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Abstract

Traditional analytical theories of celestial mechaniesrat well-adapted when dealing with highly elliptical
orbits. On the one hand, analytical solutions are quite igdigeexpanded into power series of the eccentricity and
so limited to quasi-circular orbits. On the other hand, theetdependency due to the motion of the third body
(e.g. Moon and Sun) is almost always neglected. We propeseadools to overcome these limitations. Firstly,
we have expanded the third-body disturbing function intmaefipolynomial using Fourier series in multiple of
the satellite’s eccentric anomaly (instead of the mean ahgrand involving Hansen-like coefficients. Next, by
combining the classical Brouwer-von Zeipel procedure &edtime-dependent Lie-Deprit transforms, we have
performed a normalization of the expanded Hamiltonian deoto eliminate all the periodic terms. One of the
benefits is that the original Brouwer solution fgris not modified. The main difficulty lies in the fact that the
generating functions of the transformation must be contpbyesolving a partial differential equation, involving
derivatives with respect to the mean anomaly, which appegdficitly in the perturbation. We present a method
to solve this equation by means of an iterative processlifwa have obtained an analytical tool useful for the
mission analysis, allowing to propagate the osculatinganaif objects on highly elliptical orbits (e > 0.6) over
long periods efficiently with very high accuracy, or to detére initial elements or mean elements. Comparisons
between the complete solution and the numerical simulatigh be presented.

Keywords. Highly elliptical orbits; satellite; analytical theoryhitd-body; time-dependence; closed-form; Lie
transforms.

1 Introduction

Among the 15000 objects listed in the NORAD catalpgbout 1400 have highly elliptical orbits (HEO) with an
eccentricity greater than®, mainly in the geostationary transfer orbit (GTO). Thesesatellites, rocket bodies
or any kind of space debris.

For several years, the computation of trajectories is vezly @ontrolled numerically. Numerical methods are
preferred mainly for their convenience and accuracy, dafpeavhen making comparisons with respect to the
observations or their flexibility whatever the perturbatto be treated. Conversely, analytical theories optimize
the speed of calculations, allow to study precisely the dyina of an object or to study particular classes of useful
orbits.

However, the calculation of the HEO can still be greatly ioyad, especially as regards the analytical theories.
Indeed, when we are dealing with this type of orbit, we haviate several difficulties. Due to the fact that they
cover a wide range of altitudes, the classification of théysbations acting on an artificial satellite, space debris,
etc. (see Montenbruck and Gill, 2000) changes with the joosiin the orbit. At low altitude, the quadrupole
momentl; is the dominant perturbation, while at high-altitude theisolar perturbations can reach or exceed the
order of thel, effect.

One of the issues concerns the expansion of the third-batiyrting function in orbital elements. The impor-
tance of the lunisolar perturbations in the determinatiothe motion of an artificial satellite was raised by Kozai
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(1959). Using a disturbing function truncated to the seaegtee in the spherical harmonic expansion, he showed
that certain long-periodic terms generate large pertighgbn the orbital elements, and therefore, the lifetime of
a satellite can be greatly affected. Later, Musen et al. 1] 8ok into account the third harmonic. Kaula (1961,
1966) introduced the inclination and eccentricity speftiactions, fundamental for the analysis of the perturba-
tions of a satellite orbit. This enabled him to give in 196@ finst general expression of the third-body disturbing
function using equatorial elements for the satellite arddisturbing body; the function is expanded using Fourier
series in terms of the mean anomaly and the so-called Hawosdfictients depending on the eccentriaitiyn order

to obtain perturbations fully expressed in orbital elersert was noticed by Kozal (1966) that, concerning the
Moon, it is more suitable to parametrize its motion in edtigilements rather than in equatorial elements. Indeed,
in this frame, the inclination of the Moon is roughly congtand the longitude of its right ascending node can
be considered as linear with respect to time. In light of tbiservation, Giacaglia (1974); Giacaglia and BurSa
(1980) established the disturbing function of an Earthtelfiee due to the Moon’s attraction, using the ecliptic
elements for the latter and the equatorial elements fordkslte. Some algebraic errors have been noticed in
Lane (1980), but it is only recently that the expression henlcorrected and verifiedlin Lion (2013); Lion et al.
(2012).

The main limitation of these papers is that they supposeations from a certain order in eccentricity. Gen-
erally, the truncation is not explicit because there is npliek expansion in power of the eccentricity. But in
practice, Fourier series of the mean anomaly which conveaydy must be truncated and this relies mainly on
the D’Alembert rule (see Brouwer and Clemence, 1961) whigargntees an accelerated convergence as long
as the eccentricity is small. Because this is indeed the cheemerous natural bodies or artificial satellites,
these expansions of the disturbing function are well suitechany situations. However, for the orbits of ar-
tificial satellites having very high eccentricities, anurtcation with respect to the eccentricity is prohibited.
Brumberg and Fukushirna (1994) investigated this situafitrey showed that the series in multiples of the ellip-
tic anomalyuw, first introduced by Nacozy (1977) and studied later by JanohBond|(1980); Bond and Broucke
(1980), converge faster than the series in multiples of sagstcal anomaly in many cases. This was confirmed by
Klioner et al. (1997). Unfortunately, the introduction bftelliptic anomaly increases seriously the complexity,
involving in particular elliptical functions (see e.g. @i, 1894). In the same paper, they provided the expressions
of the Fourier coefficient¥s"™ andZ&"™ in terms of hypergeometric functions, coming from the Feuseries
expansion of the elliptic motion functions in terms of thegtianomaly and of the eccentric anomaly, respectively.
More discussions and examples can be found in Brumberg anaiierg(1999).

On the other hand, the expansion must be supple enough te ddfimde-off between accuracy and complexity
for each situation. To this end, the use of special functismgell suited to build a closed-form analytical model,
like in the theory of De Saedeleer (2006) for a lunar artifisitellite. Development can be compact, easy to
manipulate and the extension of the theory can be choserafbr @se by fixing the limits on the summations.
The complexity is relegated in the special functions, kmaythat efficient algorithms exist to compute them. In
short, we shall use the expression of the disturbing fundtitroduced irn_Lion[(2013) and Lion etlal. (2012),
mixing mainly the compactness of formulation in expondrftam and the convergence of series in eccentric
anomaly.

Besides the question of large eccentricities, the otherigoncerns the explicit time-dependency due to
the motion of the disturbing body. In the classical anabititheory, this is almost always ignored (see e.g.
Roscoe et all, 2013) while it should be taken into accountrwdonstructing an analytical solution, in particu-
lar by means of canonical transformations. To do this, thegant is to start from a disturbing function using
angular variables which are time linear. This is preciské/motivation to use ecliptic elements instead of equa-
torial elements for the Moon perturbation, as explainedvabdn this situation, the PDE (Partial Differential
Equation) that we have to solve to construct an analytiedmhtakes the following form:

oV

i;md—ai =Acos(i;k;ai) = V= ;ﬁm sin(i;kjai) . (1.1)

Unfortunately, this mechanics is broken as soon as the &agthle of the satellite motion is no longer the mean
anomalyM, but the eccentric anomaly. In this case, the equation to solve looks like

aV Y
abm+i;ma—m =Acos(koE+i;kaai> (1.2)

which admits no exact solution.

In this work, we present a closed-form analytical pertuveetheory for highly elliptical orbits overcoming all
these limitations. Only thé, effect and the third-body perturbations will be consider€he paper is organized
as follows. In Sectionl2, we define the hamiltonian systemwaedocus on the development of the third-body
disturbing function. In Sectioh] 3, we expose the procedanedrmalize the system combining the Brouwer’s




approach and the Lie-Deprit algorithm including the timpeledence. Sectidd 4 is devoted to the determination
of generating functions to eliminate the short and longqakici terms due to the lunisolar perturbations (Moon
and Sun). Especially, we will see how to solve PDE sucli a3 ty.2ising an iterative process. In Sectidn 5, we
present the complete solution to propagate the orbit at ate; tkansformations between the mean and osculating
elements are given. Finally, numerical tests are carrigdro®ection[6 to evaluate the performances of our
analytical solution.

2 Hamiltonian formalism

2.1 Dynamical model

In an inertial geocentric reference frarfiey,z), we consider the perturbations acting on the Keplerian anoti
of an artificial terrestrial satellite (or space debrisguned by the quadrupole momehtof the Earth and the
point-mass gravitational attraction due to the Mo@n &and Sun ©).

The motion equations of the satellite derived from the piiaé¥ :
y=0v (2.1a)
V =Vkep+ Ry +R¢ +Re » (2.1b)
wherey is the acceleration vector of the satellii@the gradient operator. The first two terms of the potential ar
related to the Earth’s gravity field, witkep the Keplerian term:

VKep: NT® ) (2-2)

andR g, the disturbing potential due to the Earth oblatness:

r r

wherer is the satellite’s radial distance agdts latitude, g, the geocentric gravitational constaRt, the mean
equatorial radius of the Earth afil(x) are the Legendre polynomials of degregefined forx € [-1; 1].

Designating external bodies (i.e. Moon and Sun) by the pgymebol, the third-body disturbing functigr/’
is (Plummer, 1960; Murray and Dermott, 1999):

1 r-r
Iy _ 2.4
R IJ (Hr/r” r/3 ) ? ( )

with u’ the third-body gravitational constamtandr’ respectively the geocentric position vector of the artfici
satellite and the disturbing body, andndr’ their associated radial distances. Since we are interasthd orbits
such ag’/r > 1, R’ can be expressed in power series'gf as (Plummer, 1960; Brouwer and Clemence, 1961):

P M a
R = r—,n; (r_') Pa(cosW) . (2.5)

whereW is the elongation of the satellite from the disturbing body.

2
Ry, =42 (B ) gpysing). (2.3)

2.2 Hamiltonian approach

Introducing the osculating orbital elements:the semi-major axise the eccentricity] the inclination,Q the
longitude of the ascending nod®,the argument of perigee amd the mean anomaly. We define the Delaunay
canonical variable§y,Y) by

y=(=Mg=wH=Q)", (2.63)
Y= (L=yHaG=nLH=Gcos )", (2.6b)
with n = v1— €2

The orbital dynamics of the satellite motion can be desdribehe Hamiltonian formalism and treated im-
plicitly as a function of the Delaunay elements:

H="HkeptHyp+H¢ +He, (2.7)
with

__He
Hyep= o2 (2.8a)
Hy=-Ry., He=-R¢, Ho=-Ro. (2.8b)



2.2.1 Oblateness disturbing function

Using a closed-form representation (see Appehndix A), thesital perturbatioR ;, can be written

2 3
ZO zsqucos[(q+2 2p)V+(2—2p)w] , (2.9a)

o«
Apgq= DR wf Yy 0(e)Fr0,p(1) (2.9b)

whereYy"™"(e) are the Fourier coefficients defined in Brumberg (1995); Bagk005), andr, m p(1) the inclination
functions (see e.q. 1zsek, 1964; Gaposchkin, 1973; SneBe®?; Gooding and Wagner, 2010)

Famp(l) = (—1)nfm% (2.10)
jmax 2p\ [ 2n—2p bl nbl |
(~1)! cos™? _ sin
g j:%"ln ( j ) (n m-= J) 2 2

with b =m—2p+ 2j, jmax= min(n—m, 2p) and jmin = max0,2p —n—m).

2.2.2 Lunar disturbing function

In order to be easily handled in our analytical theory, wedreegeneral and compact expression of the third-body
disturbing function expressed in terms of the osculatirgtalr elements or equivalent variables. This could be
done by using the equation (5) fram Kaula (1962) involvingi@grial elements for both the satellite and the
disturbing body. But, as noticed by Kozai (1966), it is margable to parametrize the Moon'’s apparent motion in
ecliptic elements. Indeed, the inclination of the Moon isgbly constant in the ecliptic frame and the longitude
of the right ascending node can be considered as linear esfhect to time. Thus we will assume that the metric
elements , e¢, ¢ (orequivalently ¢ , G¢ , H ) are constants and the angular varialblesgq , hg are linear
with time,

Yo =Yoq +Ye (t—1to) (2.11)

wherey, ¢ at the epocld200Q0 and the precession ratgs are defined in Tablel 6.

Such a development can be find lin (Giacaglia, 1974; GiacagliEBurSa, 1980; Lane, 1989). However, by
comparing their expression with respect to the exact reptagion of the disturbing function in Cartesian coor-
dinates[(Z}4), we have noticed that they are incorrect inn (013); Lion et al.[(2012). In this work, we have
demonstrated that the correct solution is

M Lo e e () i (n=n)!
0333 35 (0) ey o1

X Fn,m,p(l )Fn,n‘(,p’ (I /)Un,m,n‘(( )eXpI en m, m P, p
or in the trigonometric formulation

7“/ n n n n mnf mfrd(n_m)! <r)n .
== AP (-1 — ) Faump(Foy (1
« v n;nrgomz:o% 2:0 o T e v Dt (1) (2.13)
X [Unimir (€) 089, 1 oy + (=" ™ Unm (€ €050 1y 1]
with
Om.pp = PrmpE Wy (2.14a)
Wnmp = (N—2p)(v+w)+mQ, (2.14b)
Wiy = (N=2p) (V' + ') +mQ (2.14c)
and
_sm s
apri = 2282240 (2.15)

in which &K is the Kronecker symbol.

The anqlee is the obliquity of the ecliptic and the,, v (¢) are the rotation coefficients (see e.g. Jefireys,
1965; Giacaglig, 1974; Lane, 1989)

Unm(€) = (71)”*‘(2(71)“ (”’r m) (m”jkrir) cosa<%> sinzn*a(%) : (2.16)
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wherea = 2r + m+k andr is running from max0, —k —m) to min(n—k,n—m). Note that these elements are
related to the spherical harmonic rotation coefficient ahlled the elements of Wignedsmatrix (e.gl Wigner,
1959) Sneeuw, 1992):

_m (n=K)!
dnmk(€) = (=)< ™ ((n — m))! Unmk(€) , (2.17)
Introducing now the elliptic motion functions
n
Dy = (%) expikv . (2.18)

The disturbing functior{2.12) still dependsim’, v andv’ (through6 andé’). To obtain a perturbation fully
expressed in orbital elements, the classical way is todluite expansions in Fourier series of the mean anomaly

~+o00

Ook= Y XgH(e)expigM (2.19)

q:—oo
WhereXQ’k(e) are the well known Hansen coefficients (Hansen, 1853; Tasekr1889; Brouwer and Clemence,
1961). In the general case, the serles {2.19) always coenaxrdrourier series, but can converge rather slowly
(see e.g. Klioner et al., 1997; Brumberg and Brumberg, [19@8jly in the particular case wheeds small, the
convergence is fast thanks to the d’Alembert property weitsures thag— can be factorized iXg™(e). That
is why the method is reasonably efficient for most of the radtinodies (in particular the Sun and the Moon) but
fails for satellites moving on orbits with high eccentiiest. In this case, Fourier series of the eccentric anoBaly
(see Brumberg and Fukushima, 1994) are much more efficient:

—+00
Dy = Z Zg*k(e)exp|qE, (2.20)
g=—o

In cases where € |k| <n, the coef‘ficientsza"k can be expressed in closed-form and the sum q¥ebounded
by £n. Indeed, these are null f¢g| > n,

Sax n—K)\ / n+k
nk _ (1)K K+ (14 g2)-N (n )( ) 2s 2921
= VB @By (U5 (sek, )P (2.2)
with B =e/(1+n), Ky =k—qg> 0 andsmax= min(h—k,n+k—K).
For

k—qg < 0, we can use the symmetz&"k Z"*. Other general expressions and numerical methods to com-

pute these elements can be found. in Klioner et al. (1997kaE2005)| Lion and Métris (2013).

Even if this kind of development does not allow to expresdisturbing function strictly in orbital elements,
the key point is that the required operations (derivatioth iategration with respect to the mean anomaly) can be
easily performed thanks to the relation

r
dl = ~cE. (2.22)

Rewriting the ratio of the radial distances as

O OICIONON

in which we have kept a fact@yr in order to anticipate future calculating steps. Replagin@.12) respectively
the elliptic motion functions related to the satellite ahd Moon by their representation in Fourier serie€of
andl, we find the real-valued function can be written in complaxrfgsee Lion, 2013; Lion et al., 2012)

n n+1 +00

Re = Romn p.p.ad (2.24a)
zerh nm “np= Opz()qffn lq’Zm o
Romnt p.p.aq :_Anmmfpp ad 8P O, iy b v (2.24b)
An,m,n‘(,p,p’,q,q’ = Anmm p.p.qqYnmm (€) , (2.24c)
e Ay o (n—m)!
Aumaaan = G () (0 G Fano ) o () 2.200)

n+1,n-2p (e)xf

” (n+l),n—2p’(e(>

)



or into trigonometric form

n+l +00
= ZZ n; Z Rn,m,r’d,p,p’,q,q’ ) (2.25a)
n> 0 p= Op Oqf—n lg=—c
ann‘{pp/qq/: -Anmn”(pp’qq/ [Unmm( )Cosenmn”(pp’qq’ (225b)
Jr(*l)nimun,m,fn*(( )Coganmn‘{ pp qq

with:
@ni,m,r'd,p,p',q,q LIJn”"lf)qil'l',nr'd p.q (2.268.)
Wnmpg=0dE+ (n—2p)w+mQ, (2.26b)
Whm pg = dM +(n—2p)a/ +mQ". (2.26¢)

2.2.3 Solar disturbing function

Expressed in Hill-Whittaker elements, the more generaetbpment for the Sun’s disturbing function has been
given by Kaulal(1962, Eq. 5) as:

n
R@Z W i Opz n+m <_> Fn7m7p(|)Fnﬁmﬁp/(e)exp|en7m7pﬁp/ (227)

With Op m p y = (N—2p) (v +g) + mh— (n—2p) (Ve +g). We assume in our work that the Sun’s apparent orbit
about the Earth is precessing over the ecliptic plane witkd variations of the angular variabtgs andl ), and
constant metric elements,, €5, o (or equivalentlyl o, G, Hp):

Yo =Yoo +Yo(t—to) (2.28)

wherey, ) atthe epocd20000 and the precession ratgs are defined in Tablg 6. Becausg = ¢, the ascending
nodeQ, is not defined.

As done in the previous section, we keep a faetorto anticipate future calculations. Replacing respedfivel
the elliptic motion functions related to the satellite ahel Sun by their representation in Fourier seriel ahdl o
gives

n n n n+1 ®

Re= VZ > Ramprad (2.29a)

n>=2mM==np=0p'=0g=—(n+1)¢f=—c

a .

Romp.p.aq = F-An,m,p,p’,q,q’ expl en,m,p,p’,q,q/ ) (2.29b)
W o/a\" (n—m)

./4 / g = — | — - ' F NF ,

vt = () mimne ) s 9 (2.2%)
n+1,n—2p(e)xq7(n+1),n—2p’(e() 7

or equivalently in the trigonometric form

n n n n+1 +00

Re = ZQm:Op Opzoqf—zn 1qz Romp.p.q.d > (2.30a)
Rompp.aq = (2—0" )F-An,m,p,p’,q,q/ COSOnmp.p.aq - (2.30b)
with

Onmp.p.qq = PYrmpa—Vhpq (2.31a)
Wnmpg=0dE+ (n—2p)g+mh, (2.31b)
Wipg =dle+(-2p)gs - (2.31¢)



3 The Lie transforms approach: principle

Consider the Hamiltonian
H(y7y/7Y7Y/) — HKep(L) + HJZ(I ) g7Y) + H3b(y7y/aYaY/) (31)

with Hkep modeling the keplerian park{;, theJ, effect andH 3, the third-body attraction.
The Delaunay equations are given by

dy JH dY oH

d¢  odY’ dt  dy

In this section, we present our approach to sdlvd (3.2) bynsiebcanonical perturbative methods. This combines

(i) the Lie transforms (Deprit, 1969), including the timep@@dence because of the third-body motion and (ii) the

Brouwer-von Zeipel method (Brouwer, 1959), involving twacsessive transformations. Firstly, we show how to

build the canonical transformation eliminating the shmetiod mean anomaly Then, we normalize the resulting

dynamical system with a second transformation eliminagiihthe long-period angular variablég, h,l’,d',h’).
Consider a functiorf = f(612 k... n) depending oM angular variable$;. Thereafter, we define the aver-

aging value off overK angular variables by:

2 p21 21 K
(10))gs o=@ ) | 1(6)) [ 08 (3.3)
oo o

(3.2)

3.1 Isolating the secular and the periodic perturbations

To facilitate the determination of the generating funcsismodeling the short and long period of the system, we
proceed to a decomposition of each perturbation.

As usual, we consider that the perturbation dudxtean be split off in a secular pat s, sec and periodic
termsH, per (Brouwer, 1959)

Hi, = Hyysect Hay,per (3.4a)
3
Hay sec= 8120 - Yo 0(e) Fa04(1) (3.4b)
n* & & a\? q52p | yv—1,0
HJz’perZBW%T Zo :21 1 (F) ~ %% Ya (@ Fz0p(l) (3.4c)
p=0q
x cos[(q+2—2p)v+ (2—2p) w|
with ayp the mean motion
2
= % (3.5)
and
% (Ra\’ _ X% (HeRs)’
r=amla) —5(%&) o0

Concerning the third-body perturbation, we rewrfigy, in order to isolate the seculdtz,see the long-
periodicHap ), and the short-periodit/ s, sp terms

Hap = Hao(y,Y',Y,Y') = Hapsect Hapsp+ Havip - (3.7)
We define the secular part such that it does not contain amydepending of any angular variables
1 /T
Hsb,sec: H3b,se(,(_7_7Y7Yl) = T“Hlo ?/0 Hap dt = <H3b,sec>|’|,!gyg/’h’h, (3-8)
Knowing thatl andE are connected by (2.P2), we introduce the intermediatetiiom¢H ), :
1 [T
(Hap), = e ; 57‘[3de. (3.9)

This step was anticipated in the development of the thirdytatisturbing function. The factaa/r kept in Hzp
(see Eq.[{2.24) and{2.29)) is used to ofis&tin (3.9) and therefore, we can integrate with respe& éofunction
that depends explicitly oB.



Hence, the secular terms are given by

= 1 e o dI’ dgdg’ dhdh’

- 3.10

Hab sec (27_[)5/0 /0 /O (Hao), gdg ’ ( )

the long-periodic terms, which correspond to the slow aaguériables, are obtained by removing the secular

terms in(Hap),:

Happ = (Hao)) — Habsec, (3.11)

and the short-period terms are computed by eliminatirf§4gp all terms that do not depend on the fast varidble
throughE:

Hapsp=Hap — (Hap), - (3.12)

In practice, the splitting of3, is equivalent to an appropriate sorting of the indices indbeelopment of the
third-body disturbing function. Results for Moon and Sue established in Secti@fh 4.

3.2 Perturbations classification
Assume that the initial Hamiltonian can be sorted as foltows

1
H=Ho+H1+ §H2+0(3) (3.13)

with Hg the keplerian part. As usual, we put in the perturbing parthe secular variations and the periodic terms
due toJ; in order to reuse results fram Brouwer (1959). Concernieghtiird-body perturbations, we have chosen
to put in the?{; their secular part and it their periodic contribution, improving the degree of a@ayr of the
theory. Hence,

HO - HO(L) - HKep (3143)
Hl = Hl(l ’ g7 Y7 Y,) = HJ2,56C+ H3b,sec+ HJg,per (314b)
Ho =Ho(y,y Y, Y) = 2H 3, per = 2Hapsp+ 2Happ (3.14¢)

3.3 Elimination of the short period terms

In order to remove the fast variablefrom the Hamiltonian{, we shall apply up to the order 2 a change of
variables that transfornig to a new oneC through a generating function:

(yvylevY,) —V_> (y*ayle*aY/) (315)
%(yvylevY/) — K(_ag*vh*ay/aY*vY/)

We then assume that and) can be expanded as a series of the form
1
KL gh Y, Y, Y) =Ko+ K1+ K2+ 0(3) (3.16a)

1
V(g hy, YY) =Vi+ 3512+ 0(3) (3.16h)

Knowing that# is time-dependent, we shall use the time-dependent Liesti@m|Deprit (1969) to find the
determining function®; and},.

Order 0 The Lie’s Triangle is initialized with the identity transfoation
Ko =Ho (3.17)

Order1 The first order homological equation is given by

oy
K1=H1+{HoV1} - d—tl (3.18a)
oV, 0V
= Hy, sect Hap,sect Ha,,per — Qba—ll - 0—'[1 (3.18b)
where{a; B} is the Poisson brackets defined by
_ 3 (90 dB da B _
{G,B}y,vf le<d_yjd_Yja_YJd_YJ 77{B'a}y7Y ) (3.19)



We chooseC; such that it does not depend on any angle variables:

K1 = (Ha); = Hy, sect Habsec (3.20)
Moreover, sinCéH 3, per is Not explicitly time-dependent, the PDE_(3.18b) reducabeé classical equation

oy
(*ba—ll =My, per (3.22)

which gives the first order determining function of the skmetiodic terms due td,. DenotedV j,, this corre-
sponds to the solution established by Brouwer (1959)

V1,3, = oG [2 (—1+ 3c2) (p+esinv)

(3.22)
+82 (3sin(2v + 2g) + 3esin(v + 2g) + sin(3v + Zg))}
with ¢ = v —| the equation of the centar= cosl, s= sinl.
Order 2 The second order of the time-dependent Lie Transfom (D&@69) is given by
oV
Ko =Ha+{H1+ K1, V1} + {Ho: Vo) — d—tz (3.23a)
= 2f7"[3b,spﬁL 2Hsb,l pt {2/7"L12,sec7L 2Hsb,secﬁL H3,, per; Vl,Jz}
gl (3:230)
TR
and we choos&, independent of
Ko = <2f7"[3b,sp7L 2H3zp1p+ {ZHJZ,sec+ 2H3p sect Ha,per V1.3 }> (3.24a)
|
=2Happ + <{27'[J2,sec+ 2H 30 sect Ha,,pers V1.3, }> (3.24b)
[

The term{ZHJZ,sech H3,,pen Vl,JZ} is the same as those involved|in Brouwer (1959) or Kozai (1 9@2en
eliminating the short period at the second order. We set,

ICZ,JZ,' p(97 L7 G7 H) = <{2HJ2,SGC+ HJz,per; Vl,Jz }> (325a)
|

— 3u0)2G [2c2 (4 _ 1502) —4n (1 - 302) e (5 —182— 5c4)
(3.25h)
12 (28— 3052) cos 23]

Furthermore, a%{sy secis independent df, we have

< {Zﬂsb,seo' V13, } >| = {ZHsb,seo' (V1) } (3.26)

AlthoughdV, 3,/0! is a purely short periodic term, the generating functig, used by Brouwer is not. Indeed,
contrary to those chosen by Métris (1991), its average veiipect td is not null and depends on long periodic
terms through the angle variald€see EqlAIN in Append[XIA):

(1-n)(1+2n)

Vi) = —psG—— "= —sin% (3.27)
Then, the contribution of (3.27) ib(3.26) yields to a conglierm betweed, and the third-body:
oH a (v
Kacoup(d,Y,Y') = =2 ;Ct_"vse" < ;;9' (3.28a)
— apayset=MIE20) Tf; 21 cos 2y (3.28b)

with wé = 0Hzpsec/ 0G the secular effect due to the third-body on the argumenteptrigeay; and finally, we
get

’CZ = ’CZ,Jng(g? Y) + 2H3b,|p(ga hayla YaY/) + ICZ,COUp(g7 Y7 Y,) (329)



The homological equatiof (3.23a) involves thgartial derivative. To absorb the time-dependence dukedo t
external body motion into the Poisson bracket, we have asdimSectioh 2]2 that the anglgsrelated to the
third-body vary linearly with time and the momenita are constants (which is a good approximation). In this
way, we have

NV, Vs Vo 9V 3

_0V2
T T WGy TN~ 2“5y (330

with wj = {aq/ =l wy=9¢ = h’} assimilated to constant pulsations.
It results that the remaining short periods to be absorbadlig satisfy the following PDE

v, & v
o‘ba—|2 + Zl Wi a—ylz =2H3zpspt {ZHJz,sec‘f' 2H3p,sect Hay,pen Vl,Jz}
1= J

(3.31)

— < {Z’H\]z,sec-i- H3y,pen V1.3, } > .
|

The two Poisson brackets contain short periodic terndg,ineglected in Brouwer (1959) but notin Kazai (1962),
and short periodic terms derived from the coupling betwdesnd the third-body. As their contribution is small
compared to the first order i3, we can neglect them. So, by keeping only the direct effaptstd the third body,
the PDE[(3.311) reduces to

oV, 3 _0V2 _
%W + JZlOJJ a—ylj = 2H3b,sp- (3.32)

SinceHay sp depends explicitly oE, this PDE can be rewritten as

v, Sr_ov, 2
OE +JZlaBJ 3y = %a?{gbﬁsp. (3.33)
The small parameterB; = wj/wy correspond to the ratio between the slow pulsations nozedlby the fast
pulsation. Since the fastest long-period i5/2y: (about 28 days for the Moon) and supposing that the satellite
orbital period for a highly elliptic orbit can reach 1-2 dagg can not exceed/115.

We note that we have in factor 6{sysp the ratioa/r. This term will simplify due to the fact that we have
anticipated this factor in the development of the distugfimctions[(2.24) and (Z.29).

Then, we solve[(3.33) by means of a recursive process. GhatrBf < 1, we can assume th&p can be
expandable in power series of the quangfy

="+ W (3.34)
=1

In practice, a very small number of iterations are required the question of the theoretical convergence of

this series will not be discussed. Inserting this series€8iB3), the generating functiork, can be recursively

determined by using the relations

vy 2
S = e, (3.35a)
vy 3 9V
— - vigZ2  g>o0. 3.35b
aE Z aBJ ay/J ) (O ( )

=1

The order 0 is considered as the initial value and the ofder 1) as a correction of the solution of order We
impose also that the mean value of the generHéS? over the mean anomalyis zero:(V,), = 0. This can be
realized by adding a constaBt®) independent of the eccentric anomaly.

3.4 Elimination of the long period terms

To make the new dynamical systé@integrable, we shall now remove all the long-period pertidns. Starting
from the following perturbations classification

Ko(L) = Hkep (3.36a)
Ka(Y,Y") = My, sect+ Hansec (3.36b)

10



Ka(9, h,y’, YaY/) = K2,3,1p +2Hab1p + K2,coup (3.36¢)

we shall make another change of canonical coordingte¥™*) — (y**, Y**) such that the transformed Hamilto-
nian M is independent of any angle

yny YY) My YY)

3.37

K(_a g*ah*vy,aY*vY,> — M(_v_v_v_aY**aYl) ( )

with W the generating function related to this mapping.
Similarly to the previous Sectidn 3.4, we assume thitand)V can be expanded as a series:
1
MO, YY) = Mo+ M+ §M2+O(3) (3.38a)
1

W(a,hy, YY) =W+ §W2+(9(3) (3.38b)
and the new variables satisfy
dy=* JdM dy** oM

el v =0, Ff—Wszt (3.39)

We apply now the Lie-Deprit algorithm_(Deprit, 1969) as caieal perturbation method, and solve the chain of
the homological equations up to the order 2.

Order 0 Atthe order 0, we define
Mo =Ko (3.40)

Order 1 The determining equation at order 1 is given by

ow, & ow
Mlilclfab—lfz ' !

W (3.41a)
al L 9y,

and we choose
Ml = Kl = HJz,sec+ H3b,sec- (3-42)

It results thadV; is null up to an arbitrary function independent(bf’, ¢, b'), denotedvs, and determined at the
next order:

Wi = O+W1(g, h) (3.43)

Order 2 Thus, we have

12%%
Mz=/C2+{/C1+M1;W1}+{/C0;W2}—Wz (3.44)
then substituting the equatiohs (3.86a), (8.43) and (3w@&)yet
0W1 0W;|_ 3 0W2
= 2 —y—— — Wh—— — —— 4
Mo =Ka3,1p+ 2H301p + K2,coup— Ty 39 @ lej Y (3.45)
where
7}
oy = 20_G (HJg,sec‘f' Hsb,sec) =2 (%,Jz + wg,3b) (3.46a)
0
Wh = 20_H (HJg,sec‘f' Hsb,sec) =2 (fﬂn,JZ + 041,3b) (3.46b)
Now, let’s select fortM, the terms independent of any angular variables
Mo = My 3, sec (3.47a)
— <’C27‘]2!|p + 2H3b!|p + ’CZ,COU p>g,h,|/’g/’h/ (347b)
2
= 3up)2G [2c2 (4 - 15c2) _4n (1 - 3c2) e (5 182 5c4)] (3.47¢)
and make appear the long-period terms,
Magip = Ka,1p — Moy, sec= 360/3GE (28— 305°) cosy (3.48)

11



It turns out that the PDE(3.45) reads

aw ow, & oW,
g dgl+w” l+z Iy = Mz, 1p+2Hapip + K2 coup (3.49)
j

This can be solved by using the principle of superpositichthe separation of variables. By isolating#f,
the terms that depend on the angular variables of the diswbody orbit(l’,g’, h’") from those that do not depend,
respectively denoteH 3, 12 andHap p1, We get

ow ow
IDg—l + an—l = M2 3,1p+2H3p1p1+ K2,coup (3.50a)
a9 dh
3
aVVz

Since the right-hand-side members contain trigonometrim$ that are explicitly dependent of the variables of
differentiation involved in the left-hand-side membersttbgenerating functions can be easily determined. Thus,
the generatow; will contain the long-period part due to tlg effect (same expression as Brouwer) noted,,

the long-period part of the third-body disturbing functiodependent ofl’,g’,h’) notedw; 3, and the coupling
termsweoup, W2 Will contain the long-periodic terms involving at least aarggular variable related to the disturb-
ing body orbit :

W1 = W1 3, + W1 3p + Weoup (3.52)
According to [3.2B) and (3.4 a), we have
Wy g, = 3% AcACEs (14— 15s2) siny (3.52)

(1-n)(1+2n) wyap
1+n 0y
The derivation ofvy 3, will be discussed in the next section.

4 Determination of the generating functions related to the Mbon and Sun

The purpose of this section is to determine the generatorsneiting the short-period termi, and the long-
period termswy 3 andW, induced by the Moon and the Sun. The elimination of the péritatms is carried out
by applying the scheme exposed in the previous section.

4.1 Lunar perturbations

Let's adopt the compact notation

[ n n (<]
Z Z Z Z 4.2
>=2M=— nn'{ —np=0p Oqff (n+1) ’:700
and consider the perturbation of the Moon giverin (P.24)
L] a ~ B
Hao=—Rq =~ Y ~Anmnr.p.pad PO mom oo aq - (4.2)
For ease of notation, we will use the dots." to denote the indicesm,m’, p, p'}.
The intermediate functiof (3.9) requires thad, satisfiesg=0:
<H3b ZO-An ..... 0,9 eXpI@ n,..0q (4-3)
and the secular part is determined by choosing the indicebir@tion that vanishes the phaBg g 4:
= = >
n=2p, pP=p, Vp>1 (4.4)
m=m=q=q =0
thus,
Hapsec=— ) A2p.0,0,p.p.00 - (4.5)
p>1

12



4.1.1 Short-periodic generating function

Starting from[[3.1R), deriving short-periodic terms frétg, implies to satisfy the conditiog # O:

a
Hansp=—Y (F — 63) An.qq &PIO, - (4.6)

The generating functiol can be represented in series and determined by solvingettaivie scheme formulated
in (13:33). We prove in Append[x]B that the solution at the erde> 0 can be put in the form
o+1

z A %21 e)expio, iiq> 4.7)

—(o+1)

V(o) —

orin trlgonometrlc form (see Append@A)

o A , g+1
V(o') _ 7(71)0 Am,r'd n,...,q,q Z(gg)(e)
0 (q + 6(?)(Jlb s=—(0+1) (4.8)

% [E7OUnmar(€)SIN®™ + (1) ™E*OUp 1y (e) sinO" |

with
@i = k'I'Jr]!mJ:)!CH,S:l: k'I'J:-Ln-(":)/’q/ 9 (49a)
£ = (N— 2p) @y + Mcon + | @y + (n— 2p) @y + m(wh/} : (4.9b)

The summations designated pyare similar toy except that the indexes andm’ run from O ton instead of—n

ton.
Initial values for the functlonsl o is

~ A ;
A(O) = n,...,q,q v 4.10
n,...,q,q (qu 63)% q ( )
and forzé?s):
0 e 0 e .
Go=1 &)i=015. 4i=0%5 ifaq#0 (4.11a)
e e .
Go=0 &li=-3 &i=5 , ifa=0 (4.11b)

The next order is determined recursively by using the reesti

T(o+1) 1
‘An,...,q,q’ U,+ ‘A ..... q,q (4- 12)

and

1 (0) €, _©€,(0) i _
q

e e .
(_ch-,of)qfl + 470+ 2 AP 2 ngi)qﬁ) » fs=-q (4.13b)
We can show by induction that the eIemefég) verify the property:

19 s=1-28)(-1)°%2 . (4.14)

Remark that thé -elements are chosen such t#at(?) /9E contains no terms independent®fso (V(9)), =0 .
In practice, the correctiorns > 0 only permit to improve the initial solution by about a few ters.

NI @

4.1.2 Long-periodic generating function

To determinav; 3, and)Vs in (3.50b), we shall isolate all the long-period perturbasirelated tdzp, from the

PDE [3.29)

OWo a0 NWoay & _OVA\;z,sbi
e R T +J;wj 3, =2Mapp (4.15)
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such that
Waah = Wazs + Wi ap (4.16)

According to [3.I11), the long-periodic part &3, corresponds to the terms that satigfy: 0 and do not simulta-
neously satisfy the condition(4.4):

7'[3blp**%~/4n ..... 09 EXPIO, oq/+ZA2pOOpPOOv

.....

:—ZAn ..... 0qEXPIO, 4y (4.17)

with

z - qZOi nzzgzzp’ - ngq:o (419

m=nf= (n—2p,p'~p)#(0,0)
a=q'=0 (mn,q)#(0,0,0)

Therefore, substituting (4.1.7) ih (4]15) and solving theEP@e get

o —72 o %exp.e 77777 o0g tC> (4.19)
with |

eni,...‘o q = =Whmpo+ LIJnmr 0. (4.20a)
&r.q = (N—2p)my+mah+ [q’ow +(n—2p)ay + m(wn/] (4.20D)

andC an arbitrary function independentlofWe takeC = 0.
Converting[(4.IP) into trigonometric form for numericahsputations (see Appendix E.3), we find

Ay - . Un,m,r’d( ) _
W2,3b = — ZZABn An 77777 qu/ lgi S|n® .0 q,
© (4.21)
—ntYnm-m(€) .
+(71)n m n,m£+ _Slne:,O,q/‘| 3
with
2_5M(2_ m
g~ 282 .22
The summations designated Emre similar to.z. except that the indicem andn' run from 0 ton instead of—n
ton.
Finally, we deduce froni{4.19) (dr(4121)) and (4.16):
=W, 4.2
Wigp =Wz g0’ (4.23a)
Woan = Wsah— Wi 3h - (4.23b)

4.2 Solar perturbations

Consider now the perturbations due to the Sun and let us dbfrgymbols

. n

2=

and

n n+1 0
(4.24)
n> 2m= 7np 0 Oqf—(n+1 )g/=—00

z - qzb* nzgozp’ - ngq:o (429

m= (n—2p,p'~p)#(0,0)
4=q=0 (mg)##(0,0)
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such that,

L] a ~
Ho=-Re=- z FAn,myp,F/,q,q’ explOnmp p.aq - (4.26)
Proceeding as for the Moon case, expressions of the secwdaha long and short-periodic part are respectively,
Hosec=— Y A2p0p.p00 (4.272)
p>1
. a -
Hosp=—) <; - 53) An,..qq €XPIOn. qq (4.27b)
%Q,Ip = z -’Zn,...,o,q’ expl en,...,O,q’ (4-27C)
The generating function eliminating the short-periodiate at the ordeo > 0 reads
(o) —
V= ) Wl q q (4.28a)
(0) ) A
Vn’_'_’q ¢ A ‘‘‘‘‘ q o Z g5 (€)eXpIOnmp v s q (4.28b)
s=—(o+1)
or
(0) o
Vn,...,q,q’ =—(-1)°(2- 5Om>~’4n7,_,’q’q/ z qu (e)sin®n__ qisq - (4.29)
s=—(0+1)
and the generating function eliminating the long-periddics can be written as
n,...0,
Wz@ =—= Z 200 oy On..oq - (4.30)
..... q
or
Woo = =25 (2— &) An...0¢ SinGn,_ og (4.31)
’ En,..o
with
&n...q = (N—2p)wy+mah — oy — (n—2p ) wy (4.32)

5 Complete solution of the motion equations

Suppose that the initial conditiods= (y,Y) (or equivalently(a,e 1, h,g,1)) are known at the instaiy.
We present in this section the procedure to determine th@letensolution of the dynamical systekhat any
instantt. This is illustrated through the diagram in Figlie 1 with
(1) The transformation of the initial osculating elememi®imean elements with—* and/—1;

(2) The propagation of the mean elements at any tithanks to the normalized Hamiltonian, such as the action
variables are constant and the angular variables are hvigatime;

(3) The transformation of the mean elements into osculaiements withV and).

5.1 Transformation of the initial elements

The new set of variable§* can be expressed from the old variabighrough the determining functiow,
eliminating the short-period variations, and by means efitie series (Deprit, 1969)

_ 1 ke
=¢ fk; n!/\v& (5.1)
where/\,, & denotes the Lie derivative
] aV
AvEi = {&;V) = Z {a,e }05 (5.2)
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| (1 -
Numerical integration (2) [ M(E)
\:/ - 3) -
Ei(t) «—— &) «,— &7 )

Figure 1: Diagram of the change of variables between the lagitig elements and
the mean elements. Steps (1) to (3) correspond to the acellptiopagation and
the "Numerical integration" is assumed to be the refereratet®n.

andA = Ay (/\‘{;1 thek-th derivative.
Up to the ordek = 2, (5.1) writes

. 1
& =&—{&vih -5 (1€va) - {{&vhn} ) +0(3) - (5.3)
Some numerical tests permitted us to deduce that perioditstén J2 can be neglected in the theory without
significant loss of accuracy. It results,

1

E=&—{& V1) — > {&: Vo). (5.4)
Applying the inverse transformation [(5.4) to the initial  cakating elements
& =& (to), we get

" 1
E o) = &~ M= (/\vz (A, @gi) (5.5)

with V =V (&i(to)).
In the same way, we can now remove the long-period variatio§i$ with the generating function/, provid-
ing the mean elemeng™ used for the secular solution

E(10) = & — My & — Mo — Py & — P o &
' (5.6)

1 * *
=5 (Ao, & +Aw, o &)
with W =W (& (to)) and we verify that\,ya* = 0.
If we consider that & are  keplerian  elements then, for any function
f = f(&) € R, the derivative[(5]2) transforms into
f
Nia= _Ja’L‘Z_| (5.7a)
of of
of of
Asl 7fJ|,Gd—ng|7H% (5.7¢)
f
Afh:JLHg—I (5.7d)
of of
/\fg—Je,G% +JI,GH (5.7¢e)
of of
A¢l —Ja,L% +JaL% (5.7f)

with the Jacobian matri% ; = dx;/dY; defined in[(D.2).
For each perturbation, the associated derivativ@sarid)V with respect to keplerian elements are established
in AppendiXB.
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5.2 The secular solution
The secular solution of the systefn 2.7) derives from thenadized Hamiltonian(3.38a)

M:M0+M1+%M2+O(3) (5.8a)
Mo =Hykep= -2 (5.8b)
Mi=Hyz sect H sect Ho sec

= *ZVZG (1* SC) - z <~"T(( 2p,0,0,p,p,0,0 +~"T® 2p,0ﬁp,pﬁ0,0) (5-8C)
p=1
Mo = 236 {2& (4— 15c2) _an (1— 302>2 & (5— 182 — 5c4>} (5.8d)
2
Knowing that for any set of variabl& (canonical or not)

dé; 6 oM
— =AME = 5,,51 - (59)

B 3 {se} o2
the solution of the equations of motidn (3.39) expressedjidrian elements is

a’(t) = ag (5.10a)
g't) =€} (5.10b)
1"(t) =14 (5.10c)
W/(t) = H+ (%2 ol + %) At (5.10d)
') =00+ (‘*’ész +W) gt + wé’,@> At (5.10€)
1"(t) = 1§+ <wo +ay, + ‘%5 + o' + aq’b) At (5.10f)

with At =t —to, a, the mean motion ana, [}, wy [, @ [ the secular variations related to each perturbative term
of the analytical theoryd,, J5, MoonandSun Their expression are given below. Note that, as far as wakitie
the first time that a compact and general relation to compéesécular terms at any degree is proposed for the

Moon and Sun.

J, effect
Given that the normalized hamiltonias(3.4b) Jeand [3.47h) fod are similar to Brouwer (1959), the secular
variations are given, respectively, as

w3, =6wyn (173co§l) , (5.11a)

W3, = 6Yon (1—500§I) , (5.11b)

thy, = 12papcosl (5.11¢)

and

W g = gwoyfr] {10(1—6cz+13c4> +16n (1—302>2—5e2 (5—18c2+504>} , (5.12a)
3

@, = 5 013 {72(17502> (5+43%) +24n (1-32) (1-5¢) 65,120
_& (257 12602+4504>] ,

g = Joe|4(1-102) 4120 (1-3¢) - & (9-5) (5.120)
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Moon and Sun perturbations
Consider that the secular part of the lunar perturbatio &hd the solar perturbations _(4.R7a) can be written

Hansec=— 3 BpFapop(1)Z5"(e) (5.13)
p=1
with
(a\* Uspoole) | °
b= g <E> Fapopll) Xy P10 > [ L ’ (5.14)
30=0
then, we have:
2p+1,0
wWab=—" BpFepop(l) (Zj:Ja‘LZépH'o(e)-i-Je‘L w) (5.15a)
p>1
2p+1.0
Ga—— 3 By (Je.Gsz‘o,aI) L +J|.G‘9F"’g‘|”"('>z§p“'°<e)) (5.15b)
p>1
o = — Z‘]' Bpﬁszop()ngu,o(e) (5.15c)
Forn= 2 (or p= 1), we find for the Moon case
Hg 10—3n2
U= 52 a3 5 (1-3c0g1) (1-3coc) (1-3cod1¢ ) | (5.16a)
3 n 2_5codl
3 5-3n2
W =~ 35H mcosl (1 3cod )(1—3co§l<(> 4 (5.16¢)
and for the Sun case
__He 10-3n /, B
e =""g PR (1 3co§l) (1 300§I@) : (5.17a)
3 n 2 _5co¢|
= 5 —— (1-3cogl 5.17b
Do = 164 pnaz 13, ( ®) (5.17b)
3 5—3n2
o = 1640 e cosl (1-3col) . (5.17¢)

5.3 Propagation of the elements

If the mean elemeni§™ are known, we can propagate the equation of motions at atgnitis Beginning to add
the long-periodic terms thanks W, the new variable§ can be expressed in Lie series (Deprit, 1969) as

1
e — A& 5.18
& =4 +k;n! Vgl‘gi:gi** (5.18)

By proceeding in the same way as in the inverse transformatiee, if we consider a canonical transformation up
to the order 2 and we discard tii¢terms, we get

EI* (t) = gl** + /\Wl,.]z gl** + /\Wcoup i** =+ AWl,C( EI** =+ AW1'® EI**

(5.19)

1 *k Kk
+3 (/\Wz‘(( "+ Aw, o & )

with W =W (E1(1)).
Hence, add the short-period variations modeledvby: V (£#(t)) to & gives the osculating elemends,
solution of the dynamical systef:

E(t) = & + My, E + 5 (/\V A, 8 (5.20)

All the derivatives with respect to keplerian elements Iaed in the Lie operatof(5l7) are defined in Apperidix B.
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6 Numerical tests

In this section, we present some numerical tests to showtiabibf the theory. The complete analytical solu-
tion described in Sectidd 5 was implemented in Fortran 9@mmm APHEO (Analytical Propagator for Highly
Elliptical Orbits).

All the numerical tests have been realized with the objedt[34, an Ariane 5 debris in Geostationary Transfer
Orbit (GTO). The initial orbital elements are given in Talllewith a semi-axis majoa = 24 286863 km, eccen-
tricity e = 0.726 and inclinationt = 5.957°, perigee altitudér, = 267 km and apogee altitudg = 83555 km,
and an orbital period of ~ 10.463 h.

[\scriptsize]
ARIANE 5 DEB [SYLDA]
1 402740 14062D 14313.65939750 .00023668 00000-0 92879-2 0 135
2 40274 5.9570 168.6919 7263810 197.5825 109.5543 2.29386099 532

Table 1: Two-Line Elements of SYLBA(NORAD Id: 40274)
In Table2 we give the values of the secular effects on thdlisateangular variable$l, g, h) induced by the

J, effect (Eq[5.11E5.12) and the luni-solar perturbatiorgs [E215 truncated at the degree 4), computed from the
initial osculating elements.

| Keplerian J Sun Moon

wh 0 rad/s -0.833774995391E-07 rad/s -0.352535863831E-09 d/sra -0.772650652420E-09 rad/s
Th Not defined h —87220000 d —56477000 y —257.69000 y

0 rad/s 0.165449887355E-06 rad/s 0.442584087739E-09 s rad/ 0.969432099980E-09 rad/s
Tg Not defined h 439.54 d 449.86 y 205.380 y
4] 0.166814278636E-03 rad/s 0.566636363022E-07 rad/s 2063804828E-09 rad/s -0.836496682109E-09 rad/s
T 10.4627 h 1283.4 d -520.17 y -238.02 y

Table 2: Values of the precession rateand their associated period ©n the satellite’s angular variables= (1,g,h)
induced by the effect of &nd the luni-solar perturbations.

6.1 Degree of accuracy

In this part, we have sought to evaluate the degree of walafibur analytical model related to each external
disturbing body, sketched in Figuré 1. As reference sahytiee have integrated the motion equations defined
in (Z.13d) using a fixed step variational integrator at thezofd It is based on a Runge-Kutta Nystrom method, fully
described in the thesis Lion (2013). This kind of integraimre well-adapted for high elliptical orbits and numer-
ical propagation over long periods. For more details abloeitvariational integrator, see elg. Marsden and|West
(2001)/ Westl(2004), Farr and Bertschinger (2007) | FFar@920

For both analytical and numerical propagations, we havgrasd that the apparent motion for each disturbing
body can be parametrized by a linear precessing model (sg®i§2.1). The Fourier series in multiple of the
mean anomalyi(2.19) are expanded up to the o@ler4, which is quite enough for external bodies such as the
Moon and Sun.

Perturbations related to the Sun Let us consider the perturbations®fand the Sun. Since the variations of
. are proportional tda/ax)", it is enough to expand the series umte: 3, so~ 4 x 1012 The parameter

is kept zero here because the short periodic correctiondviest by the time dependence are very small. Indeed,
we have for example foa only few meters in RMS for the first order correction and a f@amtaneters beyond,

to be compared to the 10 km of the analytical solution plotted in Figurel 2a. Thismigs us also to reduce
considerably the time computation without loose in stapdind accuracy.

In Figure[2h, we show that the analytical model fits the nuoaisolution quite well. The main source of
errors is the computation of the mean eleméiitsfrom the initial osculating element$, which is truncated in
our work at the order 1 id,. If we apply the direct-inverse change of variables on tieeneintsei(tp), which
corresponds to steps (1) and (3) of the Fidure 1, the regultw initial elements noted; (to) differ by a quantity
that is not null. This is why the errors on the metric elememé&snot centered on zero. This yields a phase error
increasing the amplitude of the error during the propagedi® we can see clearly da or Ae. The problem is
slighty different for the angular variables. The small rémreg slopes result from the approximation of the secular
effects due ta,:

2Available orhttp: //celestrak.com/satcat.
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i) We have used the Brouwer’s expressions expanded ﬂﬁ) & we have not totally all the contribution &f
compared to the numerical solution;

i) The secular terms are evaluated from the mean elemeste@{2).

Perturbations related to the Moon = Similar tests have been done with the Moon in Fiduire 2. Bezays< ag),

it is necessary here to develop the disturbing function ugt teast tan = 4 to improve significantly the solution,

see Figurél4. We remark that the modeling errors are morertanptahan for the Sun, particularly on the long
periodic part of, o andQ. This is not surprising since the motion of the Moon is bo#tdaand more complicated

than the motion of the Sun.
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(b) Comparison between the analytical solution and the migalesimulation.

Figure 2: Perturbations: g + Sun with settings &= 3, 0 = 0.
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Figure 3: Perturbations: g + Moon with settings n=4, o = 0.

22



X 10-4 Mean = 1.00737E-04 —— RMS = 1.0055E-04
4r m B
Bef w 1
= , mﬂ%%m W
O g A |
0 500 1000 1500

x 1072 Mean = 1.40921E-04 —— RMS = 2.6568E—03

5- WW
=
g
o Or “M«w
Tt "
_5 |
0 500 1000 1500
o Mean = 8.85325E-04 —— RMS = 2.5660E-03
sl ,
=
°
S ol M |
<

0 500 1000 1500 [days]

Figure 4: Perturbations: g + Moon with settings = 2, 0 =0. Com-
parison between the analytical solution and the numericalgation.

6.2 Explicit time dependence

We have evaluated the contribution of the explicit time def@nce due to the third body motion, modeled by the
generating functio?V; 3, and the corrections > 0. In Figurelb, we have performed similar tests than in the
previously one, but with, 3, = 0. By comparing the errors with the results in Figurels 2b[d)o& can see that
taking into account the time dependence permits to redwdrift rate up to a factor of 3.

Aw [rad]

AQ [rad]

x10° Mean=1.26166E-03 —— RMS = 8.4953E-04 «10° Mean =8.34215E-03 -— RMS = 5.6941E-03
200 ‘ ‘ ‘
3+ i
2r 7 T 10]
U 19
or . o
0 500 1000 1500 0 500 1000 1500
x1072 Mean = -2.28168E-03 —— RMS = 1.5202E-03 %107 Mean = -9.61612E-03 —— RMS = 6.3728E-03
or i q ok
-2k m m ‘ ‘ | §
'3 -10F
-4+ 4 <
| i -20F
_6 L L L L i i i i
0 500 1000 1500 [days] 0 500 1000 1500 [days]
(a) J2 + Sun witm = 3. (b) J2 + Moon withn = 4.

Figure 5: Comparison between the analytical solution withtime dependence and the numerical simulation.

6.3 Inverse-direct change of variables

Another way to evaluate the performance of our analyticappgator is to apply on a set of osculating elements
an inverse transformation, then a direct transformationd,ta verify that we find the identity.
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Figure[® is a sample plot of the behavior of the relative arioposition due to the successive transformations
of the initial osculating element (to) illustrated in Figuré1l, against inclination. Other par&eng remain the
same. For more clarity, results for the Sun and Moon have beeputed separately and the relative error is
defined by

(6.1)

with x; andx; denoting respectively the rectangular coordinates befodeafter the transformation of the elements
&i.

1 \ \ \ \
—+-J2+Sun

ok | —*-J2+Moon o] f | %Tﬁf %%TT W&;ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ Tfﬁf X ¥ %T il
‘ el 7 ‘ ‘

\ \ \ \ \ \
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
Inclination [deg]

Figure 6: Relative errors occurring during the inverse<lit transformations as a function of the inclination.
Settingsn=3,0 =0.

As we can seen, the change of variables is very sensitiveetintination. The peaks correspond to a res-
onant term, that the theory does not deal with. By collectirgresonant frequencies in APHEO satisfying the
conditions:

£¢ = (N—2p)ay, + Moy, + (q’oqG +(n—2p) oy +mon, ) ~0 (6.2)

€5 = (N—2p)wy.3, + Mn 3, — (q’oq® + (n—2p’)wg®) ~0 (6.3)

we were able to identify the set of resonances given in _(Hsgh@80) up tar = 3 for this test.

7 Conclusions

The construction of an analytical theory of the third-bo@ytprbations in case of highly elliptical orbits is facing
several difficulties. In term of the mean anomaly, the Fausi&ries converge slowly, whereas the disturbing
function is time dependent. Each of these difficulties casdbeed separately with more-or-less classical methods.
Concerning the first issue, it is already known that the Femwseries in multiple of eccentric anomaly are finite
series. Their use in an analytical theory is less simple thassical series in multiple of the mean anomaly, but
remains tractable. The time dependence is not a great diiffiomly a complication: after having introduced the
appropriate (time linear) angular variables in the disngliunction, these variables must be taken into account
in the PDE to solve during the construction of the theory.

However, combining the two problems (expansion in term&efeccentric anomaly and time dependence) in
the same theory is a more serious issue. In particular,rapthie PDE[(3.35) in order to express the short periodic
terms generating function is not trivial. In this work we kgwoposed two ways:

e using an appropriated development of the disturbing fencimvolving the Fourier series with respect to
the eccentric anomaly;
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e computing the solution of the PDE by means of an iterative@ss, which is equivalent to a development
of a generator in power series of a small ratio of angulanfeegies.

These allowed us to get a compact solution using speciatimec The main advantage is that the degree of
approximation of the solution (e.g. the truncatioaf the development in spherical harmonics and the number of
iterationso in the resolution of[(3.35) can be chosen by the user as nemttkdot fixed once and for all when
constructing the theory.
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A Determination of (V1) for V1 #0

Begin to expand the disturbing function due to zonal hareshiin Hill-Whittaker variables|(Kaula, 1961, 1966),

BT R ety asn-apy -

with Fy 0.p(1) the standard inclination functions related to the Kauladination functionﬁn’oﬁp(l )=(-1) [(n+m+2)/2] Fnop(l)
(see Gooding and Wagner, 2008).

In order to isolate easily the secular and periodic termscare introduce the elliptic motion functions as
defined in[(2.1B), and we develop them by using Fourier sefidse true anomaly in the same way than Brouwer
(1959). However, we propose here to involve the Hansendd@‘fluentsY ( e) (Brumberg and Fukushirna,

1994) which permits to have a more general, compact anddfosm representation :

—+00
o=y YoK(e) exprqv (A.2)
g=—o0

These coefficients are very interesting. In case whete), theY-elements can be expressed in closed form and
the sum oveq is bounded by—n+ k;n+K]. Indeed, they are null for & —n < k,

e SZT (e ) a?

with B =e/(1+n)andKy =k—q> 0.
More over, we can deduce froln (2119) the properties:

—k k—
A A quk (A.4)
Hence, rewntlng[IEIl) as
R= 22 ( ) An pqcos{(q—kn 2p)v+ (n— 2p)g+n (A.5a)
p= OqffnJrl 2
H(Re 1 10
An’p,q - a <?) Jn I” Yq m (e) Fn’o’p(l) (A5b)
the secular part is
1 2 1 2 2 1 2
T ah b als) v
= Z pAZp p,0 (A6)
and the periodic part
n n-1 l 2
Rper= ( ) — 8,09 | Anpa
ngz pZOq:ZnJrl (A.7)

X cos[(qu n—2p)v+ (n—2p)g+ ng}

From the last equation, it is easy to show that the generaiimgtion modeling the short periods term due to the
zonal harmonic at the order one can be given by:

1
Vlzfa/Rperdl

5355 4 o
=—— n.p.g =
Wo ({52 p=0q="F+1 Q+n_2p+5nfq2p

(A.8)
xsin{(qjtn 2p)v+ (n—2p)g+n—= ]+6” Zpéqqo}

with ¢ = v —| the equation of the center.
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We can now proceed to the computation of the mean valug @fith respect to the mean anomalpeeded
in the coupling term{3.26). Becaugecontains purely periodic terms, é(p)l = 0, the only contribution comes
from the averaging overof the trigonometric term sim v + g). By isolatingv andg, we get

(sin(av + Bg))l = (sinav), cosBg+ (cosav), sinf3g (A.9)

As sine is an odd functiofsinav), = 0 and according to the definitioh (2]19), equatibn {A.9) kuto the
simple value:

(sin(av +Bg)), = %YOZ’O’ sinBg (A.10)

Hence,
-q

_ n—2p
o z2p OqffnJrl qun 2p+6, n— 2p (A.12)
X nYz AHN=2Psin(n— 2p)g

B Proof of the recurrence V.°)

Let us prove that if the solution (4.7) works for the orderthen it works for the ordes + 1 .
Inserting [(4.Y) into[(3.38b) leads to

avéﬂl) . q(o+1) (0+1
z DAL aq SXP1On_og z Z)q expi(g+9)E| , (B.1)
s=—(0+2
with
To+l) = (o)
‘An,...,q,q’ =é&n., Q"An,...,q,q’ ’ (B.2a)
(0+1) o €. (o
Zq =1 (qu - qs)l > (5’511) . (B.2b)

Let us make two remarks. Firstly, we consider in our prockatan elemerﬂ,’éfg) is null if no value has been
assigned in previous iterations. Secondly, by imposingtrestraint

(0) _ & (0 (0)
60 = 3 (8701 + 8 701) - (B.3)
we ensure thad V(?+1) /9E contains no terms independentif

n(o+1) _ (0) _€;(0) €;(0) _
{gq =1 (Zq,q ~5%-q-17 3 q,q+1> =0, (B.4)
and so(V(9)), = 0.

Finally, we derive from the integration df (B.1) the coriieatat the ordeo + 1:
1 . (71)04»1 ~ 1 g+ 1

V§o+ )= z (IAg?tq?q (ch+§)qg+ >eXp| On,.qgtsq (B.5)

C Derivatives of the generating functions

In this part, we give all the partial derivatives with respeche keplerian elements, eI, h, g,1) of the generating
functionsVy 3,, Wy 3,, V2 3o and W, 3¢, required in the canonical transformations.
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C.1 Partial derivatives of Vy 4,

Derivatives of)1 3, with respect to the kelperian elements are those given imBeo (1959):

3 3
mggz :2y2nL{(1+3c2> (?) ,731] +332(?) cos(29+2v)} , (C.1a)
01;;2 = 6),5°G {cos(ZngZv) +ecos(2g+v) + gcos(29+3v)} , (C.1b)
dVLJZ B
F 0 (C.10)
o0V, _ Vo
Dk Py, (C.1d)
0V, B > .
de = VzG{2<1+3C )(F+l)smv,
(C.1le)
—3s [(F —1)sin(2g+v) — (F+ %) sin(2g+3v)] } ,
01;;2 = GVZGCS[—Z(QH— esinv)
o (C.1f)
+sin(2g+2v) +esin(2g+v) + 3 sin(29+3v)} .
with ™ = 2 (2724 1).
C.2 Partial derivatives ofwy j,
Sincew, j, is only independent df andl,
dWlJz 1 d(ﬂg 5
e R =73, = C.2
da Wi <wg da "a)’ (C.2a)
dWlJz 1 d(ﬂg e 2
2 73 _=_Z 2
ae Wl,Jz <wg ae ’72 e ) (C b)
owy 3, 1 dmy 4c(7—158)
2 il _ 2
Fl Wi <wg J  S(14_159) )’ (C.2¢)
an.Jz W
% 6%y§e2G52 (14 15s2) cos2y, (C.2d)
owyy, 0wy,
2oL, 7L, 2
ah a (C.2¢)
Note that these relations yield to those_of Brouvver (1958)do= wy,J,.
C.3 Partial derivatives of weoup
The generating functiowcoypis independent df andl. We have:
dWcoup 2 00)93[3 %3b d% 2 .
== 2 _ 5 = C.3
oa @ | da @ | 0a +a y>sGl3sinyy, (C.3a)
OWeoup _ 2 | (0Cha _ Chao Oy | - Gob 2(2+f7; + iz Y2 Gssin2y, (C.3b)
de Wy de @ Je Ty \ (1+n)° N
0Weoup 2 Oyzp Wy3p [ Oy .
= — | S : — - S - C3
a0 o I = o C yGl3sin2y, (C.3c)

29



OWcoup

Wy,3p

79 74WSGF3E cos3y,
O0Weoup _ 0Weoup -0

oh al ’
with

(1-n)(+2n)

r =
8 1+n

C.4 Partial derivatives of 1
Since we have chosen to represgnby a series (se€(3.84)):

v=w"+3y W,

o>1

these derivatives are deduced fron?).

Derivatives of V(%)

From [4.7) and[{4.28b), we get

(0)
aVn ..... q,q _ mV@
dh n,....q,q °
v
-0, (o)
709 =(-2p)V, . ad
Since our generating functions involves the satelliteteatric anomalye, thel-derivative is
(0) ()
an,...,q,q’ _r aVn,...,q q
ol ~a O0E
of 50) ¢ (0)
=—(-1) aAn 77777 ad (A+9){gs expI©n  gisq -

s=—(0+1)

For the metric elements,

oVl (—1)° AA9 g1
----- a9 _ _ n,...,q.q (0) ,
d(a,l) N | d(al) Z o5 (€)exXpIOn _qisq -

s=—(0+1)
Given thatV(9) depends o both explicitly and implicitly througtE (e, 1), with use of

9E _ 35inE = i? [exp(1E) —exp(—1E)] ,

de r 21

we obtain

dvr<~|0) , (_1)0 g+1 ™ az(a) JE
RO e (o) a5 (o)

- A g +1(9+9)5={qgs
de RN n.--.a.a de de
049
+ r;,éﬁqq cho) EXPIOn, .. grsq -

Derivatives of «‘Tgf_.).‘q‘q’

.....

70 = 70
A, a.q O_dgn ..... q (o-1) L g0 /aAn ..... a.q
dael) ~d(ael) "ad T g(ael)
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with

A0 1 0 An _qq 9wy
..... 0.9 n...qq q
- 0, — C.12
Taeh ~aram | daen @M argmen €12
The differential ofg, . andg, , are given by:
o€, o 0 0
..... q Wy h
-2 ! A
d(a,el) ( p)(3(a,e,l) +m(3(a,e,l) (C.13a)
0, ¢ 1 (08 4 dwy
..... _ 1 S 1
ael)  w <a<a,e,|) Fnd 3a e ) (C.130)
with the partial derivatives ok, wy andw, defined in the AppendicelD.
Derivatives of (7
Derivatives onég) can be computed by means of recurrence relation. Using)(fod8+# ¢, we get
‘9Zq0+l 1 9447 azqs 1 eazcggl
de  (g+s) | de 2 ode 2 Ode (C.14)
1,000 1,00
T 9%gs-17 95gstl )
and fors= —q
1) (o+1) +1)
0Zq0+ _1 Z(o—+1 L7t g (3Zqiq,1+ 5anq+1 (C.15)
de 2 L7he-at1 = He e ' '
Concernlngthe|n|t|aI|zat|oﬂZ /(3e according to[(4.11), we have
99 0 1, 99 1
90 _ 9-1_ 4 91 =5 q ;
6 =0, 96 26 e o', sig#0 (C.16a)
Zep oY, 1 0yy 1 .
de =0, de 2’ ode 2 siq=0 (C.16b)
C.5 Partial derivatives of )7\7273b
Let us pose
An aq
Cn. .qq = — (C.17)
&n,..., q
such that the generating function eliminating the longquic terms\V; 3, writes
W2,3b12|zcn ..... 0. €XPIOn oq - (C.18)
The partial derivatives with respect thyg, h) are simple to obtain:
AW
0§3b 722 MCh,.. 0.q €XPIOh _oq > (C.19a)
AW ap
G = 25 (1-2P)Co_0q©XPIO, o (C.19b)
OWag =0, (C.19c¢)
A
while those with respect to the metric elemef@se, |) require more attention:
0W23b .....
d(ael) = Z 0 eXp'®n ..... 09 s (C.20)
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with

dcn,...,o,q’ _ 1 (aAn,...,O,q’ _C dgn ..... q ) . (C.Zl)
En,..q

d(ael) dael) "™%3@el)

dvzn ..... 9,9 n -

ga  alnead (C.22a)
den ..... a9 ./Zn’_‘_,q,q/ az(r]'lel,anp

de = Zcr;+17n72p de ; (C22b)
den ..... 99 Avn ,,,,, 9,9 7] Fn,m,p

7] ~\ Fump ETH (C.22¢)
and fore, q:
d‘gn / 17} 0

R _ LDg h
dael) ( 2IO)z?(a,e,l) +md(a,e,|) (C.23)

wherewy andm, defined in[(3.46a). Partial derivatives of the pulsatiorsestablished in AppendiEé D.

D Derivatives of the pulsations

Derivatives ofx = (a,e 1)T with respect to¥ = (L,G,H)T are

2
— 0 0
ox | e
X n n
== 1 - 0 D.1
oY noaze noaZe 1 (®-1
C

noa2ns  npa2ns

DenotingJ; j = dx%/dYj, we have

—-J 0 0
N 1 al
2= 2a| %t %o O (D.2a)
0 Jc JH
0 0 0
0J 1
il 0 —) e -
0O O 0
% - % o 0 o0 (D.2c)
0 Jn Jg

Given that{y;x} = 0x/0dY, derivatives of the pulsation can be written

3 2y .42
0 (dy :Z 0°X; 0M+%0M (D.3)
oxc \ dt S\ 9% 0x;  IY Ix0X;
We give in Tabl€B the derivatives of mean motion and secwdations due td,. Those associated to the secular
part of the third bodyg w, 3,/ 9%, can be determined by using the expresdion {5.13) and thialperivatives

2p\ il , d1Fapop(1) 9KZ5P0(e)
( i )58" a1 Ik ©4)

i+j+k
o't H3b,sec_

dladiedkl p;
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a e |

e
0v2/0l 2% as¥ 0
3
dan/dl] 7% 0 0
3wy e
0w 3,/0[] 5 |:1+14V2I’) <173c2)} 18w0y§ﬁ (173c2> 36wp)an cs
dwy3,/0[] —21%;@(1—502> 24oooy2n—e2 (1—502> 60wpysCs
e
0 wh3,/0[] *42%V2C 48000V2? c —12upyes

Table 3: Partial derivatives ofs, the mean motioay and the secular variationgw j,, Wy 3,, @h 3,) With respect tqa, e, l).
We have pulj = v/1— €2, c= cosl and s= sinl.

E Trigonometric transformation

In this appendix, we present a method to convert the detémianctions related to the disturbing body from
exponential to trigonometric form. The method is similathat we have used in Lion etial. (2012, see Section
3). Since this kind of transformation is tedious but canlgdsad to algebraic errors, we give the main results
to establish the trigonometric expression of the Moon'glperiodic and the short-periodic generating function
(much harder than for the Sun).

E.1 Symmetries

To begin, the eccentricity functionxg™™(e), Zg"™(e), Zé?(e), and the inclination function$, m p(l), Unms(€),
admit several symmetries. Particularly, we haverfor. O the following properties:

Z""(e) = Z0M(e) . [nmsez (E.1a)
X" M) = XDM(e) . [nmsez (E.1b)
79 (e = (-1)°(1-2502%(e), [as€Z oeN] (E.1c)
and

Fn—mn—p(l) = (— )”mHFn,m,p(l) , [npeN;meZ] (E.2a)
Un-m-s(€) = (—1)* "Unms(e) , [neN;mseZ] (E.2b)
Note that the last symmetry can be obtained from {2.17) amdetation (e.g. Wigner, 1959; Sneeuw, 1992)
th-ms(6) = (~1)° M T ) €3)
Consider now three polynomial functiofis f” andg defined by

f =Tfwmpg = (n—2p)a1+maz+ paz+qoy (E.4a)
' =fmpq =0-2p)ai+ma;+pas+da; (E.4b)
9 = Ormmppaq =t (E.4c)

with the aj andaj some arbitrary real constants.
There results that we have the symmetries

(E.5a)
(E.5b)

_ _ +
On,—mnt,n—p,p’,—q. = ~Onm-mpn-pg-q = 9
On-m-m n-pn-p,—g-¢ = ~ Inmm.p,paq =-9

In this way, we can deduce easily from the Table of correspood the symmetries with respect to the indices
of the functions¥, W', ©, ¢ involved in the development of our determining functions.
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Moon Sun

L'J/ l/“n,m,pq = fr),m,pﬁq L'/Jnﬁm,p,q = fr),m,pﬁq
v Yhmp.q = fampa Yamp.q = famp g

© Onmmppag=%hmmppaqr  Cnmpp.ad =%hmmpp.aq
€ Enmmt,p,p.q = Inmm.p,p,0q Enmp,p,g = Inmmp,p 0

Table 4. Matching between the functidisW’, ©, ¢ and the functions ,ff’, g defined in(E.4) according to the disturbing
body. Note that in the case where the orbital elements ofdtedlite and the disturbing body are referred with respect
to the same orbital plane (e.g. expansion of the solar dishgy function), rhis not involved but m.

E.2 From exponentials to trigonometric form: implementation principle
The main steps to convert an exponential expression tonoignetric form are outlined below:
1) Splitthe sum over-n < m< ninto two parts such thahruns from O ton. To avoid double counting oh=
0, we must introduce the fact¢2 — d7") /2. Proceed the same if there is a summation ever m' <n;

2) For each terms, if the second indexFfi p(I) is negative, change the indicpdy n—p, gby —gand s
by —sif this is involved. Same foF, (1), replacep’ by n— p’ andq’ by —¢'.

3) Substitute each inclination functions having a negatalae as a second index by their symmetry relations
givenin [E2);

4) Substitute each eccentricity function having a negatalae as a third index by their symmetry relations
givenin [E1);

5) With the help of Tablgl4, subsitute each funct®mande by their associated symmetiy (E.5) if the second
index is negative;

6) Isolate the terms with the same phase, then factorize amgbct the exponentials to trigonometric form.

E.3 Long-periodic generating function

Starting from the generating functiofwrz’gb defined in[[4.1B) and applying the step 1, we have
/ oo Ag”'r{
@ L2

(n—n)!
(n4+m)!

Wogp= — 7

n /
(—l)m’m( (E) Zg+l,n—2p(e)xq—/(n+1),n—2p )
Unmm (5)
Enmnt,p,p.o
Un‘m‘—r‘d(E)
Enm—nt,p,p.o
! Un,—m.n{(e)

Fn,—m.p(I)Fn.n{,p'(ll)meXplen.—mm.p,p',o.q’
n,—m.m,p,p',q

Fn‘m‘p(I )Fn‘m,p’ (Il) expi @n,m,r‘d,p‘p’,o‘q’

(E.6)

!
—))!Fn‘m‘P(l)Fn‘—r‘d‘p’(l/) expi @n,m,—m,p‘p"o,q’
)

! Un-m (€
Fn,—m.p(')Fn.fm.p’(V)ig L eXpIOn _m—m,p,p,0.q
n,—m.—m',p,p.¢

with Ag‘*m =2-9"(2- 66”)/2. Note that the symbolg; andAg""{ are not affected by the changes of sign.
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Step 2 gives

. / oo A m ot n
e 5 ()
(n—m')!
(n+mj!
% Unmv (€)
Enmm.p.p.d

n+rTf ! _ _ (n_on
B 228 (@2 & g1 (1)
Unm,—nv (€)
x — MR
Sn'mv,m'p‘p/'q/

_rr{ | (n_ _ _on/
+ ((r:]_m))! Zg“" (n 2p)(e)xq/(n+1)‘n 2p (d)Fn,—m.n—p(I)Fn.nf,p'(l/)
Un,—m‘—r‘d(e)
) MM
Sn',m‘m'p‘p/'q/

n+1,n72p(e)xq—/(n+1).n—2p’ (d)Fn,m,p(l )an‘p/ (I’)

eXPIOnmm p,p/ 0

eXpIOn m—m,p.n—p/,0,—¢ (E-7)

€XPIOn _mnv n—p.p,0.q

m')! —(n— _ —(n-2p/
2 X O ol (1)

Un,—m—n(€)
) —mmomAe

exXpIOn _m _m.n—pn-p.0-q
En mml.pp p.n—p’.0,—¢

and it results from the steps 3 to 6:

mm’
. / oo A J Unm
Waozp = — % Z%An‘m‘m‘p,p"o,q’ { ’;{(E) (eXP'( ") —exp(— ))
0 @ (E.8)
+(71)"*m(m“g;fe (expl(@*)fexp(f@*))
Making appear the sine, we get the trigonometric developiEeal).
E.4 Short-periodic generating function
Starting from the generating functi(fﬂ?z,gb defined in[[4.J), step 1 gives
mn’ m—n! no o+l
(o) _ _ - Do ) a (0) n+1,n-2p —(n+1),n-2p d
m
% nmn,p.p .o anP(')Fn.n‘l.p’<|/)unmm’<€) expi Oerm’ApAp’Aqusq’
m)!
((r:.li m)>|l En m—n',p,p/ q’F” m, p(l )Fn.—nf‘p'(l/)un.m_—n{(e) expi en.m.—n{.p.p"qusq’ (Eg)
—m)!
+ ((l:l — m;!l Evf'njA—mAnrv’.p.p’_q/ Fo-mp(D)Font o (1Y _mm (£) €XPI O _mnt pp grsd
m)!
+%E:‘{ m—n',p,p/ q’F” mp(l)Fn‘—m"p'(I/)Un‘—m—m’<£)expl G)n‘—m‘—m’.p.p’.q+sq’

Focus now our attention on step 2, and particularly on théficant (q+ 68). As V(9 is formulated so that it
can automatically handle cases for whigh- 0 andq # 0, we must to slightly modify this element if we want to
effectively use the symmetry relations after changjity —q and to keep a compact form.

Make this change fog # 0 is not a problem and the coefficient can be rewritten in thenfe-(q+ 63).
However, this trick forg = 0 can not work because we would get the vakle while the expected value is 1. To
restore the correct sign, we make appear the fa(dlechSg), without consequence on the final result. In fact, this
factor was not choose by chance. This will be offset with #wdr related to theetafunctions [E.Ik).

To sum up, when we apply the change of indigley —q on the relevant members ¢f (.9), we also need to
make the following substitution:

1, q=0
1 1-288 > A

— — = 1
9+&%  a+4 —q o 970
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and we find at step 2:

o amml _

Vo) — _(_1)”“_/z&ﬂ<3>n
7o @ m\a

9 (n=—m)l g

x (N m)! Enmam.p.p.g

s=—(0+1)

) Zég) (e) qu?+l,n—2p(e)xq—/(n+1).n—2p' )

><Fn,m,p(')Fn,m.p’(ll)Un.mm("f)exF)'@n.m.nf.p,p'.qus&q’

n+m)!_ _ —(n+1),—(n—2p'

e g —q A2 (OZ A 2P(X ") ¢

(n+m)! q (E.11)
><Fn‘m‘p(l)Fn‘—r‘d‘n—p’(ll)un,m,—n'f(“:)expl en‘m‘—r‘d‘p,n—p"quS,—q’

n—m)!_ _(h— _ _op
((n—m))! gg*mm-nfw.q’ZSCQ—S(E)ZEEL " Zp)(e)xq’ml)vn 2p (€)

—(1-285)

XFn —mn—p(1) P, p (1 "Un _mm (€) expi On,—mm n—p.p - (G+9.q

n+m)!_ 1,—(n-2 —(n+1),—(n—2p'
oS pnp g€ @2 e

(128

XFn —mn—p(1)F -t n-p (I "WUn —m v (€) expl On,—m—nt.n—p.n— p"—(q+s)‘—q’] .

Then, performing step 3 to 6 we get

o mf
VO = _(—1)° A" Anmitppad O Z(g?(e)
21 (@+p)w o G

X {E’“Unymm(e) {expl o — exp(le)} (E.12)

F (=)™ MERU e (€) [expl or - exp(f [ e*)] }

which is equivalent td (418).

F Data
Symbol Earth
ujm3s2] 39860044150 x 10°
Rg [M] 6378136460
X 0.10826264572318x 102

Table 5: Parameters of the Earth from the gravity field modgeB-5C.

Symbol Moon Sun
um3s? 4902801076 x10° 132712442099 x 10°
ag[m) 3833970 x 10° 14959814 x 10°
€ 0.05556452 16715
lo[°] 5.15665 234393
Qo[°] 12504455501 Not defined
w[°] 83.35324312 28®37340
Mo[°] 13496340251 3552910918
Qlrads™ —0.106969620636 10~  Not defined
wlrads™] 0.33201108821& 107 0.951001308674908 10-11
M[rads] 0.26392030531% 10°° 0.19909687523766% 10°°

Table 6: Orbital elements for modeling the Moon’s (resp. )Japparent motion about the Earth are given with respect to th
ecliptic plane (resp. equatorial plane) and refered frora #poch 20000 (see_Simon et al., 1994, section 3.5 case (b.3) and
section 3.6 case (a)).
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