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Proxima Centauri propelled by a light sail and powerful Earth-based lasers. We

provide two derivations of the laser energy required to propel the spacecraft and

give the reader the opportunity to decide which one is correct before providing the

answer. In the second part of this paper we point out that one of the formulae in

Einstein’s amazing 1905 paper is correct only in certain limits, but Einstein fails

to mention that. This has caused some confusion in the Breakthrough Starshot

literature.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The prospects for space travel capture the human imagination and are the subject of much scientific

and engineering endeavor, as well as creative science fiction. The two Voyager spacecraft, launched in

1977, are the fastest human-made objects currently travelling in interstellar space at approximately

62,000 km/hour or 6×10−5c, where c is the speed of light in vacuum. In Table I we show the distances

of some well-known astronomical objects and the time it would take the Voyager spacecraft to get

there. If one limits oneself to missions that can occur within a human lifetime, it is apparent

that while the entire solar system is accessible using current technology, the closest galaxy is not

accessible even taking into account any reasonable projections of improvements to technology. (One

may be tempted to think that because of relativistic time-dilation, one could travel arbitrarily far in

a human lifetime, but in fact the energy requirements to approach the speed of light are enormous.)

Travel to the closest star, Proxima Centauri, is in-between – it takes too long at Voyager speeds,

but would take only 21 years or 8.5 years of Earth-frame time if one could have spacecraft with a

speed of 0.2 c or 0.5 c respectively.

TABLE I. Distances to various astronomical objects in light travel and Voyager travel units.

Object Distance Time on Voyager
Moon 1.3 light seconds 6 hours
Sun 8 light minutes 93 days
Pluto 5.3 light hours 10 years
Closest star (Proxima Centauri) 4.24 light years 71,000 years
Closest galaxy (Canis Major Dwarf) 25,000 light years 420,000,000 years

The outline for the rest of the paper is as follows. In Section II we dispel any notion that advances

in chemical rocket technology could get us there. In Section III we point out that photon rockets

are not a viable solution because there is no known technology that can convert a sufficiently large

fraction of rest mass into photons. In Section IV we discuss the Breakthrough Starshot project,

which aims to propel a tiny spacecraft weighing about 2 grams using the pressure exerted by laser

light on a light sail. Major technical problems would have to be overcome for this project to succeed.

Instead, here we focus on the basic question of how much laser energy is needed because that is

a trickier question than first meets the eye. We provide two derivations, which give two different

expressions for the required energy that differ greatly at relativistic speeds. We encourage the

reader to ponder which is the correct result and why, before reading the explanation given at the

end of the section. In Section V we derive the expression for the energy of light reflected from a

moving perfect mirror and find that the expression derived by Einstein in his famous 1905 paper

is correct only in limiting cases. Next, we discuss some confusion in the Breakthrough Starshot

literature related to this expression.
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II. CHEMICAL ROCKETS ARE NOT THE ANSWER

The first question that may occur to the reader is whether improvements to conventional chemical

rocket technology could propel spacecraft to a good fraction of the speed of light. The answer is a

resounding no!

Chemical rockets eject hot gas, obtained by burning fuel, in one direction to propel the remainder

of the rocket in the opposite direction. The rocket equation relates the mass of the entire rocket

M (most of which is comprised of the fuel), to the mass of the payload m (the part of the rocket

that travels to the final destination), the velocity of the exhaust gases vexh, and the desired eventual

speed of the payload v. A typical value for vexh is 3 km/s = 10−5 c. Using v = 0.5 c, the rocket

equation gives

M = m e
v

v
exh = m e

0.5c

10−5c = m e50000 ≈ m 1021715 (for v = 0.5c). (1)

This is truly an astronomically large mass, M , even for a tiny payload! The reason is that early in

the flight fuel is being burned to accelerate not just the payload but also the rest of the fuel. In

fact, the Voyager spacecrafts achieved even their rather modest speeds not by just using chemical

rocket propulsion, but by also using gravity assists from Jupiter, Saturn and Uranus.

III. PHOTON ROCKETS ARE NOT THE ANSWER

Since M/m is exponential in v/vexh, an enormous reduction in the mass, M , can be achieved by

increasing vexh. Let’s carry this to the logical extreme, as has been proposed before1, and say that

instead of emitting exhaust gases, the rocket emits a collimated beam of photons. Let M0 be the

initial rest mass of the rocket, m0 be the rest mass of the payload and Ephoton be the energy of the

emitted photons. Then, from energy and momentum conservation we have

M0c
2 = γm0c

2 + Ephoton (Energy cons.) (2)

~pphoton = −~procket (Momentum cons.) (3)

so pphoton = procket = γm0v ≡ γm0cβ (4)
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Since the energy of photons is c times their momentum, Ephoton = γm0c
2β. Plugging this back into

the energy conservation equation, we have

M0c
2 = γm0c

2 + γm0c
2β (5)

M0 = γ(1 + β)m0 =

√

1 + β

1− β
m0 (6)

→











(1 + β)m0, when β → 0 (γ → 1)

2γm0, when β → 1 (γ ≫ 1)√
3m0 = 1.73m0, when β → 1/2

(7)

This is an enormous improvement compared to a chemical rocket, but is still not feasible with

current technology for the following reason. We have assumed that mass can be converted into a

collimated beam of photons with 100% efficiency but there is no way to do this, aside from matter-

antimatter annihilation. There is no known way to make and store this quantity of antimatter.

Nuclear reactors are not the answer – a fission reactor converts at most only ∼ 0.15% of its rest

mass into heat, and, further, the efficiency for converting heat into laser light is small.

IV. LIGHT SAILS AND THE BREAKTHROUGH STARSHOT PROJECT

Another idea is to leave the energy source that propels the spacecraft on Earth, or, in Earth

orbit. This can be achieved by using the pressure of laser light shining on a light sail to propel

the spacecraft. The goal of the Breakthrough Starshot project2 is to propel a tiny spacecraft

equipped with a light sail, weighing only about 2 grams, with an intense light beam from a phased

array of lasers to something like 0.2 c. This project has $100 million in seed funding from science

philanthropist Yuri Milner, and many distinguished scientists and engineers are associated with the

project2. Needless to say, some very tough technical problems need to be overcome:

1. Deploying a sail that is sufficiently light, with a sufficiently high area and a high reflectivity.

It is helpful to have a reflectivity close to one, but it is essential that the absorptivity is very

close to zero so that the sail does not vaporize. Further the sail must maintain its shape and

orientation while it is being propelled.

2. Making the camera and the communication devices really tiny, so that the total rest mass of

the spacecraft is just 2 grams.

3. Having powerful enough lasers with a sufficiently small angular spread.
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Here, we do not concern ourselves with these technical problems or the likelihood that they will

ever be surmounted. Instead we address the basic question of how much laser light energy is needed

to propel the spacecraft to velocity v.

We use standard relativistic notation, namely,

β =
v

c
, (8)

γ =
1

√

1− β2
. (9)

We now give 2 derivations that give different expressions for the energy needed and then give the

reader the opportunity to think about which is right and relevant, which is wrong or not relevant,

and why.

A. Derivation 1

We find the energy, EI , of the laser light needed to accelerate the spaceship with rest mass m0

from an initial velocity βi to a final velocity βf . Denote the energy of the reflected light by ER.

γim0c
2 + EI = γfm0c

2 + ER (energy cons.) (10)

γim0cβi +
EI

c
= γfm0cβf −

ER

c
(momentum cons.) (11)

Adding Eq. 10 to c times Eq. 11, we eliminate ER and get

γi(1 + βi)m0c
2 + 2EI = γf(1 + βf)m0c

2

i.e., EI =
1

2
(γf (1 + βf)− γi (1 + βi))m0c

2

=
1

2

(
√

1 + βf

1− βf
−

√

1 + βi

1− βi

)

m0c
2 (12)

If the initial velocity, βi = 0, then

EI =
1

2

(
√

1 + βf

1− βf
− 1

)

m0c
2 →



















βf

2
m0c

2, when βf → 0

(
√
3−1)
2

m0c
2 ≈ 0.37m0c

2, when βf = 1

2
(

γf − 1

2

)

m0c
2, when γf ≫ 1 (βf → 1).

(13)

Note that the final velocity, βf , depends only on the total incident energy, EI , and not on the energy

schedule.
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At small βf , the required energy reduces to the nonrelativistic expression,

EI =
βf

2
m0c

2, (14)

as it must. That this is the nonrelativistic expression can be seen as follows. In the small βf limit,

the reflected light momentum, −ER

c
, is equal in magnitude to the incident light momentum, EI

c
, so

that the final momentum of the craft, m0v, must equal 2EI/c. So, EI =
c
2
m0v =

βf

2
m0c

2.

As an aside, we note that, instead of solving for EI as a function of βi and βf , as in Eq. 12, we

can solve for βf as a function of βi and EI to obtain

βf =
βi + 2

√

1− β2
i r + 2(1− βi)r

2

1 + 2
√

1− β2
i r + 2(1− βi)r2

, (15)

where r = EI/(m0c
2). Eq. 13 is the same as Eq. 17 of Ref. 3 but our derivation is simpler. Eq. 15

is much simpler than Eq. 3 of Ref. 3, but they are equivalent as can be checked by plugging in

arbitrary numerical values for βi and r.

B. Derivation 2

We now give the second derivation, which consists of the following steps:

1. Relate the laser power to the force on the spacecraft.

2. Relate the force to the acceleration.

3. Integrate over time to relate the laser energy to the spacecraft velocity.

1) Relate the laser power to the force on the spacecraft

If photons are emitted at intervals of T , the photons are spaced cT apart in the Earth frame. In

the Earth frame photons are moving with speed c − v relative to the spacecraft, so in the Earth

frame the photons are received by the spacecraft

Tr =
cT

(c− v)
=

T

1− β
(16)

apart in time.

Now, in the Earth frame, the spacecraft receives photons of the same energy that the laser emits,

but the reflected photons have a lower energy. To figure that out, following the argument in
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Einstein’s 1905 paper4, transform to the spacecraft frame and back. In the spacecraft frame the

energy of the received photons is Doppler shifted to

E ′
I = EI

√

1− β

1 + β
(17)

and the reflected photons have very nearly the same energy because the spacecraft mass is about

1033 times greater than the relativistic mass of an optical photon. (The rest mass of the photon is

of course zero, but the relativistic mass is not.) In the Earth frame, these reflected photons will be

further Doppler shifted, so the energy in the Earth frame of the reflected photons is

ER = E ′
I

√

1− β

1 + β
= EI

(

1− β

1 + β

)

(18)

Now, the force on the spacecraft equals the rate of change of its momentum, i.e., F =
dp

dT
=

∆p

Tr
,

the magnitude of the momentum of a photon is its energy divided by c, and, the laser power is the

rate at which it is emitting energy, i.e., P =
dEI

dT
=

EI

T
. Hence, using Eqs. 16 and 18, we get

F =
∆p

Tr
=

EI + ER

cTr
=

1

c

1− β

T
EI

(

1 +
1− β

1 + β

)

=
2

c

(

1− β

1 + β

)

P

i.e. P =
c

2

(

1 + β

1− β

)

F (relate force to power) (19)

2) Relate the force to the acceleration

Next, we derive the relativistic expression relating force and acceleration.

F =
d(γm0v)

dt
=

d(γm0cβ)

dt
= m0c

(

d(γβ)

dt

)

= m0c

(

dγ

dβ

dβ

dt
β + γ

dβ

dt

)

= m0c

(

dγ

dβ
β + γ

)

dβ

dt

= m0cγ
(

β2γ2 + 1
) dβ

dt
= m0cγ(γ

2)
dβ

dt

= γ3m0c
dβ

dt
. (20)

The relativistic force is γ3 times larger than the nonrelativistic expression.

3) Integrate over time to relate the laser energy to the spacecraft velocity
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Using Eqs. 19 and 20:

EI =

∫ T

0

Pdt =

∫ T

0

c

2

(

1 + β

1− β

)

γ3m0c
dβ

dt
dt =

m0c
2

2

∫ βf

0

dβ

(

1 + β

1− β

)

1

(1− β2)3/2

=





(2− βf )
√

1− β2
f

3(1− βf )2
− 2

3





m0c
2

2
(21)

If we divide Eq. 21 by the power of the laser, we obtain an expression for the time as a function

of βf that has also been published several times in the literature5–8 (see e.g. Eq. 11 of Ref. 6).

C. Summary of results from derivations 1 and 2

We have provided two derivations of the laser energy, EI , needed to accelerate the spacecraft from

zero velocity to β (we now drop the subscript, f , to simplify the notation), and arrived at two

different expressions (Eqs. 13 and 21), which we repeat below for easy comparison:

Derivation 1 Result:

EI =

(
√

1 + β

1− β
− 1

)

m0c
2

2
→
{

β
2
m0c

2, when β → 0
(

γ − 1

2

)

m0c
2, when γ ≫ 1 (β → 1)

(22)

Derivation 2 Result:

EI =

(

(2− β)
√

1− β2

3(1− β)2
− 2

3

)

m0c
2

2
→
{

β
2
m0c

2, when β → 0

4
3
γ3m0c

2, when γ ≫ 1 (β → 1)
(23)

We encourage the reader to pause and think about which is correct and relevant, and which is

incorrect or not relevant. We note that both have the correct nonrelativistic limit, so this cannot

be the basis for deciding. On the other hand, in the highly relativistic limit (γ → ∞) they are

dramatically different – the first scales as γ, whereas the second scales as γ3.

D. Resolution of the seeming contradiction

The two expressions answer two different questions. Eq. 22 answers the question: how much energy,

EI , has been received by the spacecraft when its velocity is β. Eq. 23 answers the question: how
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FIG. 1. Comparison of the energy expressions in Eq. 22 and 23 and the nonrelativistic expression for the

energy needed to achieve velocity β.

much energy, EI , has been emitted by the laser when the velocity of the spacecraft is β, assuming

that the laser emits with constant power. As the spacecraft moves away from Earth, a progressively

larger fraction of the light emitted by the laser is in transit between Earth and the spacecraft and

that light has not yet imparted any momentum to the spacecraft. This is why the energy in Eq. 23

is so much larger than that in Eq. 22 for large γ.

Which expression is relevant to the actual experiment? The laser beam has a small but nonzero

angular spread, θ, so part of the beam will miss the light sail once the spacecraft is at a distance

d > L
θ
, where L is the linear dimension of the light sail. Hence it makes sense to shine the laser

during only the very early part of the mission, so that all of the laser light is captured by the sail.9

The spacecraft will reach its terminal velocity once this energy reaches it. Hence it is the first

expression, Eq. 22, that is the relevant one, and that is fortunate since it gives the smaller energy

estimate. Eq. 23 gives an energy that is 45% too large at β = 0.5, and 4.6 times too large at β = 0.9.

Fig. IVD compares the energies of Eqs. 22 and 23 as well as the nonrelativistic expression.
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E. Energy estimate for β = 0.5

We now estimate the energy needed to accelerate a spacecraft, with rest mass m0 = 2 grams, to

β = 0.5. From Eq. 22,

EI =
1

2

(
√

1 + β

1− β
− 1

)

m0c
2

= 0.37× 0.002 kg × (3× 108m/s)2 = 7× 1013J = 19 Gigawatt hours (24)

A typical power plant produces 1 Gigawatt of power. Assuming that the propulsion occurs during

the first hour of flight, this would require harnessing the power of 19 power plants, but only for an

hour. Since conversion of electric power to laser light is not 100% efficient, in practice more energy

would be required.

V. ENERGY OF LIGHT REFLECTED BY A MOVING PERFECT MIRROR

We now find the expression for the energy reflected back by a moving perfect mirror. Again, let

EI and ER be the energy of incident and the reflected light respectively, m0 be the rest mass of the

mirror, βi and βf be its initial and final velocities, and, n̂ and −n̂ be the direction of the incident

and reflected light. We again use conservation of energy and momentum, but use of the 4-vector

formalism simplifies the derivation. Equating 4-momenta before and after:

EI

c
(1, n̂) + γim0c (1, βin̂) =

ER

c
(1,−n̂) + γfm0c (1, βf n̂) (25)

i.e.,
EI

c
(1, n̂)− ER

c
(1,−n̂) + γim0c (1, βin̂) = γfm0c (1, βfn̂) (26)

Squaring the 4-momenta we obtain,

(m0c)
2 − 4

EIER

c2
+ 2EIγim0(1− βi)− 2ERγim0(1 + βi) = (m0c)

2 (27)

i.e.,

(

(1 + βi)γi + 2
EI

m0c2

)

ER = (1− βi)γiEI (28)

i.e., ER =
(1− βi)

1 + βi + 2r/γi
EI , where r =

EI

m0c2
(29)

Note that the frequency of the reflected photons changes over time as the mirror speeds up; the

reflected energy, ER, is the total reflected energy after energy EI has been shone on the mirror

which had initial velocity βi. For a single photon and an electron as the target, this is the Compton
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scattering formula, except that we allow the initial velocity, βi, to be nonzero, and restrict the

scattering angle to be 180◦.

Einstein, in Section 8 of his first paper on special relativity4 in 1905, uses the argument presented

in the section leading up to Eq. 18 to derive the expression

νR =
1− βi

1 + βi

νI . (30)

The more general expression of Eq. 29 reduces to Eq. 30 when either m0 → ∞, or, if βi is interpreted

as the instantaneous velocity and one considers classical electrodynamics so that the energy of

photons is not quantized and the energy received, EI , can be infinitesimal. On the other hand for

quantized photons, Eq. 30 is never exactly correct though the correction term, r, is 10−33 for optical

photons and a 2 gram spacecraft. Interestingly, just three months prior to his special relativity

paper, Einstein had published his paper on the photoelectric effect10 (for which he was awarded the

Nobel prize); nevertheless in his paper on special relativity he considers classical electrodynamics

only.

Did Einstein realize that he was making an assumption when he derived Eq 30? Surprisingly, it

appears he did not. He is rather emphatic in his paper:

“All problems in the optics of moving bodies can be solved by the method here employed.

What is essential is, that the electric and magnetic force of the light which is influenced

by a moving body, be transformed into a system of co-ordinates at rest relatively to the

body. By this means all problems in the optics of moving bodies will be reduced to a

series of problems in the optics of stationary bodies.”

A. The Breakthrough Starshot Project and Einstein’s Formula

There has been some confusion in the Breakthrough Starshot literature, in part caused by Einstein’s

failure to state his assumptions when deriving Eq. 30. Kipping in his paper3 attributed the large

(several percent) larger time that Lubin and coworkers found for the time required for the spacecraft

to reach a given velocity to Lubin et al. using Eq. 30 rather than Eq. 29. In reality, that difference

is due to Lubin computing a quantity that is not very relevant to the actual space mission, as

explained in Section IVD. Later, Kipping published an erratum11 in which he computed the same

quantity as Lubin and found a much smaller difference from Lubin et al., which he again attributed

to Lubin et al. using Eq. 30 rather than Eq. 29. However, even this much smaller difference is much

larger than the actual difference, which is of O(r) ≈ 10−33 as shown in the Supplementary Material.

It is worth noting that the difference between Eq. 29 and Eq. 30 is large if the energy EI incident
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on the sail since the time that the sail had velocity βi is sufficiently large that r = EI/(m0c
2) is

O(1). On the other hand, in our Derivation 2, which is equivalent to that of Lubin et al., β is the

instantaneous velocity that is integrated over as it changes, and the difference between using Eq. 30

(the classical electrodynamics expression) and Eq. 29 (which is exact even for quantized photons)

is O(r), where r = hν/(m0c
2) ≈ 10−33 for optical phonons and m0 ≈ 2 gram.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In the first portion of this paper, we discussed the laser energy needed to propel a tiny spacecraft to

Proxima Centauri. We derived two formulae and explained why the one most commonly presented

in the literature is not relevant to the problem. In the second half of the paper, we discuss the

energy reflected by a moving perfect mirror and point out that the formula in Einstein’s 1905 paper

is correct only in two limiting cases. There has been some confusion in the Breakthrough Starshot

literature, in part due to Einstein’s failure to point out the assumptions in his derivation, that we

have cleared up.
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10 Albert Einstein, “Über einen die Erzeugung und Verwandlung des Lichtes betreffenden heuristischen
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Supplementary Information: Energy Needed to Propel a Tiny

Spacecraft to Proxima Centauri, and, An Unstated Assumption in

Einstein’s 1905 Paper

C. J. Umrigara1 and Tyler A. Andersonb1

1Laboratory of Atomic and Solid State Physics,

Cornell University, Ithaca, NY 14853, USA.

I. EXACT FORMULA FOR THE TIME NEEDED TO REACH β

In derivation 2 of the paper we find a formula for the total energy emitted by the laser at the

instant the craft reaches a particular β. Dividing this expression by the power P of the laser we

obtain an expression for the time in the Earth frame when the craft reaches a speed β:

t =
m0c

2

2P

(

(2− β)
√

1− β2

3(1− β)2
−

2

3

)

. (1)

This formula is strictly correct only in the continuum (classical electrodynamics) limit where the

discrete nature of the photons emitted by the laser is ignored. We now derive an exact expression

which is correct even outside the continuum limit and show that the correction to Eq. 1 is extremely

small - on the order of 10−33 for Breakthrough Starshot. Although the beginning of our analysis

resembles one already given by Kipping in Ref. 1, we make no approximations and arrive at a very

different conclusion.

Suppose the laser emits photons of energy Eγ = rm0c
2 (recall that m0 is the mass of the craft)

at intervals of T so that P = rm0c
2

T
. Let tn be the time when n photons have been received by the

craft and let βn be the speed of the craft immediately after the nth photon has been received. We

have already shown in the paper that, for a craft moving at β, the time between consecutive photon

collisions with the sail is just

Tr =
T

1− β
, (2)

so that we may find the cumulative time tn by summing over all these times:

tn =
n−1
∑

m=0

T

1− βm

. (3)

a CyrusUmrigar@cornell.edu
b taa65@cornell.edu

http://arxiv.org/abs/2502.04331v1
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The total energy incident on the craft immediately after tn is just

En = nEγ = nrm0c
2. (4)

Using the formula from derivation 1 of the paper, we can relate the total energy incident on the

craft En (and thus n) to βn:

nr =
En

m0c2
=

1

2

(
√

1 + βn

1− βn

− 1

)

. (5)

This expression can then be inverted to find βn as a function of n:

βn =
(2nr + 1)2 − 1

(2nr + 1)2 + 1
, (6)

so that

1

1− βn

=
(2nr + 1)2 + 1

2
. (7)

Substituting this expression into Eq. 3 and using the elementary formulae

n−1
∑

m=0

1 = n,

n−1
∑

m=0

m =
n(n− 1)

2
,

n−1
∑

m=0

m2 =
n(n− 1)(2n− 1)

6

gives

tn = T

n−1
∑

m=0

(

1 + 2nr + 2(nr)2
)

= T

(

n+ rn(n− 1) +
1

3
r2n(n− 1)(2n− 1)

)

. (8)

Rearranging and using T
r
= m0c

2

P
we find

tn =
m0c

2

P

(

nr + (nr)2 +
2

3
(nr)3 − nr2 − n2r3 +

1

3
nr3
)

. (9)

In the continuum limit r → 0 but n → ∞ in such a way that the product nr remains finite. Thus,



3

we expect the first three terms in Eq. 9 to agree with Eq. 1 while the remaining three terms represent

a correction that goes to zero in the continuum limit. We now show that this is indeed the case by

using Eq. 5 to write these three terms in terms of βn:

nr =
1

2

√

1 + βn

1− βn

−
1

2
(10)

(nr)2 =
1

4

(

1 + βn

1− βn

)

−
1

2

√

1 + βn

1− βn

+
1

4
(11)

2

3
(nr)3 =

1

12

(
√

1 + βn

1− βn

)3

−
1

4

(

1 + βn

1− βn

)

+
1

4

√

1 + βn

1− βn

−
1

12
. (12)

Adding these three equations together we see that there are a number of immediate cancellations

(indicated by terms of the same color), and we are left with

nr + (nr)2 +
2

3
(nr)3 =

1

12

(
√

1 + βn

1− βn

)3

+
1

4

√

1 + βn

1− βn

−
1

3
(13)

=
1

6

(2− βn)
√

1− β2
n

(1− βn)2
−

1

3
. (14)

Substituting the above expression into Eq. 9 we finally obtain

tn =
m0c

2

2P

(

(2− βn)
√

1− β2
n

3(1− βn)2
−

2

3

)

+ δtn (15)

where

δtn = −
m0c

2 nr

P

(

r +

(

n−
1

3

)

r2
)

. (16)

Note that this correction is negative, but that is because the times tn that we have chosen are

immediately after the nth photon has struck. If instead, we had defined tn to be the time just

before the nth photon has struck, then the opposite sign would be obtained. What is important is

that since nr is O(1) and r is O(10−33), δtn is O(10−33) which is totally negligible.

1 David Kipping, “Erratum: Relativistic Light Sails,” The Astronomical Journal 155, 103 (2018).
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