate our numerical simulator we test it on a

simple exoplanet transit. We simulate a planet with an

arbitrary set of parameters (as Rpl = 0.12Rst, Rorb =

2Rst, u1 = 0.3 and u2 = 0.2) and compare it to the an-

alytical transit model of Mandel & Agol (2002) in Fig.

3. Our simulation matches perfectly with the analytical

model as shown in the top panel of Fig. 3 with overlap-

ping curves. The difference between our simulation and

the model is minimal, within 0.5%, as indicated in the

residual plot in the bottom panel of Fig. 3. The close

match between the analytical model and our simulation

confirms the accuracy and reliability of our technique.

This minor difference arises from Monte-Carlo noise as

explained below.
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Figure 3. Comparison of the simulation with the standard
model for a transiting exoplanet around a limb-darkened
star. Simulated parameters are: Rpl = 0.12Rst, Rorb =
2Rst, u1 = 0.3 and u2 = 0.2. The top panel shows the sim-
ulation and the analytical model (overlapping) of Mandel &
Agol (2002). The bottom panel plots the residuals (simula-
tion - model) arising due to Monte-Carlo noise. The residuals
are less than 0.5% of the transit depth.

The performance of the simulator depends on two fac-

tors, the first is the frame resolution i.e., the number

of points used to model the orbit, and the second is

Monte-Carlo resolution i.e., the number of points used

to sample the star. The performance can be measured

by evaluating the Monte-Carlo noise of the output light

curve. To determine the Monte-Carlo noise, we calculate

the root mean square (RMS) of the difference between

two runs of the simulations performed with different sets

of random numbers. We repeat this exercise for differ-

ent frame resolutions and Monte Carlo resolutions. In

Fig. 4, we show the variation of Monte-Carlo noise with

frame (top panel) and Monte-Carlo resolutions (bottom

panel). In the top panel of Fig. 4, the Monte-Carlo res-

olution is fixed at 105 points, while the frame resolution

is variable. We observe that the RMS error flattens out

to a fixed value of 3.12 × 10−4 for a frame resolution

greater than 500 (i.e., ∆θ < 0.0126) corresponding to

the noise of the sampled distribution. In the bottom

panel, we keep the number of frames constant at 500

and vary the Monte-Carlo resolution. The RMS error

decreases with increasing number of sampled points fol-

lowing characteristic 1/
√
n decrement as illustrated by

a fit to the RMS error in the bottom panel of Fig. 4

(the solid line).

In conclusion, our error analysis demonstrates that

while the frame resolution significantly impacts the pre-

cision of the simulated light curve, achieving a frame

resolution above 500 points or ∆θ < 0.0126 effectively

minimizes Monte Carlo noise, stabilizing the RMS error.

Additionally, the observed trend in RMS error reduction

with increasing Monte Carlo resolution underscores the

inherent efficiency of Monte Carlo simulations in mod-

eling the light curves.
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Figure 4. Convergence of Monte-Carlo simulation. The top
panel shows the variation of Monte-Carlo noise with changing
frame resolution with a fixed sampling resolution of 105. The
RMS error flattens out to a fixed value of 3.12 × 10−4. The
bottom panel shows the variation of Monte-Carlo noise with
sampling resolution, for a fixed frame resolution of 500. The
plot is linear in the log-log scale, as represented by the best-
fit line (y = mx + c). The slope of this line is m = −0.5,
which is characteristic of a Monte-Carlo distribution.

3.2. A multi-planetary system: Trappist-I

Our simulator is also capable of generating light curves

for multi-planetary systems. As of March 2024, out

of approximately 5600 stars known to host exoplanets,

around 900 have more than one confirmed planet. The

stars with the most confirmed planets include our Sun,

Kepler-90 (Cabrera et al. 2014), and Trappist-I (Gillon
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et al. 2017; Luger et al. 2017). To demonstrate the ver-

satility of our transit simulator, we simulate the transit

light curves for the Trappist-I multi-planetary system as

described below.

Trappist-I is known to have seven confirmed exoplan-

ets. In order to simulate the light curve for those we

run our simulation for one orbital period of the slowest

planet, Trappist-Ih. The sizes of the planet and their

orbital distance are taken from Gillon et al. (2017). We

obtain quadratic limb darkening coefficients for the star

from the VizieR Catalog (Ochsenbein F. et. al 2000).

For convenience, at the start of the simulation, all plan-

ets are assumed to be aligned, and behind the star. The

top panel shows a schematic of one frame of the sim-

ulation. The sizes of the planets have been scaled up

and the distance to each planet has been scaled down

in this figure for better visualization. The bottom panel

shows the normalized output light curve of this system

for one phase duration of the orbit of Trappist-Ih. The

noise seen at the bottom of the transit dips is due to

Monte-Carlo noise. This example highlights the simu-

lator’s ability to faithfully reproduce the light curves of

the intricate multi-planetary systems.

3.3. Tidally Distorted Systems

Tidal effects can cause significant distortions to the

shape of the transiting object as well as the host

star. Therefore, such systems lead to a variety of non-

spherical as well as dynamic shapes which provide ex-

cellent grounds for testing the simulator against natu-

ral, observable, and already modeled phenomena. In

this section, we simulate examples of tidally distorted

systems and compare them to existing models.

3.3.1. Tidally Distorted Exoplanet

Giant planets very close to their host stars, such as

hot Jupiters, are expected to undergo significant tidal

distortions due to the gravitational effects of the star.

Most of these systems are tidally locked and hence show

a synchronization of their rotation and orbital period

resulting in circularization of their orbit. In the ab-

sence of such synchronization, orbits can decay because

of the angular momentum transfer from orbit to the star,

which could eventually result in the planet being en-

gulfed by the star.

The model for tidal distortion developed by Correia

(2014) has been utilized to explain peculiar light curve

features in many eclipsing binaries. Due to the large

size, brightness, and mass, the tidal effects of the com-

panion star on the host star are significant, which adds

to the observed unique light curves. The same model

can be extended to exoplanets, but in these cases, the

tidal distortion signal is weak because of the small size,

little brightness, and low mass of the planet compared

to the host star. Moreover, a hot Jupiter is expected

to have a negligible effect on the shape of the host star,

which makes it more challenging to detect.

Tidal distortion in hot Jupiters has been exten-

sively studied (e.g., Hellard et al. 2019; Kramm et al.

2012). For example, WASP-4 (Harre & Smith 2023) and

WASP-12 (Maciejewski et al. 2016) have been found to

show a tidal decay. The first tidally distorted system to

be observed at a significance level of 3σ is WASP-103b

(Barros et al. (2022)). Due to the severity of the tidal ef-

fects of this system, it has been observed as a distortion

in the shape of the transit. This system has been stud-

ied extensively by the Characterizing Exoplanet Satellite

(CHEOPS; Benz et al. 2021).

Here, we demonstrate how our simulator can be used

to model tidally distorted planets. For that, we choose

the example of WASP-103b as a case study. The planet

is modeled as a triaxial ellipsoid (see e.g., Correia 2014)

with axes ra, rb, rc, where:

rv = 3
√
rarbrc, (8)

with,

ra = rb(1 + 3q),

rc = rb(1 − q), (9)

and, the asymmetry parameter q is given by

q =
hf

2

mp

ms

(
rb
r0

)3

. (10)

Here, rv is the mean radius of the triaxial ellipsoid,

mp/ms represents the mass ratio of the planet to the

star, r0 is the distance between the planet and the star

and hf is the second fluid love number. The second fluid

love number is a parameter that describes the rigidity

of a body under the effect of gravity. A completely fluid

body has an hf value of 1. Therefore, three parameters

are required for fitting: mp/ms, rv, and hf .

For the demonstration, we choose nine transits of

WASP-103b from CHEOPS public data products (pro-

gram CH PR100013). To obtain the orbital parameters

by fitting this data, we utilize the model ellc (Maxted

(2016)) which utilizes the model by Correia (2014) to

generate a light curve of the system. We use the fitted

parameters given in Barros et al. (2022) to generate a

model light curve for WASP-103b and compare it to our

simulation. The values given in Barros et al. (2022) are

mp/m∗ = 0.001165, rv = 0.1395 and hf = 1.59.

For our simulation, we use the equations 8, 9, 10 and

obtain the values for the three axes of the triaxial el-

lipsoid for WASP-103b as ra = 0.1345, rb = 0.1258,
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Figure 5. Trappist-1 simulated light curve. The total phase duration is equal to one orbit of Trappist-1h. The top panel shows
one frame of the simulation, with the seven planets. The size of the planets has been scaled up and distances have been scaled
down for clarity. The planets have been color-coded by their orbital distance. The bottom panel shows the simulated light
curve. The simulated light curve is for the realistic system.

rc = 0.1605. We define an ellipsoid planet with these

radii and a spherical star with quadratic limb-darkening

parameters u1 = 0.5269 and u2 = 0.1279.

The result of our simulation (black lines) is shown in

Fig. 6 along with the observations from CHEOPS (gray

data points). We find that our simulated light curve

agrees closely with the fit provided by ellc. The middle

panel shows the difference between the observed data

and ellc fit. In the bottom panel, we show residuals

between our model and the ellc fits. The residuals in

the bottom panel are far less than the residuals of the

fit in the middle panel, which shows that our model is

in excellent agreement to the data. The bottom panel

residuals are of the order of 50 ppm which is mainly

because of the Monte Carlo noise.

This exercise demonstrates that our transit simulator

is capable of reliably and accurately modeling the light
curves of tidally distorted planets. In the subsequent

subsection, we apply our simulator to to model tidal

distortions in highly eccentric eclipsing binaries known

as heartbeat stars.

3.3.2. Heartbeat Stars

Heartbeat stars, a class of eclipsing binary stars or-

biting in highly eccentric paths, represent unique as-

trophysical systems where the eccentricity of their or-

bits induces significant distortions in their light curves.

When the stars are at their closest approach, the prox-

imity leads to tidal distortions and pulsations, causing

the characteristic heartbeat shape of their light curves.

A large number of heartbeat starlight curves have been

identified by Kepler (e.g., Hambleton et al. 2018, 2016)

and TESS (e.g., Ko laczek-Szymański et al. 2021).
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Figure 6. Simulated light curves for WASP-103b. The top
panel shows phase folded transits from CHEOPS (gray), the
ellc light curve with appropriate parameters, and the simu-
lated light curve. The middle panel shows the residuals from
the observation (data-ellc), whereas the last panel shows the
residuals between the simulation and ellc.
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Figure 7. Simulated heartbeat star systems in various configurations. Each panel is a configuration with a value of e, w, i. The
radius-ratio (rs/rp = 0.5), semi-major axis(12.5rp), fluid love number(1.5) and mass ratio(ms/mp = 0.9) is the same for all the
configurations. The top panels plot the simulation(green) and the ellc model (black). The bottom panels plot the residuals.

The shape of the heartbeat system light curve can vary

widely. It depends primarily on three parameters, the

eccentricity of the orbit (e), the longitude of periastron

(ω), and the inclination of the orbit (i). The top panels

of Fig. 7 show some of these configurations.

We simulate the heartbeat systems using an ellipsoidal

star with a spherical companion. For our simulations,

the companion is assumed to have negligible brightness

compared to the star. The companion causes tidal dis-

tortions in the primary star, which causes the variability

in observed flux. This may or may not be accompanied

by a transit. From the tidal equations defined in Eq.

10, the asymmetry parameter q depends on the distance

to the center of the star. We evaluate this distance for

each point in the trajectory, which gives us values of

ra, rb, and rc (see Eq. 8, 9) for the ellipsoidal star (for

illustration see the last panel in Fig. 2 I). We choose

an hf value of 1.5 for the primary star. The size ra-

tio (rs/rp) of secondary to primary is taken as 0.5, and

the semi-major axis is taken as 12.5rp. The mass ratio

of secondary to primary is 0.9 (ms/mp). Similar to the

model ellc, we also assume a synchronous rotation of the

primary star, tidally locked to the secondary star. In re-

ality, these systems do not exhibit perfect synchronous

rotation.

The top panels of Fig. 7 show the simulated light

curves of a heartbeat system in six different configu-

rations. For comparison, we also generate a heartbeat
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light curve using the ellc model with the same param-

eters mentioned above and show those in Fig. 7. In

the bottom panels, we show the difference between our

model and model ellc which are of the order of ppm and

results of the Monte-Carlo noise. Some of the residuals

in the bottom panels show fluctuations (see Fig. 7 IV,

VI). These are due to narrow features with sharp tran-

sitions in the light curve indicating that we need more

frame resolution to reduce the noise. Nevertheless, this

exercise demonstrates that our simulator can be used

to accurately model complex light curves of tidally dis-

torted stars such as heartbeat systems. It emphasizes

that our simulator can adeptly handle various intricate

scenarios. Moving forward, in the next subsection we

will simulate the light curves of a known exocomet can-

didate.

3.4. Exocomets

The discovery of exocomets around β-Pictoris (Ferlet

et al. 1987) predates the discovery of exoplanets. With

the launch of TESS this comet system has been stud-

ied in extensive detail. Extensive modeling of an exo-

comet transit has been done by Lecavelier Des Etangs

et al. (1996) and Brogi et al. (2012b). These models

along with TESS data have been used to study the β-

Pictoris system in great detail. This has also prompted

the search for exocomet transits in existing Kepler light

curves.

In this work we adapt the model of Rappaport et al.

(2018) which has been used to find exocomet candidates

in the star KIC 3542116 and KIC 11084707. In this

work, the exocomet in the star KIC 3542116 has been

modeled as an occulter with sustained dust outflows.

Because comets are expected to be in highly eccentric

orbits, the orbital period of the comet is assumed to

be much larger than the transit duration. Hence, the
transverse velocity vt is assumed to be constant during

the transit. The dust tail is also assumed to be narrow,

and its extinction follows an exponential decay profile

with the distance from the comet. The profile of the

dust tail is given as:

τ = Ce−( x−xc
λ ) x < xc; y − yc < ∆b/2 (11)

Here, τ is the optical depth of the comet dust tail, C

is a normalization constant, λ is the decay parameter

for the optical depth, x is the x-coordinate of a point

on the stellar projection on the sky plane and xc is the

x-coordinate of the center of the comet nucleus. The

width of the comet and the dust tail perpendicular to its

velocity is given as ∆b which is assumed to be negligible

as compared to Rst and therefore is degenerate with

the normalization constant C. Therefore the comet is

KIC: 3542116 (Dip 1268)
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Figure 8. Exocomet simulation for candidate KIC: 3542116
Dip 1268. The top panel shows a schematic of the simula-
tion geometry. The comet size has been exaggerated for vi-
sual clarity. The middle panel shows the light curve of KIC
3542116 and the simulated comet model. The bottom panel
shows the residuals (data - simulation). The fitted parame-
ters are given.

modeled as six free parameters, t0, λ, C, vt, b,DC, where

b is the impact parameter of the transit, and DC is the

background flux level away from the transit.

For our simulation, we take a spherical nucleus and

a dust tail of the comet to be of the same width. For
the dust tail, we model an elongated rectangular shape

with exponentially decreasing opacity. We take the nor-

malization constant as 1 and instead take the size of the

comet system as a free parameter. Since any eccentric-

ity information is unavailable, we assume this shape to

be in a circular orbit around the star. The simulation

agrees with the analytical model within the transit dura-

tion, but this assumption will not be valid out of transit.

The schematic of our simulation geometry is shown in

the top panel of Fig. 8. The simulation requires the free

parameters: Rorb, Rcomet, λ, b, t0.

We simulate the light curve of one of the observed

dips in the system KIC 3542116, which is observed at

day t0 = 1268. The impact parameter value is 0.27

and is taken from the parameter obtained by Rappaport

et al. (2018). We use u1 = 0.2736 and u2 = 0.3001
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as the quadratic limb darkening coefficients (see Eq. 1)

from the Vizier Catalog (Ochsenbein F. et. al 2000)

given for this star. Since our simulation gives the output

flux in terms of the phase instead of time, we choose

∆θ = ∆t(days), i.e. one orbital period as 2π days, which

gives us,

vt = Rorb(Rst/day).

The normalized light curve from Kepler data and the

simulated light curve are shown in the middle panel of

Fig. 8. We see that the simulation is in close agree-

ment with the data. This is also visually similar to the

fit demonstrated in Figure 3 of Rappaport et al. (2018).

We obtain a simulated value of vt = 3.7Rst/day and

λ = 0.689, which is close to the values mentioned in

Table 2 of Rappaport et al. (2018). We also obtain

Rcomet = 0.0032Rst. The bottom panels of Fig. 8

show the residuals of the fit, which is significantly lower

than the noise in the transit light curves particularly

away from the transit dip. This exercise highlights that

our simulator can be used to model the exocomet light

curves reliably. Moreover, the agreement between our

simple visual good-fit and the parameters obtained by

Rappaport et al. (2018) shows that our simulator can

be reliably used to infer the physical parameter of the

observed exocomet light curve.

4. TRANSITING MEGASTRUCTURES: DYSON

SWARM, RINGS AND DISCS

Building on this algorithm, we have extended the use

of our simulator to investigate potential indicators of ad-

vanced alien civilizations through the transit of massive

megastructures. Envisioned as creations of extraterres-

trial societies to collect energy from their stars, these

vast constructs are expected to produce distinctive pat-

terns in the light curves. In the next subsection, we

illustrate our simulator’s capability to accurately model

the light curves of a range of megastructures, with a

specific focus on Dyson Swarm, Dyson Ring, and Dyson

Disk - a circular opaque disk rotating around the host

star - as prime examples.

4.1. Dyson Swarm

The main example of a megastructure that can be

built by a type 2 advanced civilization (Kardashev 1964)

is a Dyson sphere (Dyson 1960). However, such a rigid

structure as envisioned originally is not stable and in-

stead one needs a collection of individual smaller struc-

tures, which is called a Dyson Swarm (Smith 2022). For

the Dyson swarm, one can imagine co-rotating solar pan-

els in orbit around stars in such a way that they harness

the energy of the host star. In order to simulate a Dyson

Swarm in the process of building, we assemble large solar

panels, one at a time, and allow them to revolve around

a star. We can add more solar panels near the previ-

ous panels in such a way that eventually the whole area

around the host star gets covered. One such incomplete

structure is shown in the left-hand panel of Fig. 9.

We use this incomplete Dyson Swarm configuration

in our transit simulator and obtain the light curve for

it assuming it revolves around the star. In this Dyson

Swarm, the orbit of the equatorial panels is at a distance

2Rst from the center of the star where Rst denotes the

radius of the star. To ensure seamless coverage around

the circumference of the orbit, the size of each panel has

been carefully calculated to allow for an exact integer

number of panels to fit. Specifically in this example,

the orbit’s circumference is fully covered by 40 panels,

each having a size of 0.157Rst for the equatorial pan-

els. For panels situated away from the equator, their

orbital positioning is determined based on their latitude

ϕ, with orbits set at distances of 2cosϕRst from the star.

This arrangement ensures that, regardless of latitude,

the same number of panels (i.e. 40) can be uniformly

distributed around the circumference of each orbit. The

simulation, depicted in Fig. 9, incorporates a total of

100 panels. The resulting light curve, presented in the

bottom left panel of the figure, exhibits a significant

transit dip due to the extensive coverage of the panels.

Despite this coverage, there remain inter-panel gaps that

allow light to pass through. As this incomplete Dyson

sphere configuration orbits the star, the varying posi-

tions of these gaps and panels relative to the observer’s

line of sight produce the observable undulations seen in

the transit light curve (see Fig. 9).

In fact, the structure itself lacks stability in this con-

figuration. It is assumed that panels rotate coherently

along identical latitudinal lines which is an unstable Ke-

plerian orbit except at ϕ = 0. However, this config-
uration was designed to demonstrate the versatility of

our simulator in predicting light curves for any arbitrary

configuration orbiting stars. In the next subsection, we

turn our attention to a more stable construct: the Dyson

ring. This structure comprises a singular ring of solar

panels that rotates in unison around the host star.

4.2. Dyson Ring

To assemble a complete Dyson sphere, advanced civ-

ilizations might construct a series of rings around their

stars. These rings, made up of numerous small panels,

would rotate in Keplerian orbits to maintain stability.

By strategically arranging these rings at different ori-

entations, they could comprehensively encircle the star.

Each ring would orbit at a slightly different distance

from the star to prevent any overlap or collisions.
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Figure 9. Transit of weird objects. The right panel imagines a Dyson sphere in partial construction, causing gaps between the
Dyson disks. The size of individual panels is 0.157Rst at a distance of 2Rst which corresponds to 40 panels at the equatorial
circumference. Away from the equator, the orbits and sizes are scaled according to the latitude, in order to maintain 40 panels in
any circumference. A total of 100 panels are placed in this incomplete Dyson swarm. The bottom-left panel shows the resulting
transit light curve, which shows a highly asymmetric and distorted geometry. The left panel shows a transit of a hypothetical
polar ring. The ring is made of 41 panels, each of size 0.153Rst at a distance of 2Rst. The bottom-right panel shows the resulting
transit, which is very similar to a planet transit with half the orbital period.

Illustrating this concept, we present a simulation of

a polar ring composed of solar panels around a star, as

shown in the right panel of Figure 9. We chose an ex-

ample of a polar ring because a complete ring at the

equator would not lead to a transit effect. This is be-

cause an equatorial ring will block the same portion of

the starlight all the time leading to no differential change

in the light curve.

For the polar ring shown in Fig. 9 (top panel), we

assembled 41 square panels of the size 0.153Rst orbiting

at a distance of 2Rst from the star. The resulting light

curve, displayed in the bottom right of Fig. 9, is akin to

the light curve from a planet transit, however, it occurs

over half the orbital period.

4.3. Dyson Disk

Transitioning from our investigation of Dyson swarms

and rings, we explore a notable megastructure concept:

a large solar panel in orbit, designed to constantly face

the star for optimal energy collection. This raises the

question: if this panel is circular and the size of a typ-

ical planet or larger, how does its transit light curve

differ from that of a planet? We name such a panel as

a Dyson disk. In addition to studying the light curve of

the Dyson disks, in this subsection, we investigate the

challenges associated with detecting those within the ex-

tensive dataset of the Kepler mission.

4.3.1. Transit of a Dyson disk

We expect the transiting Dyson disk will produce dis-

tinct signatures on the light curve, differing from those

of a planet. It is because the projection of a planet

on the sky plane is always a circle whereas the projec-

tion of the Dyson disk would be mostly elliptical except

at the midpoint of the transit. This is depicted in the

top panel of Fig. 10. The requirement for Dyson disks

to always face the star causes them to rotate, result-

ing in their predominantly elliptical projection on the

sky plane. We illustrate the transit light curves for a

Dyson disk, in the bottom panel of Fig. 10, orbiting at

the equator of a star (i.e., with an impact parameter of

zero) at a distance of 2Rst and with a size of 0.3Rst.
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Figure 10. A schematic showing the orbital configuration
of a Dyson disk. The top panel shows five orientations of
a flat circular 2D structure along the orbit. The size of the
structure is 0.3Rst at a distance of 2Rst. The bottom panel
shows the resulting transit.

For comparison, four panels in Fig. 11 show light

curves generated for Dyson disks (at distance 2Rst, size

of 0.3Rst and b = 0) for two different limb-darkening co-

efficients and two distinct eccentricities. Each panel also

includes the light curve of a planet with identical radius

and orbital parameters as the Dyson disk as well as the

host star. In panel (A), we display the Dyson disk’s tran-

sit around the star in a circular orbit (i.e. with e = 0)

without limb darkening. The lower segment of the tran-

sit reveals a curvature due to the gradual change in the

area of the projected ellipse onto the star, contrasting

with the planet’s flat-bottomed light curve.

In the bottom part of the panel (A) of Fig. 11, we

show the differences between the Dyson disk and the

planet’s light curves by subtracting the Dyson disk’s

light curve from the planet’s. Notable features emerge

in this comparison. Initially, the Dyson disk’s entry is

slightly delayed because of its rotation to maintain a

star-facing orientation, resulting in a sharp increase in

the difference. As the Dyson disk enters the transit it

starts to block the starlight, this modifies the slope of

the difference in the light curve. A slight kink in the dif-

ference curve, preceding the slope change, marks the be-

ginning of the Dyson disk’s ingress. During the ingress

phase, the planet obscures more light than the Dyson

disk, causing the difference to increase. Once the planet

completes its ingress, the amount of light it blocks re-

mains constant, while the Dyson disk continues to grad-

ually increase its blockage. This reduces the difference

in the light curves until the Dyson disk reaches the star’s

center, where its projection becomes a circle of the same

size as the planet’s projection, and both block an equal

amount of radiation, nullifying the light curve difference

at the transit’s midpoint. Due to the symmetry of the

situation, the pattern observed is mirrored until both

the planet and Dyson disk exit the transit.

The observed patterns in the light curves and their

differences persist for orbits around the star when real-

istic limb darkening is considered as shown in panel (B).

However, the magnitude of these differences is slightly

diminished due to the limb-darkening effect, which di-

lutes the sharp transitions seen during ingress and egress

because of otherwise uniformly bright edges.

Interestingly, in a specific setup within an eccentric

orbit—where the periapsis is aligned perpendicular to

the line of sight—the light curves for both the planet

and Dyson disks display asymmetry, as demonstrated in

panels (C) and (D) of Fig. 11. This asymmetry primarily

arises because both objects linger longer in the transit

phase during egress. Furthermore, this discrepancy in

the light curves is more pronounced on the asymmetric

edge for the Dyson disk which is evident more clearly in

the bottom panels where the difference pattern is also

asymmetric, with one side showing a larger difference

than the other.

In order to detect these Dyson disks, one can esti-

mate a crude signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) required in the

transit data for determining the peaks in the residual

features shown in the bottom panels of Fig. 11. The

SNR of a transit is defined as the ratio of the transit

depth to the noise of the signal. For example, in order

to get the optimal signal-to-noise ratio, we choose the

transit shown in the second column of Fig. 11, which

has the shortest residual peak. For this, the transit

depth is 1.158× 10−2, and the peak of the residual is at

9.323 × 10−4.
Therefore to detect this peak in the residual at a sig-

nificance level of 3σ, we need an SNR of 37. This is con-

sistent with many of the transits observed by the Kepler

Space Telescope, where 35% of the detected Kepler Ob-

jects of interest have transits with SNR greater than 37

(NASA exoplanet science institute 2010). However, the

number estimated here is only applicable to a simulation

of a Dyson disk with fixed parameters. In the following

subsection, we explore what are the favourable condi-

tions on the Dyson disk parameters that can increase

the chances of their detection.

4.3.2. Viability of Detection

In order to examine the viability of the detection of

Dyson disks, we first need to characterize the variation

of the residual feature, i.e., the difference between the



14

0.9875

0.9900

0.9925

0.9950

0.9975

1.0000
Fl

ux

A) u1:0.0, e:0.0

Dyson Disk
Planet

B) u1:0.4, e:0.0 C) u1:0.0, e:0.3 D) u1:0.4, e:0.3

0.2 0.0 0.2
0.0000

0.0005

0.0010

0.0015

D
ys

on
 D

is
k 

- P
la

ne
t

0.25 0.00 0.25 0.25 0.00 0.25 0.25 0.00 0.25

Phase( )

Figure 11. Transit of a Dyson disk, compared to the transit of a planet of the same dimensions and distance to the star. The
top panel shows the lightcurves obtained for a planet as well as Dyson disk transits. All the systems have a size Rpl = 0.1Rst

and Rorb = 2Rst. The bottom panel shows the residuals (Dyson Disk - Planet transit). Column A shows a simple transit with
no eccentricity or limb darkening. While the planet transit is flat, the Dyson Disk transit shows an upward curvature during
ingress and egress due to the change in the projection area. Column B adds limb darkening to the first transit which diminishes
the residual feature. Column C shows a transit with an eccentric orbit with the semi-major axis perpendicular to the line of
sight. The Dyson Disk light curve shows significant asymmetry in ingress and egress due to the change of area of projection.
Column D shows the same system with limb darkening. This results in a slightly diminished, but still significant residual feature.

transit of a Dyson disk and a planet with the same size

and orbital parameter (as shown in the bottom panels

of Fig. 11). We investigate these residuals for Dyson

disk and planets with different transit parameters. For

this, we generate simulated light curves of a Dyson disk

and a planet for a range of transit parameters and cal-

culate the residuals. Fig. 12 depicts the variation of the

residual features across four parameters – the Rpl/Rst,

ratio of the orbital radius Rorb/Rst, limb darkening pa-

rameter u1 and the impact parameter b. The top panels

show the different residual features. The color bars are

indicative of the values of the transit parameters. For

each simulated set, we find the maximum deviation in

the residuals by calculating the magnitude of the peak of

the residual feature (∆Fm). The bottom panels of Fig.

12 show the ∆Fm with the variation of the respective

transit parameter.

Fig. 12 panel (A) shows the variation of residuals with

Rpl/Rst. In figure the Rorb/Rst is fixed at 2.0 whereas

u1, u2 and b are kept at 0. We can see that the ∆Fm

value increases with the radius of the planet, especially

in the regime of Rpl > 0.1Rst. This is expected, since

the bigger the object, the more significant the distor-

tion should be. Fig. 12 panel (B) shows the variation

of residuals with Rorb/Rst. Here the Rpl/Rst is kept at

0.2 whereas u1, u2 and b are at 0. We see that ∆Fm in-

creases with decreasing radius of orbit. The distortion is

significant for radii smaller than 10Rst. This is because,

due to a greater transit duration relative to the orbital

period, the projection of a Dyson disk that is close to

the star would have a large variation in the area of the

projected elliptical shape during the transit duration,

leading to greater differences in the residuals.

Fig. 12 panel (C) shows the variation of residuals with

limb darkening parameter u1. Here Rorb/Rst is kept at

2, Rpl/Rst at 0.2 and b as 0. We observe that ∆Fm

decreases linearly with an increase in the limb darkening

parameter, which means that the chances of detection
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Figure 12. Evolution of the residual feature obtained by Dyson Disk transit minus planet transit with transit parameters.
Column (A) is for Rpl/Rst . The top panel shows the residuals for different values of Rpl/Rst, which are represented by the
color-map. The bottom panel shows the variation of ∆Fm with Rpl/Rst. ∆Fm is the maximum difference observed between
the Dyson disk and planet light curve. There is a sharp increase in ∆Fm for values greater than 0.1, which implies greater
detectability. Column (B) is for Rorb/Rst. Once again, a sharp increase is observed for orbits closer than 10Rst. Column (C)
is for u1. There is a linear decrease in ∆Fm. Column (D) is for b. There is an overall decrease in ∆Fm, however, the shapes of
the residuals vary significantly, as is observed in the top panel.

of such a feature may be better for stars with smaller

limb darkening coefficients. As explained before, this is

because the fainter edges of the stars dilute the contrast

between the planet and the Dyson disk arising from the

projection effect during ingress and egress.

Fig. 12 panel (D) shows the variation of residuals

with impact parameter. Similar to previous case, here

Rorb/Rst is kept at 2, Rpl/Rst at 0.2 along with both

u1 and u2 at 0. We see an overall decline of ∆Fm with

the impact parameter. However, this is more complex,

because the shape of the residuals changes with impact

parameter. At a higher inclination, the object never

attains a full circular projection, causing a reduction in

the transit depth, which is why the deviation at phase

0 increases with b. However, the phase at which ingress

occurs also reduces at high inclinations, leading to a

lesser curved shape at ingress. This causes the sharp

peak at the edges of the residuals to decline at high

inclinations.

From this analysis, we infer that the probability of

observing deviations from typical transit signatures is

greater for transits of Dyson disks that are large and re-

volving close to the star. To identify such features within

existing datasets, targeting transits with Rpl > 0.1Rst

and Rorb < 10Rst would provide the highest chance of

detection. Furthermore, focusing on transits character-

ized by low orbital inclinations and minimal limb dark-

ening coefficients will improve detection capabilities.

4.3.3. Degeneracies in Detections

The main challenge for finding megastructures such as

the Dyson disk is to obtain an unambiguous detection.

Specifically, for the Dyson disk, we investigate the po-

tential for its transit signature to be indistinguishable

from other natural phenomena.

Qualitatively, the transit of the Dyson disk appears

quite similar to that of a planet, particularly due to the

additional curvature at the bottom, which resembles a

planet orbiting a star with pronounced limb darkening.

Consequently, it seems reasonable to attempt fitting a

transit light curve model of a planet to the transit of

a Dyson disk. If limb darkening coefficients are consid-
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Figure 13. Three simulated Dyson disk light curves with different limb-darkening parameters fitted with exoplanet models.
The radius (0.1Rst), orbit (2Rst), and impact parameters (b = 0) are kept the same for all three examples. A 3D planet model
with both quadratic as well as non-linear limb darkening is fit to the Dyson Disk simulations. The top panels show the simulated
light curves (green) and the fitted models. The bottom panels show the residual features (Simulation - Fit). The limb darkening
coefficients for the simulated Dyson disk light curve as well as the planet fits are mentioned. From the residuals of the non-linear
fit(purple) and that of the quadratic fit (blue), The non-linear law appears to fit slightly better than the quadratic law. Such a
fit diminishes the residual feature, but kinks are observed at ingress and egress.

ered variable parameters (Espinoza & Jordán 2016), in

the absence of other independent measurements, fitting

a planetary transit to the Dyson disk might result in

higher limb darkening coefficients. On the other hand,

since the Dyson disk enters late in the transit reducing

the transit duration will result in a fitted planet of a

slightly smaller size and larger orbital radius than the

Dyson disk. In this analysis, we explore the accuracy

with which a planetary transit can be fit to the transit

of the Dyson disk and whether there are distinct features

in the fit capable of differentiating between the transit

of the planet and a Dyson disk.

In Fig. 13, we simulate Dyson disks of size 0.1Rst at

an orbital distance of 2Rst with an impact parameter of

zero for the stars with three limb darkening models. The

first model (left panel) is without limb darkening and the

second model (middle panel) and the third model (right

panel) have different quadratic limb darkening coeffi-

cients namely u1 = 0.4, u2 = 0.0 for the middle panel

and u1 = 0.4, u2 = 0.2 for the last panel. To these

three models, we fit two models of planet light curves;

one with quadratic limb darkening law (Eq. 1) while

the other with a non-linear limb darkening law (Eq. 2).

We use a simple curve-fitting tool provided in Python

library scipy which uses the non-linear least squares

method to fit parameters: Rpl, Rorb, b, u1 and u2.

As expected, the planetary transit fits give large limb

darkening values, slightly smaller size (Rpl), and larger

orbital radius Rorb. For example, as shown in the left

panel of Fig. 13, for the model with both limb darkening

coefficients set to zero, the best-fit planet transit model

with quadratic (non-linear) limb darkening law provides

u1 = 0.17 while u2 remains zero. This is accompanied

by Rpl = 0.0968 and Rorb = 2.009. Whereas for the



17

fit with the non-linear limb darkening model, our fits

determine coefficients (a, b, c, d) = (0.0,−0.21, 1.0, 0.26)

along with Rpl = 0.0971, Rorb = 2.009.

A similar pattern of obtaining higher limb darken-

ing coefficients is seen in the middle and right pan-

els of Fig. 13. For example, the middle panel con-

tains a simulated light curve of the Dyson disk with

(u1, u2) = (0.4, 0) which is interpreted in the planet fit

as (u1, u2) = (0.54, 0) and (Rpl, Rorb) = (0.0968, 1.997).

The non linear limb darkening fit gives coefficients

(a, b, c, d) = (0.0, 0.12, 0.0, 0.28) and (Rpl, Rorb) =

(0.0974, 2.011). Whereas the third panel contains a sim-

ulated light curve of Dyson disk with (u1, u2) = (0.4, 0.2)

which is interpreted in the planet fit as (u1, u2) =

(0.63, 0), (Rpl, Rorb) = (0.0973, 2.006) using quadratic

law and (a, b, c, d) = (0.0, 0.50, 0.0, 0.86), (Rpl, Rorb) =

(0.0975, 2.012) using non-linear limb darkening law.

Even though the Dyson disk appears to be degenerate

with the limb darkening, it was ineffective in eliminat-

ing the residual features entirely. It introduces kinks in

the ingress and egress potentially because of trying to

optimize for the size of the planet, orbital radius, and

limb darkening to fit most of the transit. Using a higher-

order or non-linear limb darkening law does improve the

fit slightly but is not significant enough and still gives

the same features in the residuals.

It is worth noting that when we fit the planet’s tran-

sit to a model transit of a Dyson disk, not only do the

residuals look different, but the value of peaks in the

residuals also decreases. For example in the third panel

of Fig. 11, the peak of residuals is at 9.32× 10−4 which

is reduced by almost a factor of three (i.e 2.81 × 10−4)

when we fit the planet’s transit in the middle panel of

Fig. 13. Therefore this time we need a SNR of 123, three

times higher than what we estimated in Sec. 4.3.1, for

detecting such a signal in the residuals with a signifi-

cance level of 3σ.

Other degeneracies could arise from natural phe-

nomena such as tidal distortion of planets, gravity-

darkening, and star spots, which might be mistaken for

Dyson disks. We aim to thoroughly investigate these

degeneracies in our future research as we search for

Dyson disk candidates in Kepler and TESS datasets

(Bhowmick et al. in prep.).

5. CONCLUSION

We have developed a numerical transit simulator de-

signed to generate light curves for objects of any ar-

bitrary shape transiting stars. This simulator employs

a simple Monte-Carlo technique to compute accurate

light curves, incorporating realistic limb-darkening pro-

files and geometries of stars. Throughout this article, we

have demonstrated the broad applicability of the simu-

lator to a variety of both natural and artificial structures

in stellar orbits.

We demonstrate that our transit simulator accurately

models the transits of single planets (Fig. 3) and multi-

planetary systems such as Trappist-I (Fig. 5). Addition-

ally, it can model the transits of tidally distorted binary

stars and giant planets (see Fig. 6 and 7). Furthermore,

we illustrate its capability to simulate transits of exo-

comets, using the example of a Kepler exocomet candi-

date (KIC 3452116, Fig. 8). These examples collectively

highlight the versatility of our simulator in generating

light curves for a diverse range of natural transits.

We show that our simulator is capable of generating

transit light curves for artificial structures, such as those

that might be constructed by Type I to Type II ad-

vanced civilizations, with examples including a Dyson

swarm and a Dyson ring (Fig. 9). Additionally, we in-

troduce a new structure that we name a Dyson disk: a

large circular disk that rotates around a star while main-

taining constant orientation towards it. Dyson disk can

be thought of as a building block of a Dyson swarm.

We explore how the transit light curve of a Dyson disk

can be distinguished from that of a planet and discuss

potential ambiguities due to limb darkening (Sec. 4.3).

Furthermore, we provide a preliminary assessment of the

signal-to-noise ratio required in the light curve to iden-

tify candidates for such Dyson disks. We will explore

such Dyson disk candidates and potential degeneracy

with other natural phenomena in the upcoming articles

(Bhowmick et al. in prep.).

In conclusion, the versatility of our numerical transit

simulator will prove invaluable for understanding a wide

array of transit phenomena involving both natural and

artificial structures. We will make this code available

to researchers to facilitate the study of various natural

transits and support the ongoing search for technosig-

natures, thereby aiding in the broader quest to detect

signs of advanced civilizations.
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