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The orbital dynamics of Earth-orbiting solar sails is investigated considering an artificial apse-line precession of an
elliptic orbit by solar radiation pressure. The orbital coverage can be flexibly designed for missions such as
geomagnetic tail exploration by allowing eccentricity variation via an extremely simple steering law in which the sail
normal is set to be directed along the sun line at all times. Equations describing the long-term behavior of eccentricity
and argument of perigee are derived by averaging Lagrange’s planetary equations constituting a Hamiltonian
system. The canonical transformation approach is also shown to yield the same equations. The Hamiltonian of the
system makes it possible to investigate the temporal evolution of the eccentricity and the argument of perigee in terms
of an eccentricity argument of a perigee phase-space diagram. Orbits in phase space are shown to be classifiable as
librational, rotational, or unstable, depending on the magnitude of the characteristic acceleration of the solar sail.
The librational dynamics of a solar sail are applied numerically to the case of geomagnetic tail observations.

Nomenclature

a = normalized semimajor axis

ao = normalized characteristic acceleration of the solar
sail

e = eccentricity

e;, e, = extreme eccentricities

F(H,k) = area of closed orbits in (k, y) phase space

fr fo = normalized radial and transverse components of
solar radiation on the solar sail

fo fy = normalized x and y components of solar radiation on
the solar sail in the inertial frame

H = Hamiltonian

H = H/B

H, = Hamiltonian for the unperturbed Hamiltonian system

J = vector form of action variables

J; = action variables (Delaunay variables with i = 1, 2)

K = Hamiltonian after canonical transformation

k = J1-()

ko =k of equilibrium point in (k, ) phase space _

k. = value of k at two intersections of the curve F(H, k)
with y =0

M = mean anomaly

p. P = generalized momenta

q.Q = generalized coordinates

r = normalized distance _

T = normalized period of closed orbits in (k, y) phase
space

t = normalized time

w = vector form of angle variables

w; = angle variables

o = solar pressure parameter
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Bo average normalized orbital rate of the Earth

7 = ®— Pt -

Yo y of equilibrium point in (k, ) phase space
AH = perturbation Hamiltonian

0 = true anomaly

o = f-ow

z = angular position of the sun from vernal equinox
v = eccentric anomaly

10} = argument of perigee

= (overbar) averaged value over a single revolution

L

OLAR-SAIL technology has been widely investigated as a

means of using solar radiation pressure as a propulsive force [1].
A solar sail is a large, thin film that provides thrust derived from solar
radiation, thus eliminating the need for fuel. High-energy space
science missions, such as interplanetary and solar probe missions,
may be realized using solar-sail propulsion [2-5], and new
observation points for solar physics and space science applications
may become available [6-8].

MclInnes et al. [9] and MacDonald and Mclnnes [10] have
proposed the Geosail mission for observing the geomagnetic tail of
the Earth by an artificial apse-line precession of an elliptical orbit
under solar radiation pressure propulsion. The artificial precession of
the apse line of an elliptic orbit with major axis oriented in the sun—
Earth line thus achieves consecutive coverage of the geomagnetic
tail. The geomagnetic tail is an elongated electromagnetic structure
formed by interaction of the solar wind with the intrinsic magnetic
field of the Earth. As the apse line of the Keplerian elliptic orbit is
fixed inertially, useful scientific data can only be collected in the
geomagnetic tail once each year. Far-field observations of the
geomagnetic tail outside the lunar orbit have been successfully
realized by the GEOTAIL spacecraft [11], which was launched in
1992 and uses multiple lunar swingbys. However, consecutive
observations of near field inside the lunar orbit is hardly realized
using a Keplerian elliptic orbit. The proposed Geosail mission [9,10]
involves a 10 x 30 Earth radii elliptic orbit and the use of a small
solar sail to artificially precess the apse line at a rate of
0.9856 deg/day in order to track the annual rotation of the
geomagnetic tail. The sail steering law is such that sail normal is to be
directed along the major axis of the ellipse, fixing the eccentricity of
the Geosail orbit.

In the present study, the scientific return of a Geosail mission is
extended by relaxing the fixed eccentricity condition to allow wider
coverage of the geomagnetic tail by simply pointing the sail normal
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toward the sun. The long-term evolution of the solar-sail orbit is
obtained by averaging Lagrange’s planetary equations constituting a
Hamiltonian system, the Hamiltonian of which gives the temporal
evolution of the orbit in the eccentricity argument of perigee phase
space.

II. Hamiltonian Approach Using Averaged
Lagrange’s Planetary Equations

The orbital geometry considered here is shown in Fig. 1. The sail
normal is always pointed toward the sun, and the solar-sail orbits
within the ecliptic plane. The acceleration exerted on the solar sail
due to solar radiation pressure therefore lies in the ecliptic plane as
described by

f,=—aycos(w+ 0 —X) (1)

fo=agsin(w+ 60— %) )

where f, and f, are the radial and transverse components of the solar
radiation pressure on the solar sail (directed positively in the sense of
spacecraft motion, negative in Fig. 1), a, is the normalized
characteristic acceleration of the solar sail, @ is the argument of
perigee, @ is the true anomaly of the solar-sail position, and X is the
position of the sun from the vernal equinox (x). The characteristic
acceleration is defined as the acceleration experienced by the solar
sail at a heliocentric distance of 1 astronomical unit (AU) with the sail
normal directed along the sun line. The characteristic acceleration is
normalized by the Earth’s gravitational force at the radius of the
reference orbit. The effect of lunar and solar gravitational
perturbations and higher-order geopotential will be discussed later.
Defining the averaged nondimensional orbital rate of the Earth as §,
(dimensional value: 0.9856 deg /day) and the initial time as that
corresponding to the time point at which the sun is in the direction of
the vernal equinox, the direction of the sun is given by

Ezllgot

The in-plane solar radiation pressure is investigated using the
following three normalized Lagrange equations [12]:

2
g_z = (lzf—’ez){f,esine + fo(1 + ecos )} 3)

de . e +cosf
7 =r {f,sm@—i—fg(cos@—{—il+ecosg)} 4)

dw 2

r : i
@_;{_f,cos9+fe(1+m)S1n0} ®

where r, a, and e are the distance between the solar sail and the Earth,
the length of the semimajor axis, and the eccentricity. All the
variables in Egs. (3—5) are normalized with respect to the radius of the
reference circular orbit, the corresponding period, and the Earth’s
gravitational force at the radius of the reference orbit. The
normalization typically sets the reference terms in the denominator to
1.

The orbit of the solar sail under the influence of solar radiation
pressure can be obtained by substituting Egs. (1) and (2) into Egs. (3—
5). The long-term behavior of the solar-sail orbit can be best
characterized by averaging Lagrange’s planetary equations over a
single revolution, which can be obtained as follows:

da _ /Zﬂ da
dr 271\/— ©)
% zm/_/h de 4 anx/gsin(a_) Wi

Solar radiation force

h N

fo

Solar sail

Fig. 1 Orbit geometry for solar sail.

da) 2 da)

dr 271\/—
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Here da/dt, de/dt, and dw/dt represent the averaged rates of
change of the semimajor axis, eccentricity, and the argument of the
perigee over a single revolution. In the integration, changes in orbit
elements are neglected, and the average values of orbit elements (a,
e, w) are used on the right-hand side. Note that the repeated short-
duration eclipses that have little effect on the required solar-sail
performance are neglected as discussed in p. 624 of [9]. Applying the
time-dependent transformation, y = @ — B¢, to Egs. (6) and (7)
yields

de 3 _ =
de =5a0\/5siny 1 — (e)?

dr
1T _ ()2
di’ —aoﬁcosylf(e)
e

i —bBo

These equations can be shown to constitute a Hamiltonian system
by the transformation, k= V1 — (€)%, where k represents a new
variable corresponding to eccentricity. Applying this transformation
affords the following autonomous Hamiltonian system:

oH
,30 = (8)

Kk
/1_(15)2 ok
& 3y rno i M

T zaox/gsmy 1— (k)= 57 ©)

where H represents the Hamiltonian of Egs. (8) and (9), as given by

acosy

2<]
I

H:—%aox/g 1 — (k)2 cos 7 — Bok (10

As the Hamiltonian of the autonomous system is conservative,
Eq. (10) gives the behavior of the satellite orbit in the k — y phase
space. The same Hamiltonian can be derived by a canonical
transformation approach, as detailed in the Appendix, where the
manipulations required for averaging are substantially reduced.

III. Eccentricity Argument of Perigee Phase Space

The solar pressure parameter « is defined as follows:

_3agva
2By

Equation (10) can then be expressed in terms of « as follows:

an

—H —k
a1 — (k)?

where H' = H/f,. Equation (12) allows a solution curve to be
constructed for various H' in k — y phase space, as shown in Fig. 2. In

cosy = (12)
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Fig. 2 Eccentricity argument of perigee phase-space diagram
(o = 0.575) showing librational (hatched, Fig. 3), rotational (un-
patterned, Fig. 4), and unstable (dotted, Fig. 5) orbital regions.

Fig. 3 Librational orbit (hatched region in Fig. 2).

this example with o = 0.575, the characteristic acceleration (a) is
0.135 mm/s? assuming a semimajor axis of 20 Earth radii.

Orbits in the phase space can be classified into three types:
librational, rotational, and unstable orbits, as shown in Fig. 2. The
motion in terms of eccentricity (k) and sun line (y) coordinates is
indicated by arrows in k — y phase space.

The librational motion is observed in the hatched region of the
k — y phase-space diagram in Fig. 2. The orbits depict a closed loop
(numbered 1-4) in the hatched region, and both & and y are periodic
functions of time with the same frequency. Therefore, the perigee of
the solar-sail orbit tracks the sun direction, resulting in a reciprocally
stretched and contracted orbital shape in terms of both eccentricity
and the argument of perigee (Fig. 3). The numbers in Fig. 3
correspond to those in the librational region (hatched) in Fig. 2. The
equilibrium point in this libration region can be found by setting the
right-hand side of Egs. (8) and (9) to zero yielding the equilibrium

point (&g, ¥o):

- 1
k = — % :0
0 1o Yo

At the equilibrium point, the secular change of eccentricity
becomes zero and the apse line of the orbit is strictly synchronized to
the Earth—sun line, which corresponds to the proposed Geosail orbit
[9].

The rotational motion corresponds to the unpatterned region in
Fig. 2, where y continues to decrease. The perigee of the orbit is left
behind by the sun direction along with the deformation of the orbital
shape as in Fig. 4.

The separatrix between the librational and the rotational regions
contains the zero eccentricity point (1, 7). H' for the separatrix can be
obtained by substituting k = 1 and y =  into Eq. (12), which gives
H' = —1. The separatrix is then obtained by substituting —1 into H’
of Eq. (12) to give

1—k

_ 1
COSy = —
"TaV1+k

The unstable regions are included in the dotted areas in Fig. 2. The
unstable orbits reach k =0, that is, e = 1. Hence, orbits in the

Fig. 5 Unstable orbit (dotted region in Fig. 2).

unstable region reach the parabolic state. An example of the unstable
case is plotted in Fig. 5.

The separatrix between the rotational and unstable regions
contains the point (0,0). H' for this separatrix is —c, which is given by
substituting the point (0,0) into (k, ) of Eq. (12), resulting in the
following expression for this separatrix:

o—k
avV1—i

The two separatrices approach each other as & becomes larger and
overlap at @ = 1. This corresponds to a characteristic acceleration of
0.235 mm/s?, assuming a semimajor axis of 20 Earth radii. Figure 6
shows the phase-space diagram for o = 1. The rotational region
disappears in this case, and the separatrix between the librational and
unstable orbit is given by

cosy = (13)

1—k
CoOsy = /——= 14
"TV1+k 1

The two separatrices finally overlap when « exceeds 1. Figure 7
shows the phase-space diagram for o = 1.5, indicating that stable
rotation orbits disappear and are replaced by unstable librational
orbits at the unpatterned region. This condition corresponds to a
characteristic acceleration of 0.352 mm/s?, assuming a semimajor
axis of 20 Earth radii. In this case, Eq. (13) represents the separatrix
between the stable librational and unstable librational regions, and
Eq. (14) represents the separatrix between the unstable librational
and unstable regions.

The limiting case of « = oo is shown in Fig. 8. The limiting case
corresponds to an infinite characteristic acceleration and yields no
stable orbits. All of the solar-sail orbits arrive at k = O; thatis, e = 1.

IV. Time Equation

So far, we have focused on the evolution of the orbital shape. In
this section, the time equation for the eccentricity parameter k and the
period of closed orbits (i.e., librational orbits) in the phase space are
derived as follows. The period in this case is not that of one
revolution around the primary body (i.e., the Earth), but of one
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Fig. 6 Eccentricity argument of perigee phase-space diagram (¢ = 1),
showing librational (hatched), and unstable (dotted) orbital regions.
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Fig. 7 Eccentricity argument of perigee phase-space diagram

(¢ = 1.5), showing stable librational (hatched), unstable librational

(unpatterned), and unstable (dotted) orbital regions.
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Fig. 8 Eccentricity argument of perigee phase-space diagram (¢ = 00),
showing unstable orbital regions.

revolution in the k — y phase space, which may be considered the
sum of orbital periods starting from some point in the phase space to
that with the same eccentricity and sun line angle (e.g., sum of orbital
periods of orbits 14 in Fig. 2 in the hatched region).

First, consider F(H, k):

F(H, k) = / ‘ 7(H, k) dk = / ‘ 7IH, é(z)]%d; 15)

ko ko

Here y denotes the curves in Figs. 2 and 9, and F(H, k) represents
the area of closed orbits as shown in Fig. 9. Substitution of Eq. (9) in
Eq. (15) and differentiation with respect to H yields the following
time equation:

oF k 9y 0H /t
== oz dt=— | dt=—(t—1¢ 16
3H \ 9H 97 g (r—10) (16)

The time equation for k can then be derived from Eqgs. (15) and
(16) as follows:

0 0.2 0.4 _0.6 0.8 1
k
Fig. 9 Geometric meaning of y(H, I_c) and F(H, I_c) (hatched area).
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Fig. 10 Theoretical and numerical results for the eccentricity evolution
(librational orbit).
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Fig. 11 Theoretical and numerical results for the argument of the
perigee evolution (librational orbit).

f—ty= —% k:)‘/(H,lE)dIE
1 (1 +a®k+H
:ﬁom{arccosam
1+ ok, + H’

Equation (17) gives k, that is, the eccentricity of the orbit at an
arbitrary instant.

The periods of the librational orbits are twice the time between the
two intersections of the curve y(H, k) with = 0 in the phase space.
The values of k at the two intersections, k. , are obtained by setting y
to zero in Eq. (12), giving the relation

— arccos 17)

- —H' o
= 4 - 1 Z_H/Z
ks 1+a® 1402 to
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Substituting k, and k_ for ky and k in Eq. (17) gives the following
result for the period of closed orbits:

2
ﬂo'\/ 1 + (x2

Equation (18) indicates that all of the closed orbits in phase space
have the same period. Hence, the periods of the closed orbits in the
k — y phase space are dependent only on the solar pressure parameter
(o) as a function of the characteristic acceleration (a,) and semimajor
axis (a). Assuming o = 0.575, the period in the phase space is
317 days.

(18)

V. Comparison with Numerical Simulations

The analysis derived here is based on a time averaging approach.
In justification of this approximation, the averaged evolution of the
solar-sail orbit can be compared with that obtained by a fourth-order

OYAMA, YAMAKAWA, AND OMURA

Runge—Kutta numerical integration using the equations of motion in
Cartesian coordinates taking the solar radiation force and a single
gravitational field, the Earth, into account. The initial parameter
values for the librational orbits, adopted as a representative case, are
summarized as follows: « = 0.575,a = 1.0, e = 0.1, and w = 0.0.
Figures 10 and 11 compare the results of the two approaches in terms
of the temporal evolution of eccentricity and the argument of perigee.
The period of the librational motion is 317 days (see Fig. 10), which
coincides with that calculated by Eq. (18). The coincidence of the
two results suggests that the present approximation is valid. The
orbital dynamics considering lunisolar gravitational perturbations
and higher-order geopotential are justified next.

VI. Mission Application

The present analysis of the long-term dynamics of the solar-sail
orbit using averaged Lagrange’s equations can be applied to the
geomagnetic tail exploration mission under solar-sail propulsion.
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Fig. 12 a)Evolution of librational Geosail orbit in rotating frames fixed to the sun-Earth line. b) Evolution of librational Geosail orbit in Earth-centered
inertial coordinates. ¢c) Semimajor axis of librational Geosail orbit. d) Eccentr_icity of librational Geosail orbit. e) Inclination of librational Geosail orbit.
f) Apse line (») and sun line (X) over 1 year for librational Geosail orbit. g) kK — y phase—space trajectory of librational Geosail orbit.
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The Geosail mission [9] uses the equilibrium eccentricity orbit in the
k — y phase space. Using the present analysis extended to the global
behavior of the Earth-orbiting solar-sail orbits, it may be possible to
increase the scientific return of the Geosail mission. In the librational
region of k — y phase space, the eccentricity of the satellite orbits
changes while the perigee chases the sun direction.

A Geosail orbit with variable eccentricity could be designed as
follows. Given two extreme eccentricities, e, and e,, the
characteristic acceleration a, can be expressed as follows according
to Eq. (10):

2B / /
a():gm( l—ef— 1-6%) (19)

Here recall that A is constant, and the perigee direction is assumed
to be directed sunward (i.e., y = 0). Taking the limit as e, tends to e,
in Eq. (19), Eq. (19) reduces to

2ﬂ e, 1
ay=—=pP)———=
T3 T—ava

This resultis identical to Eq. (9) of MacInnes et al. [9]. Assuming a
10 x 30 Earth radii mission (a =20 Earth radii) with constant
eccentricity of e, = 0.5, the required characteristic acceleration
determined by Eq. (20) is 0.135 mm/s. This required characteristic
acceleration becomes smaller as the semimajor axis increases.

A librational orbit for a solar-sail mission involving geomagnetic
tail exploration may be numerically exemplified as follows.
Assuming a semimajor axis a of 20 Earth radii and two extreme
eccentricities of 0.2 and 0.8, Eq. (19) yields a characteristic
acceleration a, of 0.148 mm/s?, and Eq. (11) indicates a solar
pressure parameter a of 0.631. As o < 1, the k — y phase-space
diagram resembles that in Fig. 2, with librational, rotational, and
unstable orbits available depending on the initial conditions in phase
space. A simulation of a librational orbit with a sun-pointing steering
law is shown in Fig. 12. This simulation starts from a 16 x 24 Earth
radii orbit with eccentricity of 0.2 over a 1-year duration. The initial
perigee direction is aligned with the sun direction (i.e., y = 0). Lunar
and solar gravitational perturbations and an order 5 x 5 geopotential
model are included. An integrator with multistep predictor—corrector
method is used in Earth-centered inertial coordinates. The sail is
assumed to have a total reflectivity of 80%, an area of 1444 m?, and a
total mass of 80 kg, providing the required sail characteristic
acceleration of 0.148 mm/s> at a solar pressure of 4.56 x
10~% Nm~2 at a distance of 1 AU. The mission is assumed to start at
the spring equinox (21 March 2010) with an equatorial inclination of
23.4 deg, corresponding to an orbit within the ecliptic plane.
Figure 12 shows that the perigee direction chases the sun line in
librational motion, and the eccentricity varies from 0.2 to ca. 0.8 as
designed in the presence of these perturbations. These dynamics can
also be observed in the eccentricity argument of perigee (k — )
phase space. There exists a small perturbation of the semimajor axis,
and a slow secular perturbation of the orbit inclination due to lunar
and solar perturbations. These results demonstrate that the phase-
space approach remains valid in the presence of lunisolar
gravitational perturbations as well as a higher-order geopotential.
Flexibility of mission design can thus be achieved by allowing
eccentricity variation.

(20)

VII. Conclusions

The long-term dynamics of an Earth-orbiting solar sail was
derived by averaging the Lagrange’s planetary equations
constituting a Hamiltonian system, assuming that the sail normal is
directed sunward. The solar-sail orbits were classified into three
types in the eccentricity argument of perigee phase space. For a small
solar pressure parameter (i.e., small characteristic acceleration),
librational, rotational, and unstable orbits are apparent in the phase
space. The argument of the perigee of librational orbits tracks the sun
direction, whereas that for rotational orbits fails to maintain and is left
behind the sun direction. Unstable orbits eventually result in

parabolic orbits. The dynamics in the eccentricity argument of
perigee phase space is dependent on the solar pressure parameter,
which represents the acceleration due to solar radiation pressure. A
time equation and the period of orbit deformation were also obtained.
The averaging theory was confirmed to be valid by comparison with
numerically integrated orbits. Derivation of averaged equations was
also shown to be possible by canonical perturbation theory
substantially reducing the manipulations required for averaging.
Finally, the librational orbits in the eccentricity argument of perigee
phase space were applied to the design of the geomagnetic tail
observation under solar sailing propulsion.

Appendix: Canonical Transformation Approach

The averaged Hamiltonian for solar-sail dynamics is alternatively
derived by a canonical transformation approach.

I. Action-Angle Variables

For canonical transformation, canonical variables satisfying the
canonical equations of the Hamilton are employed [13] as follows:

. _0H(q.p) __0H(q.p)

ap oq

Here q= (ql’q%""qn) and p= (pl’p27""pn) are the
generalized coordinates and momenta of the system, respectively,

and H(q, p) represents the Hamiltonian of the system.

The transformation from the old coordinate set (q, p) to the new
coordinate set (Q,P) is canonical when the new coordinate set
satisfies the canonical equations of the Hamilton with a new
Hamiltonian K [14]. The action-angle variable set is a useful
canonical variable set for treating periodic motion. The action
variables J; are defined by

Ji= %pi(Hiv q;) dg;

where the system is considered completely separable, that is,

H(g.p) =) Hi(q:.p)

and the integration is performed along one orbit of a periodic system
in the g; — p; phase plane. The angle variables w;, which are
conjugate to the action variables, are defined by

_0H,
Y

w;

The action variables and a subset of the angle variables are
constants of the system, with the remaining angle variables varying
linearly with time. The transformation to action variables is
constructed such that the new Hamiltonian X is zero.

The classical Keplarian orbital elements such as the semimajor
axis and the eccentricity are not canonical variables. Although these
variables represent the shape of orbits directly, canonical sets of
variables called Delaunay variables [15] are introduced, which are
equivalent to action-angle variables. The relation between the
Keplerian orbital elements (a, ¢, ®, M) and the Delaunay variables
(J1, J,, ®, M) are defined by

J, = +Va(l —eé?) (A1)

h=1a (A2)

where the canonical sets are (J;, w) and (J,, M), and M is the mean
anomaly. Although these variables are not intuitive, the use of these
variables is advantageous for canonical transformation.



322 OYAMA, YAMAKAWA, AND OMURA

II. Canonical Perturbation Theory

Canonical perturbation theory [16] can be applied when a small
perturbation is added to a well-known system. Let H(q, p, 1)
represent the Hamiltonian for the solvable, unperturbed Hamilton
system, which is defined in terms of sets of action-angle variables
(J, w), where J and w are the vector forms of the action variables
and angle variables, respectively. When the transformation from
(p.q) to (J,w) is applied to H,(q, p,t), the new Hamiltonian
Ky(J,w,t) becomes zero. Therefore, if a small perturbation
Hamiltonian AH(q, p, t) is added to the unperturbed system and the
transformation to (J, w) is applied, the transformed Hamiltonian is
obtained as

K(J,w,t)=AH(J,w,?)
The new canonical equations are then given by

j= JAH(J,w, 1) w_aAH(J,w,t)
N ow N aJ

The Delaunay variables J,, J,, and w are invariant, and M
increases linearly with time without perturbations. M is thus
proportional to time as follows:

t
M=—
i
When a perturbation is so small that the change in these variables
in one period is negligible, the averaged Hamiltonian AH(J, J,, ®)
can be computed as follows:

_ _  _ 1 T - -
BAG,T06) = [ AHUL T 600,00 (43

Here, 7 represents the period of the system under consideration,
and the overbars on the Delaunay variables represent averages. The
averaged Hamiltonian generates the following averaged canonical
equations:

0AH 0AH - 0AH
| = ———— y=——= w =

E15) oM aJ,

III. Averaged Hamiltonian of Solar Radiation Pressure
The solar radiation pressure in Cartesian coordinates is given by

fe = —aycos Byt (A4)

fy = —agsin Pyt (A5)

where f, and f, represent the x and y components of solar radiation
pressure. The perturbative Hamiltonian corresponding to the solar
radiation pressure given by Eqs. (A4) and (AS) then becomes

AH(x,y) = agx cos Byt + agy sin Byt (A6)

Equation (A6) can be confirmed to give the force due to solar
radiation pressure by differentiating with respect to x and y.
Transformation of Eq. (A6) to polar coordinates leads to the
following expression for the Hamiltonian:

AH(r,0) = agrcos 6 cos Byt + agrsin 6sin Byt

The relation between the distance r and the Delaunay variables is
expressed by [17]

2
r= Ji (A7)

1+ ,/1— 12 cos(6 — w)

where 6 is related to M by [17]

M=y —esiny (A8)

tan% (A9)

Here, ¥ is an intermediate variable (eccentric anomaly)
connecting 6 and M. The Hamiltonian can then be expressed in
terms of the Delaunay variables using Eqs. (A7-A9):

AH(JI ’ JZ’ w, M’ t) = aOr[Jl ’ JZ’ GI(M)] COS[Q/(M) +o-— IBOt]
(A10)

where 6'(M) =0— w. Equation (AlQ) is a time-dependent
Hamiltonian. The canonical transformation =@ — Byt of
Eq. (A10) yields a manageable autonomous Hamiltonian system.
Consider the canonical equation of y with the aid of the canonical
equation of w:

- = I(AH — ByJ
J/Za)—ﬂ(): ( aJlﬁO ])

AH — ByJ; can thus be regarded as a new Hamiltonian
AH'(Jy, )2, 7. M):

AH'(Jy, Jy, v, M) = agr(Jy, J,, 0 (M)] cos[t/ (M) + y] — BoJ,

After this transformation, the new canonical variables sets are
(J1,y) and (J5, M).

Last, the Hamiltonian averaging given by Eq. (A3) is applied to
AH'. The integration is performed with respect to true anomaly
instead of time using the conservation of angular momentum,
resulting in the following averaged Hamiltonian:

1 [ _ .
= oM Y] — BoJ 1} =do
s | taurcoo o)+ 51 ol

s - | AL J_]]
=Jy|—=zagy /1 == cosy—By=
2|: 2610 2 (12) 14 ﬁojz

As the averaged Hamiltonian does not contain M, the conjugate
momentum J, is constant, that is, the semimajor axis is given by +/a.
This Hamiltonian derived from the canonical transformation is
equivalent to that derived from the direct averaging of the Lagrange’s
equation (10). This equivalence can be demonstrated using the
relation

AH(J,, Jy, &, 1) =

=

I
\‘|| ~i
o=

which can be derived from Egs. (Al) and (A2).
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