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Observational data from the ESA astrometric mission Gaia determining the positions of celestial
objects within an accuracy of few microarcseconds will be soon fully available. Other satellite-based
space missions are currently planned to significantly improve such precision in the next years. The
data reduction process needs high-precision general relativistic models, allowing one to solve the
inverse ray-tracing problem in the gravitational field of the Solar System up to the requested level of
accuracy and leading then to the estimate of astrometric parameters. Besides a satisfactory descrip-
tion of the background field due to the planets (which should include their multipolar structure),
one should consider also other effects which may induce modifications to the light propagation. For
instance, the interaction of the light signal with the superposed gravitational field of a gravitational
wave emitted by a distant source would cause a shift in the apparent positions of the stars. We
compute here the main astrometric observables needed for data reduction of satellite-based missions
in the presence of a passing plane gravitational wave. We also take into account the effect of the
mass quadrupole moment of the planets, improving previous results obtained for Gaia.

I. INTRODUCTION

The aim of modern astrometry is to determine, with
very high accuracy, the position and proper motion of the
stars from satellite-based angular observations. The ESA
mission Gaia launched in 2013 is expected to produce a
star catalog within an accuracy of few microarcseconds
[1, 2], but future space missions should reach a precision
of sub-microarcseconds or even nanoarcseconds (see, e.g.,
Refs. [3–6]). The fully general relativistic modelling nec-
essary to locate a celestial object with such an accuracy
requires a detailed account of the underlying measure-
ment process as well as a likewise accurate description of
the background gravitational field. The baseline model
for the Gaia data reduction is called the Gaia relativis-
tic model (GREM) [7–14]. This model has been recently
improved in Refs. [15, 16], where the light propagation
in the gravitational field of N arbitrarily moving bod-
ies of finite size has been determined in the first post-
Newtonian (PN) and in the 1.5PN approximation, re-
spectively. A different model called the relativistic as-
trometric model (RAMOD) has been formulated in Refs.
[17, 18] (see also Ref. [19] and references therein for fur-
ther developments). The astrometric observables asso-
ciated with Gaia have been recently computed in Ref.
[20] in the case of pointlike sources moving with constant
velocities.

It has also been suggested to use high-precision astrom-
etry to investigate the shift in the apparent positions of
the stars induced by gravitational waves (GWs) [21, 22].
The observed angular deflections are expected to be of
the order of the characteristic strain amplitude of the
wave and to have a characteristic pattern, so that mea-
suring them would allow for an indirect detection of the
GW itself. Various kinds of gravitational waves in this
context have been discussed so far, including a stochastic
GW background [23] and gravitational waves from local-

ized sources [24]. Gaia observes more than a billion stars
over an operating period of 5–10 years, locating each of
them about 80 times (in 5 years). The sensitivity band-
width of Gaia to GWs is estimated between 10−9 Hz and
10−5 Hz [25]. A technique to search for low-frequency
GWs in the Gaia dataset has been proposed in Ref. [26],
where it has been also tested in the case of a simulated
GW event produced by a supermassive black hole binary
system on a circular orbit. This method is complemen-
tary to the pulsar timing approach, which uses the precise
timing of millisecond pulsars to search for low-frequency
GWs and measure their polarization. The use of astrom-
etry to constrain the polarization content of GWs has
been discussed in Refs. [27, 28]. Astrometric signatures
of GWs can also be found in the residuals of the astro-
metric solution (which takes into account the deflection
of light due to solar system bodies only), if the period of
the GW is much smaller than the time span of the data,
as discussed in Ref. [25] in the case of a plane wave. The
parameters characterizing the GW will enter the astro-
metric model together with the source parameters (i.e.,
position, proper motion and parallax) and satellite pa-
rameters (attitude and calibration), but require a proper
estimation process to be determined.

The aim of the present work is twofold. We will study
the effect of a passing gravitational plane wave to the
main observables of a satellite-based astrometric mission
including Gaia, i.e., to the direction cosines measured
by the observer on the satellite which are related to the
along-scan and across-scan measurements. Furthermore,
we will extend the results of Ref. [20] by including the
effect of the quadrupole moment of the planets, which
cannot be neglected for astrometry at the microarcsecond
level of accuracy of Gaia, as discussed in Refs. [7, 9, 14,
15].

We follow here standard notations and conventions:
units are chosen so that c = 1 = G, but they are restored

http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.00676v1


2

when necessary; the metric signature is +2; Greek indices
run from 0 to 3, whereas Latin indices run from 1 to 3;
unless differently specified, scalar product operation is
defined with respect to the spacetime metric.

II. SETUP OF THE PROBLEM

A. Coordinate choice and background spacetime

metric

The background spacetime consists of N gravitation-
ally interacting bodies, each associated with its own
world tube (approximated by a single world line, with
a certain number of multipolar fields defined all along
it). It is customary to identify a “global coordinate sys-
tem” xα = (ct, xi) with the origin at the center of mass
(COM) of the whole system and “N local coordinate sys-
tems” each attached with a single body. They are needed
to split the general problem into two parts: the “external
problem” aimed at determining the motion of the COMs
of the N bodies, and the “internal problem” aimed at
determining the motion of each body around its COM.
In the global coordinate system, the parametric equa-
tions of the N COM world lines LA (A = 1, . . . , N)
have equations zαA = zαA(τA), where τA is the proper
time parametrization along each world line. Local coor-
dinate systems, instead, can be, e.g., Fermi coordinates
Xα

A = (cTA, X
a
A) along the lines LA (or any similar set of

attached coordinates to these lines). A mapping between
the global and local set of coordinates is discussed in Ref.
[29].
If the spacetime region of interest never gets too close

to any specific body, the gravitational field can be con-
sidered a perturbation of the flat spacetime metric ηαβ
referred to standard Cartesian coordinates, i.e.,

g
(0)
αβ = ηαβ + hMαβ , (2.1)

where hMαβ denotes the gravitational field of the Solar

System bodies, i.e., the “matter” (M) field, and can be
expressed either in the global coordinates xµ or in any of
the N local coordinates Xµ

A. We will work to first order
in h throughout the paper.

B. Perturbation by an incoming plane

gravitational wave

Let us consider a perturbation of this system induced
by a plane gravitational wave emitted by a distant source.
The complete metric (background plus perturbation) is
then given by

gαβ = ηαβ + hMαβ + hGW
αβ , (2.2)

where both M and GW metrics can be treated as inde-
pendent first order corrections to the Minkowski metric.

For the sake of simplicity we will take the metric of a
monochromatic plane wave, which has the form

hGW
αβ −

1

2
ηαβh

GWγ
γ = Re[Aαβe

ikαxα

] , (2.3)

where Aαβ is a constant symmetric tensor, the polariza-
tion tensor, and k is a constant null vector, the wave vec-
tor. We will adopt the transverse-traceless (TT) gauge,
so that hGW

αβ is traceless (i.e., hGWα
α = 0) with nonva-

nishing components only on the plane orthogonal to the
direction k of propagation of the wave (i.e., hGW

αβ kβ = 0),

implying that hGW
0β = 0. The polarization tensor has only

two independent components, corresponding to the two
possible polarization states.
The gravitational fields associated with GWs are as-

sumed weak enough to be considered in the linear ap-
proximation. Their effects on the deflection of light add
linearly to those due to the Solar System bodies.

C. Fiducial observers and adapted frames

It is useful to introduce on the spacetime manifold an
observer family u, which forms a congruence of time-
like world lines characterized by the kinematical quanti-
ties acceleration a(u), expansion θ(u), and vorticity ω(u)
[30], resulting from the splitting of its covariant deriva-
tive ∇u ≡ ∇βuα = uα;β, i.e.,

a(u)α = uα;βu
β ,

θ(u)αβ = P (u)γαP (u)
δ
β u(γ;δ) ,

ω(u)αβ = −P (u)γαP (u)
δ
β u[γ;δ] , (2.4)

where P (u)αβ = δαβ + uαuβ projects orthogonally to u.
Let us assume as fiducial observers those at rest with re-
spect to the global coordinates, i.e., the static observers,
with associated 4-velocity

u = uα∂α =

(

1 +
1

2
h00

)

∂0 , (2.5)

and kinematical fields with coordinate components

a(u)i = h0i,0 −
1

2
h00,i ,

θ(u)ij =
1

2
hij,0 ,

ω(u)ij = −h0[i,j] , (2.6)

so that for example a(u) = a(u)i∂i, θ(u) = θ(u)ijdx
i ⊗

dxj , etc. An observer-adapted orthonormal spatial frame
results in the following three vectors

e(u)x̂ = h0x∂0 +

(

1−
1

2
hxx

)

∂x , (2.7)

e(u)ŷ = h0y∂0 − hxy∂x +

(

1−
1

2
hyy

)

∂y ,

e(u)ẑ = h0z∂0 − hxz∂x − hyz∂y +

(

1−
1

2
hzz

)

∂z .
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D. Photon motion

Every astrometric model should be able to reconstruct
the trajectory of a light ray detected by an observer back
to the source, i.e., to solve the inverse ray-tracing prob-
lem (see, e.g., Ref. [31] for a recent fully explicit appli-
cation), up to the requested level of accuracy. In GREM
the photon trajectory is parametrized by the coordinate
time t, so that the null geodesic equations reduce to a
set of second order ordinary differential equations for the
spatial variables xa(t). These equations are solved by
imposing mixed initial-boundary conditions by fixing the
spatial coordinates of the photon at the time of emission
and the unit tangent vector to the light trajectory in
the infinite past, i.e., at infinite spatial distance from the
origin of the global coordinate system [7, 8, 32]. Differ-
ently, RAMOD provides a set of (equivalent) first order
ordinary differential equations for the coordinate compo-
nents of the spatial light direction in the rest frame of a
local static observer, i.e., its line of sight at each point
of the light trajectory, as functions of a suitably defined
non-affine parameter along the path [17, 18]. Further in-
tegration gives the coordinate position of the star. These
equations are integrated by imposing boundary condi-
tions at the time of observation in terms of the angular
directions of the incoming light ray with respect to the
spatial axes of a frame comoving with the satellite and
the coordinate position of the satellite’s trajectory (see,
e.g., Ref. [33] and references therein for additional de-
tails).
LetK be the tangent vector to the photon null geodesic

world line, i.e.,

Kα∇αK
β = 0 , KαKα = 0 , (2.8)

parametrized by the affine parameter λ such that Kα =
dxα/dλ. We will use the following decomposition of the
photon 4-momentum with respect to any given observer
family u [17, 18]

K = −(u ·K)u+ ℓ(u) ≡ E(K,u)u+ ℓ(u) , (2.9)

with ℓ(u)α = P (u)αβK
β the observer-relative (spatial)

momentum orthogonal to uα and E(K,u) = −u ·K the
observer-relative energy.

In place of λ Refs. [17, 18] introduce another non-affine
parameter σ for the orbit, such that

K̄α =
Kα

E(K,u)
=

dxα

dσ
, (2.10)

with

ℓ̄(u) =
ℓ(u)

E(K,u)
= K̄ − u , (2.11)

a unit (spatial) vector representing the observer-relative
direction of the momentum. σ is related to the affine
parameter λ by dσ = E(K,u)dλ, implying that Eq. (2.8)
becomes

K̄α∇αK̄
β = −

(

d

dσ
ln E(K,u)

)

K̄β . (2.12)

The observer-relative energy satisfies the equation

d

dσ
ln E(K,u) = −ℓ̄(u)αℓ̄(u)βθ(u)αβ − ℓ̄(u)αa(u)α ,

(2.13)
so that Eq. (2.12) becomes

dK̄α

dσ
+ Γα

µνK̄
µK̄ν −

[

ℓ̄(u)µℓ̄(u)νθ(u)µν + ℓ̄(u)µa(u)µ
]

K̄α = 0 , (2.14)

with Γα
µν = 1

2η
αρ (hρν,µ + hρµ,ν − hµν,ρ) evaluated along the photon path. Equation (2.11) then implies

dℓ̄(u)α

dσ
+ Γα

µν ℓ̄(u)
µ(ℓ̄(u)ν + uν) + a(u)α − k(u)ασ ℓ̄(u)

σ

−
[

ℓ̄(u)µℓ̄(u)νθ(u)µν + ℓ̄(u)µa(u)µ
]

(ℓ̄(u)α + uα) = 0 , (2.15)

which is valid for any observer u. Hereafter we will adopt the simplified notation ℓ̄(u)α = ℓ̄α, being understood that
the direction of light propagation ℓ̄ is relative to the observer u. We will make explicit the dependence of ℓ̄α and the
metric components hαβ on the parameter σ along the orbit, when convenient.
For the static observers with 4-velocity (2.5) and kinematical fields (2.6) the previous equations become

dℓ̄0

dσ
= ℓ̄iℓ̄jh0i,j + ℓ̄ih0i,0 , (2.16)

dℓ̄k

dσ
= −ℓ̄iℓ̄j

(

hki,j −
1

2
hij,k

)

− ℓ̄i(hk0,i + hki,0 − h0i,k)− hk0,0 +
1

2
h00,k

+ℓ̄k
[

1

2
ℓ̄iℓ̄jhij,0 + ℓ̄i

(

h0i,0 −
1

2
h00,i

)]

, (2.17)
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to be completed by

dx0

dσ
= ℓ̄0(σ) + 1 +

1

2
h00(σ) ,

dxa

dσ
= ℓ̄a(σ) . (2.18)

These equations, valid through O(h), have been derived
in this form in Ref. [18]. Unfortunately, the equation for
ℓ̄0 is incorrect there (see Appendix B).
To first order O(h) the solution of Eqs. (2.16)–(2.18)

can be written as

ℓ̄0 = h0iℓ̄
i , ℓ̄a = ℓ̄a6 0+ ℓ̄ah , xα = xα6 0+xαh , (2.19)

where ℓ̄a6 0 denotes the unperturbed local photon direction
and the parameter σ on the light ray trajectory is fixed
so that it is σ = 0 at the event of observation (i.e., at the
satellite position) with coordinates xαobs = (x0obs, x

i
obs).

The null condition to O(h) then implies

2ℓ̄ 6 0 · ℓ̄h + hℓ̄ 6 0ℓ̄ 6 0 = 0 , hℓ̄ 6 0ℓ̄ 6 0 = habℓ̄
a
6 0ℓ̄

b
6 0 . (2.20)

Therefore, the unperturbed orbit (which is a straight
line) can be written as

x06 0 = x0obs + σ , xa6 0 = xaobs + ℓ̄a6 0σ , (2.21)

with xαh(0) = 0. The “actual” (locally spatial) photon
direction evaluated at the observation point ℓ̄aobs = ℓ̄a6 0 +

ℓ̄ah(0) is considered fully known, being related to direct
observations and to the selected attitude of the observer’s
frame. Therefore, the solution of Eqs. (2.16)–(2.18) can
be written as

x0(σ) = x0obs + σ + x0h(σ) , (2.22)

xa(σ) = xaobs + ℓ̄a6 0σ + xah(σ)

= xaobs + ℓ̄aobsσ + (xah(σ) − ℓ̄ah(0)σ) , (2.23)

ℓ̄a(σ) = ℓ̄aobs + (ℓ̄ah(σ)− ℓ̄ah(0)) . (2.24)

Eq. (2.22) can be used in turn to switch to the coordinate
time parametrization of GREM, whereas evaluating Eq.
(2.23) at the spatial position xa∗ = xa(σ∗) of the star gives
the components ℓ̄aobs at the observer’s position in terms
of the star coordinates (after eliminating the parameter
σ∗ through the normalization condition (2.20)).

E. Astrometric observables

1. Satellite adapted frame

The (timelike) satellite world line has 4-velocity U ,

U = γ(U, u)[u+ ν(U, u)] = Γ[∂0 + va∂a] , (2.25)

where Γ is a normalization factor and

ν(U, u) = ||ν(U, u)||ν̂(U, u) = ν(U, u)âe(u)â ,

γ(U, u) = (1− ||ν(U, u)||2)−1/2 , (2.26)

so that U · U = −1 and va depend on t only.
An adapted frame to this world line can be obtained

by boosting the orthonormal threading frame {u, e(u)â}
along U , i.e.,

E0̂ = U ,

Eâ = e(u)â +
(U · e(u)â)

γ(U, u) + 1
(U + u) , (2.27)

with Eâ · U = 0, are the axes e(u)â of the observer u as
seen by the observer U . The normalization factor Γ in
Eq. (2.25) is given by

Γ = Γ0

[

1 + Γ2
0

(

1

2
h00 + h0v +

1

2
hvv

)]

, (2.28)

with Γ0 = (1− v2)−1/2, where the notation h0v = htav
a,

hvv = habv
avb and v2 = δabv

avb has been used. In terms
of the coordinate components of the spatial velocity the
frame components ν(U, u)â and the associated Lorentz
factor γ(U, u) are

ν(U, u)x̂ = vx
[

1 +
1

2
(h00 + hxx) + h0v

]

+ hxyv
y

+hxzv
z ,

ν(U, u)ŷ = vy
[

1 +
1

2
(h00 + hyy) + h0v

]

+ hyzv
z ,

ν(U, u)ẑ = vz
[

1 +
1

2
(h00 + hzz) + h0v

]

,

γ(U, u) = Γ0

{

1 + Γ2
0

[(

1

2
h00 + h0v

)

v2 +
1

2
hvv

]}

,

(2.29)

to first order in h.
The satellite attitude frame is specified by a suitable

spatial rotation of the adapted triad (2.27)

Fâ = Eb̂R
b̂
â , (2.30)

where the rotation matrix can be equivalently
parametrized by either three Euler angles, or the
Cayley-Klein parameters or even the modified Rodrigues
parameters (see, e.g., Eq. (53) in Ref. [20] for Gaia).
We will refer to them as attitude parameters ai.

2. Main observables

Following the notation of Ref. [18], let

cosψ(â,K) =
K · Fâ

(−U ·K)

∣

∣

∣

∣

obs

(2.31)

=
ℓ̄(u) · Fâ

γ(U, u)(1− ν(U, u) · ℓ̄(u))

∣

∣

∣

∣

obs

,

be the â-th direction cosine measured by the observer
on the satellite. Each observation can be translated in
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the measurement of two coordinates, cosφ on the focal
plane (along-scan), and sin ζ orthogonal to it (across-
scan), which are related to the direction cosines (2.31)
by [20]

cosφ =
cosψ(1̂,K)

| sinψ(3̂,K)|
, sin ζ = cosψ(3̂,K) . (2.32)

Repeated observations of the same objects from differ-
ent satellite orientations and at different times allow to
estimate their astrometric parameters, i.e., angular posi-
tions, parallaxes, and proper motions, as shown in Ref.
[20]. From a computational point of view, these observa-
tions produce a large number of equations, which is much
larger than the number of unknowns. Furthermore, the
latter enter the observation equations in a highly nonlin-
ear way in general, so that a nonlinear optimization al-
gorithm should be needed. However, assuming that the
initial values of all unknown parameters are close enough
to the true ones, one can linearize the system of equa-
tions with respect to the unknowns around a known set
of reference values. The solution through a least-squares
method eventually provides the catalog and associated
uncertainties (we refer to Ref. [20] and references therein
for a detailed account of the Gaia data analysis).
We will write the solution for the direction cosines as

the sum of two contributions, i.e.,

cosψ(â,K) = [cosψ(â,K)]
(0) + [cosψ(â,K)]

GW , (2.33)

where [cosψ(â,K)]
(0) is the part of cosψ(â,K) due to the

“background” field (2.1), i.e., to the gravitational field
of the Solar System, and [cosψ(â,K)]

GW is the correction
due to the gravitational wave.

III. THE GRAVITATIONAL FIELD OF THE

SOLAR SYSTEM

The Solar System is assumed to be isolated and de-
scribed by the following metric in the Barycentric Celes-
tial Reference System (BCRS) as recommended by the
IAU resolution B1.3 (2000) [34]

g
(0)
00 (t, x

i) = −1 + 2ǫ2V − 2ǫ4V 2 +O(6) ,

g
(0)
0i (t, x

i) = −4ǫ3V i +O(5) ,

g
(0)
ij (t, xi) = δij [1 + 2ǫ2V ] +O(4) , (3.1)

where ǫ = 1/c and O(n) = O(ǫn), the functions V =
V (t, xi) and Vi = Vi(t, x

i) denoting the potentials associ-
ated with the gravitational field. The BCRS coordinates
are harmonic, since the metric (3.1) satisfies the gauge

conditions ∂β(
√

−g(0)g(0)αβ) = 0 = g(0)µνΓ(0)α
µν , that

is

∂tV + ∂iV
i = 0(4) . (3.2)

The gravitational potentials V and V i are given by

V (t, xi) =

N
∑

A=1

VA(t, x
i) , V i(t, xi) =

N
∑

A=1

V i
A(t, x

i) ,

(3.3)
where the individual contribution of the A-th body is
computed in the local coordinate system (cTA, X

i
A) at-

tached with it in terms of two families of intrinsic multi-
pole moments, mass ML and spin SL moments, defined
through the associated energy-momentum tensor [29].

In order to meet the microarcsecond level of accuracy
it is enough to keep terms in the metric (3.1) up to the
order O(3) included. Furthermore, the sources can be
assumed to move with a constant velocity relative to the
global reference system. They can also be considered as
nonrotating and endowed with a quadrupolar structure,
with a time-independent mass quadrupole moment. It
is enough to take into account the contribution of giant
planets only, which can be modeled as (flattened) ho-
mogeneous axisymmetric ellipsoids of revolution, whose
principal axes are aligned with the spatial axes of the
global coordinate system. Such approximations are ex-
tensively discussed in Refs. [7–9, 14, 15, 32].

The gravitational potentials of the A-th source are then
given by

VA(t, x
i) = hA(t, x

i) , V i
A(t, x

i) = hA(t, x
i)ṽiA ,

(3.4)
with [9]

hA =
GMA

rA

[

1− J2A

(

Req
A

rA

)2

P2

(

z − zA
rA

)

]

, (3.5)

where riA = xi − xiA(t) are the coordinates of the A-th
body with the origin fixed at the center of mass of the
whole system, so that

rA(t, x
i) =

[

(x− xA(t))
2 + (y − yA(t))

2 + (z − zA(t))
2
]1/2

,
(3.6)

with xiA(t) = xiA(tA,0) + ṽiA(t − tA,0), tA,0 denoting a
given reference time. P2(x) =

1
2 (3x

2− 1) is the Legendre
polynomial of degree n = 2, MA the mass of the A-th
body, Req

A its equatorial radius, and the coefficient J2A
the dimensionless mass quadrupole parameter. In the
following we will remove the subscript A for simplicity
and we will retain terms up to the order O(3) in the
expansion of perturbation quantities.

The solution of the photon equations of motion is then
given by [20]

ℓ̄a(σ) = ℓ̄aobs + ǫ2
{

2[1− 2ǫ(ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0)]H
a(σ)

−(3ℓ̄a6 0 − 4ǫṽa)(h(σ) − hobs)
}

+ 2ǫ3ℓ̄a6 0H
t(σ)

= ℓ̄a6 0 + ℓ̄M a
h , (3.7)
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with (ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0) = δabṽ
aℓ̄b6 0, and

x0(σ) = x0obs + σ + ǫ2[1− 4ǫ(ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0)]H(σ) ,

xa(σ) = xaobs + ℓ̄aobsσ + ǫ2
{

2[1− 2ǫ(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)]H
a(σ)

−(3ℓ̄a6 0 − 4ǫṽa)(H(σ) − hobsσ)
}

+ 2ǫ3ℓ̄a6 0H
t(σ) ,

(3.8)

where we have introduced the quantities

H(σ) =

∫ σ

0

h(σ)dσ , Ha(σ) =

∫ σ

0

[∂ah](σ)dσ ,

Ha(σ) =

∫ σ

0

Ha(σ)dσ , (3.9)

Ht(σ) =

∫ σ

0

[∂th](σ)dσ , Ht(σ) =

∫ σ

0

Ht(σ)dσ .

Finally, the normalization factor E turns out to be

E(σ) = 1 + ǫ2(h(σ)− hobs)− 2ǫ3Ht(σ) , (3.10)

where the unperturbed value has been set equal to unity
without any loss of generality.
A solution to the photon equations of motion (2.16)–

(2.18) in the context of Gaia was already obtained in Ref.
[19] for uniformly moving quadrupolar bodies, by using a

different formulation. However, it is incorrect, as shown
in Appendix B below. The correct solution in the case
of pointlike sources moving with constant velocities was
recently presented in Ref. [20] in the same form as Eqs.
(3.7)–(3.10), with the functions (3.9) given in Appendix
B there. We will provide in Appendix A below the correct
solution for extended bodies also endowed with a mass
quadrupole moment, so improving the results of Ref. [20]
and fully correcting those of Ref. [19].

A. Astrometric observables

The spatial triad (2.27) adapted to the satellite world
line U becomes in this case

Eâ =

{

ǫva + ǫ3
[

va
(

v2

2
+ 3h

)

− 4hṽa
]}

∂0

+
(

1− ǫ2h
)

∂a +
ǫ2

2
vavb∂b +O(4) . (3.11)

The direction cosines (2.31) are thus given by

[cosψ(â,K)]
(0) = [cosψ(â,K)]

flat + [cosψ(â,K)]
M , (3.12)

where

[cosψ(â,K)]
flat = C â · ℓ̄6 0 + ǫ[(v · ℓ̄6 0)(C â · ℓ̄6 0)−Câ · v]

+ǫ2[1 + ǫ(v · ℓ̄6 0)]

{

−
1

2
(v · ℓ̄6 0)(C â · v) + (C â · ℓ̄6 0)

[

(v · ℓ̄6 0)
2 −

v2

2

]}

+O(4) , (3.13)

is the flat spacetime value, whereas

[cosψ(â,K)]
M = C â · ℓ̄

M
h + ǫ[(Câ · ℓ̄6 0)(v · ℓ̄

M
h ) + (v · ℓ̄ 6 0)(C â · ℓ̄

M
h )]

+ǫ2h[(C â · ℓ̄6 0)(1 + 4ǫ(v · ℓ̄6 0))− 2ǫ(Câ · v)] +O(4) , (3.14)

is the first order correction due to the “matter” field,
which has to be evaluated at the position of the satellite,
i.e., for σ = 0. Here the notation (A · B) = δabA

aBb

has been used for the scalar product between three-
dimensional vectors. The coefficients Cb

â = Rb
â are all

functions of the attitude parameters only.

Therefore, the â-th direction cosine turns out to be
a function of the spatial position xa∗ of the star (or,
equivalently, its astrometric parameters) and the satel-
lite’s attitude represented by the parameters ai, i.e.,
[cosψ(â,K)]

(0) = fâ(x
i
∗, ai). The variation of this equa-

tion with respect to the parameters is easily computed
(see Section IV of Ref. [20]), leading to a linearized set
of equations around a known solution at the time of ob-
servation, which is then solved by using the least-square
method, as stated above.

IV. ASTROMETRIC EFFECTS INDUCED BY A

GRAVITATIONAL PLANE WAVE

Let us consider the perturbation due to a monochro-
matic gravitational plane wave with frequency ω trav-
elling along an arbitrary direction (with wave vector
k = ω∂0 + ka∂a). In the TT-gauge the associated met-
ric has nonvanishing components hGW

ab = O(4) with (see,
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e.g., Ref. [25])

hGW
ab dxadxb = (αh+ − βh×)dx

2 + (γh+ + βh×)dy
2

−h+dz
2

+2

(

−
ky
kx
γh+ +

kz
kx
δh×

)

dxdy

+2

(

kz
kx
h+ +

ky
kx
h×

)

dxdz

−2h×dydz , (4.1)

provided that kx 6= 0, with coefficients

α =
k2y − k2z
k2x + k2y

, β =
2kykz
k2x + k2y

,

γ = 1− α , δ =
k2x − k2y
k2x + k2y

, (4.2)

and polarization functions h+ = hs+−hc+ and h× = hc×−
hs×, with

hc+ = Ac
+ cosW , hs+ = As

+ sinW ,

hc× = Ac
× cosW , hs× = As

× sinW , (4.3)

and W = k · x = kαx
α. The two GW polarizations are

thus equivalently parametrized by four strain amplitudes
instead of two amplitudes and two phases. Note that
there exist many equivalent forms of the metric (4.1) de-
pending on the chosen parametrization of the direction
of propagation of the wave (see, e.g., Ref. [22], where
spherical-like coordinates are used instead).
The parametric equations of null geodesic orbits with

tangent vector K (see Eq. (2.8)) in the metric ηαβ+h
GW
αβ

are given by

x0(λ) = x00 + (E +Bt)λ+ Ct
c(cosW (λ) − cosW0)

+Ct
s(sinW (λ) − sinW0) ,

xa(λ) = xa0 + (Ka
0 +Ba)λ+ Ca

c (cosW (λ)− cosW0)

+Ca
s (sinW (λ)− sinW0) , (4.4)

where the unperturbed 4-momentum is denoted by K0 =
E∂0 +Ka

0∂a, λ is an affine parameter and xα0 = xα(λ =
0), so that

W (λ) = (K0 ·k)λ+W0 , W0 =W (0) = k ·x0 , (4.5)

provided that (K0 · k) 6= 0, and

Ct
c = −

ω

2kx(K0 · k)2
{kx[(αA

s
+ + βAs

×)K
2
0x + (−βAs

× + γAs
+)K

2
0y + 2K0yK0zA

s
× −K2

0zA
s
+]

−2K0x[(kyγA
s
+ + kzδA

s
×)K0y + (−As

+kz +As
×ky)K0z]} ,

Cx
c =

kx
ω
Ct

c −
(K0zky +K0ykzδ −K0xkxβ)A

s
× −As

+(K0xkxα− γkyK0y +K0zkz)

kx(K0 · k)
,

Cy
c =

ky
ω
Ct

c +
[(K0z −K0yβ)kx −K0xkzδ]A

s
× −As

+γ(K0xky −K0ykx)

kx(K0 · k)
,

Cz
c =

kz
ω
Ct

c +
(−K0xky +K0ykx)A

s
× +As

+(K0xkz − kxK0z)

kx(K0 · k)
, (4.6)

with Cα
s = Cα

c (A
s
+ → Ac

+, A
s
× → Ac

×), whereas B
α are

O(h) arbitrary constants such that K0 · B = 0. The
tangent vector K to null geodesics is thus given by

K =
[

1 + (K0 · k)(C
t
s cosW − Ct

c sinW ) + Bt
]

∂0

+ [Ka
0 + (K0 · k)(C

a
s cosW − Ca

c sinW ) +Ba] ∂a ,

(4.7)

where we have set the unperturbed photon energy E = 1
as before.
Let us introduce also in this case the decomposition

(2.9) of the photon 4-momentum with respect to the
static observers u = ∂0. We find E = 1 + EGW for the
normalization factor, with

EGW = (K0 ·k)(C
t
s cosW (λ)−Ct

c sinW (λ))+Bt , (4.8)

so that the non-affine parameter σ parametrizing the

photon trajectory turns out to be

σ = (1 +Bt)λ + Ct
c(cosW (λ) − cosW0)

+Ct
s(sinW (λ) − sinW0) , (4.9)

which can be easily inverted to yield λ as a function of σ.
The arbitrary constantBt can then be chosen so that E =
1 for σ = 0, i.e., Bt = −(K0 · k)(C

t
s cosW0 − Ct

c sinW0),
leading to

EGW(σ) = −(K0 · k)[C
t
s(cosW (σ)− cosW0)

+Ct
c(sinW (σ) − sinW0)] . (4.10)

Furthermore,

ℓ̄(σ) =
[

Ka
0 − (Ca

s − Ct
sK

a
0 ) cosW (σ)

+(Ca
c − Ct

cK
a
0 ) sinW (σ)

]

∂a

≡
(

Ka
0 + ℓ̄GW a

h (σ)
)

∂a , (4.11)
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and

x0(σ) = x00 + σ , (4.12)

xa(σ) = xa0 +Ka
0σ

+(Ca
c − Ct

cK
a
0 )(cosW (σ)− cosW0)

+(Ca
s − Ct

sK
a
0 )(sinW (σ)− sinW0) ,

where xα0 = xαobs, K
a
0 = ℓ̄a6 0 and we have set Ba = BtKa

0 .

A. Astrometric observables

The spatial triad (2.27) adapted to the satellite world
line U in this case reads

Eâ = e(u)â + va
(

1 +
v2

2

)

∂0 +
1

2
vavb∂b , (4.13)

where

e(u)x̂ =

(

1−
1

2
hGW
xx

)

∂x , (4.14)

e(u)ŷ = −hGW
xy ∂x +

(

1−
1

2
hGW
yy

)

∂y ,

e(u)ẑ = −hGW
xz ∂x − hGW

yz ∂y +

(

1−
1

2
hGW
zz

)

∂z ,

as from Eq. (2.7) with h0a = 0. The leading-order cor-
rection to the direction cosines then turns out to be

[cosψ(â,K)]
GW = C â · ν̂

GW
h obs , (4.15)

where (C â · ν̂
GW
h obs) = δabC

a
â ν̂

GW b
h obs and

ν̂GW x
h = ℓ̄GW x

h +
1

2
hGW
xx ℓ̄x6 0 + hGW

xy ℓ̄y6 0 + hGW
xz ℓ̄z6 0 ,

ν̂GW y
h = ℓ̄GW y

h +
1

2
hGW
yy ℓ̄y6 0 + hGW

yz ℓ̄z6 0 ,

ν̂GW z
h = ℓ̄GW z

h +
1

2
hGW
zz ℓ̄z6 0 , (4.16)

which have to be evaluated at the position of the satellite,
i.e., for σ = 0, where

ℓ̄GW a
h obs = −(Ca

s − Ct
sℓ̄

a
6 0) cosW0 + (Ca

c − Ct
c ℓ̄

a
6 0) sinW0 .

(4.17)
Including terms which are linear in the satellite velocity
we finally get

[cosψ(â,K)]
GW = (C â · ν̂

GW
h obs)[1 + ǫ(v · ℓ̄6 0)]

+ǫ
[

(C â · ℓ̄6 0)
(

hGW
ℓ̄ 6 0v

+
(

v · ℓ̄
GW
h obs

))

−(C â · ν
GW
h obs)

]

, (4.18)

where hGW
ℓ̄ 6 0v

= hGW
ab ℓ̄a6 0v

b and

νx̂ GW
h =

1

2
hGW
xx vx + hGW

xy vy + hGW
xz vz ,

ν ŷ GW
h =

1

2
hGW
yy vy + hGW

yz vz ,

ν ẑ GW
h =

1

2
hGW
zz vz , (4.19)

are the GW-dependent part of the frame components
(2.29) of the satellite’s spatial velocity.

Therefore, the â-th direction cosine depends on
seven further parameters: the four strain parameters
hs+, h

c
+, h

s
×, h

c
× and three parameters ka describing the

direction of the gravitational wave (or equivalently two
such parameters and the frequency ω). Unfortunately, in
this case one does not know any initial value for any of
these parameters, so that the least square method can-
not be applied. A GW detection algorithm has been pro-
posed in Ref. [25], using the technique of vector spherical
harmonics [35] and the HEALPix sky pixelization scheme
[36].

Let us conclude this section by comparing our results
with those of Book and Flanagan [23], who first computed
the change in the photon direction towards a distant as-
trometric source due to a plane gravitational wave. They
considered an observer at rest, with an adapted frame
parallel transported along his world line, so that our re-
sults cannot be directly related to those of Ref. [23]. The
photon 4-momentum is given there (Eq. (32)) by

K = ωobs

(

u− nâE
(par)
â

)

, (4.20)

where ωobs denotes the observed photon frequency (Eq.
(27)) and nâ = na + δnâ, n denoting the unperturbed
direction and δn the O(h) correction (Eq. (39)), and

{u,E
(par)
â } is a parallel transported frame along u (Eqs.

(30)–(31)), with

E
(par)
â =

(

δba −
1

2
hGW
ab

)

∂b , (4.21)

which is suitably rotated with respect to the spatial frame
(4.13) (where one should also set va = 0). Direct com-
parison with the decomposition (2.9) gives ωobs = E and

ℓ̄a = −na − δna +
1

2
hGW
ab nb , (4.22)

implying that −na = Ka
0 = ℓ̄a6 0 and the O(h) corrections

to the coordinate components of the photon direction are
related by

ℓ̄GW a
h = −δna −

1

2
hGW
ab ℓ̄b6 0 , (4.23)

recalling Eq. (4.11). Finally, Ref. [23] uses an affine
parametrization for the photon 4-momentum (4.20),
whereas the solution (4.11) for ℓ̄GW a

h is given in terms
of the non-affine parameter σ given by Eq. (4.9), so that
one should also replace σ by λ before evaluating at the
observer to show the agreement with Eq. (39). However,
Ref. [23] does not discuss how to implement this model in
the case of an actual satellite-based astrometric mission,
as we have done before by computing the main satellite
observables.
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V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The passage of a gravitational wave is expected to in-
duce a time-dependent periodic shift on the apparent po-
sitions of stars, entering the astrometric solution in a
characteristic way. We have computed the corrections to
the main observables of satellite-based astrometric mis-
sions due to the interaction with a monochromatic plane
gravitational wave in the RAMOD framework. Such cor-
rections turn out to depend on the characteristic param-
eters of the wave, associated with the amplitudes of the
two polarization modes, the direction of propagation and
the frequency. We have also improved the reference as-
trometric solution for Gaia by including the effect of the
quadrupole moment of the planets, generalizing previous
results [20]. The quadrupole contribution to the Gaia
observables could be directly implemented in the current
data processing. In contrast, detecting GW effects would
require suitable search algorithms, data compressing and
optimization techniques reducing the dimensionality of
the parameter space. The methods discussed in Refs.
[25, 26] are very promising, so that we expect that an
efficient algorithm will be soon available before the final
Gaia data release.
Future satellite-based astrometric missions are planned

to reach a significantly improved level of accuracy, so
that they are better suited to measure GW effects. In
the meantime, the description of the gravitational field
of the Solar System should become more accurate, by
including further PN terms in the gravitational potentials
as well as by relaxing some simplifying assumption on the
multipolar structure and proper motion of the planets
valid at the microarcsecond level only [15, 16, 38].

Appendix A: Light propagation in the field of

uniformly moving quadrupolar bodies

The solution of the photon equations of motion is
given by (3.7)–(3.10) in terms of the quantities (3.9),
which are listed below in the case of uniformly mov-
ing extended bodies endowed with mass quadrupole mo-
ment. It is enough to show the functions H(σ), Ha(σ)
and Ha(σ), because Ht(σ) = −δabH

a(σ)ṽb and Ht(σ) =
−δabH

a(σ)ṽb, from the relation ∂th = −ṽa∂ah and the
assumed constant value of ṽa. We will write such func-
tions in the form

H(σ) = H(0)(σ) + ǫH(1)(σ) +O(2) ,

Ha(σ) = Ha(0)(σ) + ǫHa(1)(σ) +O(2) ,

Ha(σ) = Ha(0)(σ) + ǫHa(1)(σ) +O(2) , (A1)

since our solution is accurate up to the order O(3)
included. A solution for quadrupolar bodies in the
RAMOD framework has already been presented in Ref.
[19], but is affected by several mistakes, as shown in Ap-
pendix B. Our derivation discussed in Section III is dif-
ferent from that of Ref. [19] (a term-by-term comparison

is not possible), so we will give below the final solution
only for the momentum and orbit of the photon.
For the sake of simplicity we will drop the summation

symbol over the bodies in the gravitational potential h =
∑N

A=1 hA as well as the label A, thus referring to a single
source with potential (3.5). Quantities in bold are three
dimensional vectors, i.e., a = ai∂i, so that both scalar
and cross product between them are meant to be the
standard operations in an Euclidean space and referred
to standard Cartesian coordinates, i.e., a · c = δija

icj

and (a× c)i = ǫijka
jck.

We will use the following definitions:

ba = [ℓ̄6 0 × (robs × ℓ̄6 0)]
a = raobs − ℓ̄a6 0(robs · ℓ̄ 6 0) ,

da = [ℓ̄6 0 × (ṽ × ℓ̄ 6 0)]
a = ṽa − ℓ̄a6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0) , (A2)

so that b2 = δabb
abb = r2obs − (robs · ℓ̄6 0)

2, and

Cn =
1

rn
−

1

rnobs
, Fn =

(r · ℓ̄6 0)

rn
−

(robs · ℓ̄6 0)

rnobs
,

S = r − robs −
(robs · ℓ̄6 0)

robs
σ , (A3)

where

(r · ℓ̄ 6 0) = (robs · ℓ̄ 6 0) + σ +O(2) , (A4)

so that

r =
√

σ2 + r2obs + 2σ(robs · ℓ̄6 0) =
√

b2 + (r · ℓ̄6 0)2 ,

(A5)
and

Da
n = da − n

bz

b2
(ṽ · b) ,

Xn = 1− n(ℓ̄z6 0)
2 , Y = (ℓ̄z6 0)

2 −
(bz)2

b2
. (A6)

1. Monopole solution

The correct solution for a uniformly moving mass
monopole has already been given in Ref. [20], although
not explicitly pointed out there. We recall it below for
completeness:

H
(0)
M (σ) = GM ln

[

r + (r · ℓ̄ 6 0)

robs + (robs · ℓ̄6 0)

]

,

Ha
M

(0)(σ) = GM

(

ℓ̄a6 0C1 −
ba

b2
F1

)

,

Ha
M

(0)(σ) = ℓ̄a6 0

(

H
(0)
M (σ)−

GM

robs
σ

)

−GM
ba

b2
S ,

(A7)

and
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H
(1)
M (σ) = (ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0)H

(0)
M +

GM

r + (r · ℓ̄6 0)

[

r − robs + σ

robs + (robs · ℓ̄6 0)
(ṽ · b)− (ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)σ

]

,

Ha
M

(1)(σ) = (ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0)H
a
M

(0)(σ)

+
GM

b2

{robs
r
Da

2S − ba
[

(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)(robs · ℓ̄ 6 0) + (ṽ · b)
]

C1 + [ba(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)− ℓ̄a6 0(ṽ · b)]F1

}

,

Ha
M

(1)(σ) = (ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0)H
a
M

(0)(σ) + ℓ̄a6 0H
(1)
M (σ)− daH

(0)
M (σ)

−
GM

b2

{

[

ba(ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0) + ℓ̄a6 0(ṽ · b)
]

S − rrobsD
a
2F1 +

ba

robs

[

(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)(robs · ℓ̄6 0)− (ṽ · b)
]

σ

}

. (A8)

2. Quadrupole solution

For a mass quadrupole one gets (see also Ref. [37] for the static case)

H
(0)
Q (σ) = GM(Req)2J2

{

ℓ̄z6 0b
zC3 +

1

2
Y F3 +

1

2b2
(X3 + 2Y )F1

}

,

Ha
Q
(0)(σ) = GM(Req)2J2

{

ba
[

−3ℓ̄z6 0b
zC5 −

3

2
Y F5 −

1

2b2
(X5 + 4Y )

(

2

b2
F1 + F3

)]

+ℓ̄a6 0

[

1

2
X5C3 +

3

2
b2Y C5 +

ℓ̄z6 0b
z

b2

(

2

b2
F1 + F3 − 3b2F5

)

]

+ δaz

[

−
bz

b2

(

F3 +
2

b2
F1

)

+ ℓ̄z6 0C3

]

}

,

Ha
Q
(0)(σ) = GM(Req)2J2

{

ba

[

1

2
Y C3 −

ℓ̄z6 0b
z

b2

(

2

b2
F1 + F3

)

+
1

2b2
(X5 + 4Y )

(

−
2

b2
(r − robs) + C1

)

+

[

1

2b2
(X5 + 4Y )

(

2

b2
+

1

r2obs

)

(robs · ℓ̄6 0)

robs
+

3

r5obs

(

ℓ̄z6 0b
z +

1

2
Y (robs · ℓ̄6 0)

)]

σ

]

+ℓ̄a6 0

[

1

2b2
(X5 + 2Y )F1 +

1

2
Y F3 +

ℓ̄z6 0b
z

b2

(

2

b2
(r − robs)− C1 + b2C3

)

−

[

1

2r3obs

(

X5 + 3
b2

r2obs
Y

)

+
2ℓ̄z6 0b

z

b4

(

1 +
b2

2r2obs

(

1−
3b2

r2obs

))

(robs · ℓ̄6 0)

robs

]

σ

]

+δaz

[

bz

b2

(

C1 +
(robs · ℓ̄ 6 0)

r3obs
σ −

2

b2
S

)

+ ℓ̄z6 0

(

1

b2
F1 −

1

r3obs
σ

)]}

, (A9)

and

H
(1)
Q (σ) = GM(Req)2J2

{

−

(

ℓ̄z6 0D
z
−1 +

bz

b2
Dz

1(robs · ℓ̄6 0)

)

F3 +
1

b2

[

−
1

b2
(robs · ℓ̄6 0)(2b

zDz
2 +X1(ṽ · b)) + ℓ̄z6 0D

z
2

]

F1

+

[

1

2
Y (ṽ · b)− bz(Dz

1 − ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)) +

(

1

2
Y (ṽ · ℓ̄6 0) + ℓ̄z6 0d

z

)

(robs · ℓ̄ 6 0)

]

C3

+
1

2b2
(X3 + 2Y )[(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)(robs · ℓ̄6 0)− (ṽ · b)]C1

}

,
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Ha
Q
(1)(σ) = GM(Req)2J2

{

3

[

ba
(

bz

b2
Dz

1(robs · ℓ̄ 6 0) + ℓ̄z6 0D
z
−1

)

+ ℓ̄a6 0

(

−ℓ̄z6 0d
z(robs · ℓ̄6 0) + bzDz

1 −
3

2
Y (ṽ · b)

)

+da
(

−
1

2
Y (robs · ℓ̄ 6 0) + bz ℓ̄z6 0

)]

F5

+
1

b2

[

ba
(

1

b2
(4Dz

2b
z +X1(ṽ · b))(robs · ℓ̄6 0)− ℓ̄z6 0D

z
4

)

− ℓ̄a6 0

(

Dz
2(b

z − ℓ̄z6 0(robs · ℓ̄6 0)) +
1

2
X3(ṽ · b)

)

−da
(

1

2
(X5 + 4Y )(robs · ℓ̄ 6 0) + bz ℓ̄z6 0

)

− δaz
(

Dz
2(robs · ℓ̄6 0) + ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · b)

)

]

F3

+
1

b4

[

2ba
(

2

b2
(2bzDz

3 +X1(ṽ · b))(robs · ℓ̄6 0)− ℓ̄z6 0D
z
4

)

+ ℓ̄a6 0
(

2ℓ̄z6 0D
z
4(robs · ℓ̄ 6 0)− 2Dz

2b
z −X3(ṽ · b)

)

−da
[

(X5 + 4Y )(robs · ℓ̄ 6 0) + 2bz ℓ̄z6 0
]

− 2δaz
(

Dz
4(robs · ℓ̄6 0) + ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · b)

)]

F1

+3

[

ba
(

−

(

ℓ̄z6 0d
z +

1

2
Y (ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0)

)

(robs · ℓ̄6 0) + bz(Dz
1 − ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0))−

1

2
Y (ṽ · b)

)

+ℓ̄a6 0

(

(

−bz(Dz
1 + ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)) + Y (ṽ · b)

)

(robs · ℓ̄6 0)− b2
(

ℓ̄z6 0D
z
−1 −

1

2
Y (ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)

))

−da
(

1

2
Y b2 + ℓ̄z6 0b

z(robs · ℓ̄ 6 0)

)]

C5

+

[

ba

2b2
(

(ṽ · b)− (ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)(robs · ℓ̄ 6 0)
)

(X5 + 4Y )−
1

2
daX5

+ℓ̄a6 0

(

−
bz

b2
ℓ̄z6 0

(

(ṽ · b)− (ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)(robs · ℓ̄6 0)
)

+ 5ℓ̄z6 0d
z +

1

2
X5(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)

)

+δaz

(

−
bz

b2
(ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0)(robs · ℓ̄6 0) + ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)−Dz

1

)]

C3

+
1

b4
(

(ṽ · b)− (ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)(robs · ℓ̄6 0)
) [

ba(X5 + 4Y )− 2ℓ̄a6 0b
z ℓ̄z6 0 + 2δaz b

z
]

C1

}

,
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Ha
Q
(1)(σ) = GM(Req)2J2

{[

ba

b2
(

−ℓ̄z6 0D
z
2(robs · ℓ̄ 6 0) + bz(Dz

1 − ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0))− Y (ṽ · b)
)

+ℓ̄a6 0

(

−
bz

b2
Dz

1(robs · ℓ̄6 0)− ℓ̄z6 0D
z
−2 +

1

2
Y (ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)

)

+ da
(

−
bz

b2
ℓ̄z6 0(robs · ℓ̄ 6 0)−

1

2
Y

)]

F3

+
1

b2

[

2
ba

b2
(

−ℓ̄z6 0D
z
4(robs · ℓ̄6 0) + bz(Dz

1 − ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0))− Y (ṽ · b)
)

+ℓ̄a6 0

(

1

b2
(−2bzDz

1 − (X5 + 2Y )(ṽ · b)) (robs · ℓ̄6 0) + ℓ̄z6 0(4D
z
1 − dz) +

1

2
(X5 + 2Y )(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)

)

−da
(

2
bz

b2
ℓ̄z6 0(robs · ℓ̄6 0) +

1

2
(X5 + 2Y )

)

− δaz

(

dz +
2

b2
ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · b)(robs · ℓ̄6 0)− ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)

)]

F1

+

[

ba
(

−
1

b2
(

bzDz
1 + ℓ̄z6 0b

z(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)
)

(robs · ℓ̄6 0)− ℓ̄z6 0d
z + Y (ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)

)

+ℓ̄a6 0

((

ℓ̄z6 0d
z +

1

2
Y (ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)

)

(robs · ℓ̄6 0)− bz(Dz
1 − 2ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)) + Y (ṽ · b)

)

+da
(

−bz ℓ̄z6 0 +
1

2
Y (robs · ℓ̄6 0)

)]

C3

+
1

b2

[

ba
(

1

b2
(

−2bz(2Dz
1 + ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0))− (X5 + 4Y )(ṽ · b)

)

(robs · ℓ̄6 0) + ℓ̄z6 0D
z
2 + (X5 + 4Y )(ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0)

)

+ℓ̄a6 0

((

−ℓ̄z6 0D
z
2 +

1

2
(X5 + 2Y )(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)

)

(robs · ℓ̄6 0) + bz(Dz
1 − 2ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0))

)

+da
(

1

2
(X5 + 4Y )(robs · ℓ̄6 0) + ℓ̄z6 0b

z

)

+ δaz
(

(Dz
2 + ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0))(robs · ℓ̄6 0) + 2bz(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)

)

]

C1

+
1

b4

[

2ba
(

2

b2
(2bzDz

1 + (X5 + 4Y )(ṽ · b)) (robs · ℓ̄ 6 0)− ℓ̄z6 0D
z
4 − (X5 + 4Y )(ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0)

)

+ℓ̄a6 0
(

2ℓ̄z6 0D
z
4(robs · ℓ̄ 6 0)− 2bz(dz − 2ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0))− (X7 + 4Y )(ṽ · b)

)

+da
(

−(X5 + 4Y )(robs · ℓ̄6 0)− 2bz ℓ̄z6 0
)

+ δaz
(

−2Dz
4(robs · ℓ̄ 6 0)− 2ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · b)− 4bz(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)

)]

S

+

[

1

r5obs
ba

((

−
r4obs
b4

(X5 + 4Y )(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0) +
r2obs
b2

(

ℓ̄z6 0D
z
4 +

1

2
(X5 + 4Y )(ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0)

)

− 3
bz

b2
ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · b)

+
3

2
Y (ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)

)

(robs · ℓ̄6 0)− 2
r4obs
b4

(2bzDz
1 + (X5 + 4Y )(ṽ · b)) +

r2obs
b2

(

bzDz
1 +

1

2
(X5 + 4Y )(ṽ · b)

)

+
3

2
Y (ṽ · b) + 3ℓ̄z6 0b

z(ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0)

)

+
1

r3obs
da

(

bz

b2
ℓ̄z6 0(robs · ℓ̄6 0)−

1

2
Y +

1

2

r2obs
b2

(X5 + 4Y )

)

+
1

r5obs
ℓ̄a6 0

((

2
r4obs
b4

bz ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0) +
r2obs
b2

(

1

2
X3(ṽ · b) + bz(Dz

2 − ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0))

)

+
3

2
Y (ṽ · b)

+3ℓ̄z6 0b
z(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0)

)

(robs · ℓ̄6 0)−
r4obs
b2

ℓ̄z6 0D
z
4 − r2obs

(

ℓ̄z6 0D
z
−1 +

1

2
X5(ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0)

)

−
3

2
b2Y (ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0) + 3bz ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · b)

)

+
1

r3obs
δaz

(

1

b2

(

bz

b2
(b2 − 2r2obs)(ṽ · ℓ̄6 0) + ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · b)

)

(robs · ℓ̄6 0) +
r2obs
b2

Dz
4 +

bz

b2
(ṽ · b)− ℓ̄z6 0(ṽ · ℓ̄ 6 0)

)]

σ

}

.

(A10)

Appendix B: Correcting formulas in previous

RAMOD papers

The theoretical framework of the RAMOD model is
developed in Refs. [17, 18], whereas Ref. [19] contains
the main application to the Gaia context. Ref. [17] deals
with the static case. The generalization to the dynamical

case is discussed in Ref. [18], which however contains an
incorrect equation for the component ℓ̄0 of the relative-
observer spatial momentum (cf. Eq. (16) there with Eq.
(2.16) here). Finally, Ref. [19] has a number of results
requiring correction, which are summarized below.

1. The equation governing the evolution of ℓ̄0 along
the photon path given in Eq. (16) of Ref. [18] (see
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also Eq. (2) of Ref. [19]) is incorrect. It should read
instead as in Eq. (2.16) above. In fact, the second
term in the right hand side of Eq. (2.16) can be
neglected at the order O(3), so that the disagree-
ment with Eq. (16) of Ref. [18] is due to the term
− 1

2∂0h00 there, which is clearly wrong. This can be

shown simply by taking the solution for ℓ̄0 in terms
of that for the spatial components ℓ̄a given by the
first equation of (2.19) (Eq. (14) of Ref. [18]). Dif-
ferentiating the latter with respect to σ and using
Eq. (2.18) then immediately gives the evolution
equation (2.16) for ℓ̄0, while it does not reproduce
Eq. (16) of Ref. [18], even at the order O(3). All
related formulas containing ℓ̄0 (or its explicit so-
lution after the metric is specified) in subsequent
RAMOD papers must reflect this change.

2. The gravitational potentials entering the spacetime
metric are written in Ref. [19] in terms of the re-
tarded time (see, e.g., Eq. (18) there in the case
of uniformly moving pointlike bodies), which is a
function of the global coordinates. The derivation
of the solution to the photon equations of motion
then proceeds without specifying this relation, gen-
erating unnecessary additional terms. The final so-
lution for the photon trajectory still contains re-
tarded quantities, so that it is never explicit. It
should necessarily be further transformed using the
relation tret = tret(t, x

i) and re-expressed in terms
of global coordinates, but this is not the case in

Ref. [19].

3. The authors claim that the congruence of static
observers is vorticity-free if the sources move with
constant velocity (see the sentence after Eq. (57)
in Ref. [19]). However, this is not the case. In
fact, the components of the vorticity tensor turn
out to be ω(u)ij = −h0[i,j] (see Eq. (2.6), where

h0i = −4ǫ3
∑

A hA(t, x
i)ṽiA with potential (3.4) of

the A-th source), which vanish only if ṽiA ≡ 0, since
hA(t, x

i) and their spatial derivatives are nonzero.

In order to have a vorticity-free congruence one
should select as fiducial observers a different fam-
ily of observers, e.g., those with 4-velocity vector n
orthogonal to the t =constant hypersurfaces (see,
e.g., Ref. [30]). To O(h) we find

n =

(

1 +
1

2
h00

)

∂0 − h0i∂i , (B1)

with associated kinematical fields

a(n)i = −
1

2
h00,i ,

θ(n)ij =
1

2
hij,0 − h0(i,j) ,

ω(n)ij = 0 . (B2)

Equations (2.15) referred to n then imply

dℓ̄(n)0

dσ
= 0 ,

dℓ̄(n)k

dσ
= −ℓ̄(n)iℓ̄(n)j

(

hki,j −
1

2
hij,k

)

− ℓ̄(n)i(hki,0 − h0i,k) +
1

2
h00,k

+ℓ̄(n)k
[

ℓ̄(n)iℓ̄(n)j
(

1

2
hij,0 − h0i,j

)

−
1

2
ℓ̄(n)ih00,i

]

. (B3)

4. The solution for the photon trajectory is wrong in
the general case, i.e., for moving bodies. More-
over, it is also incorrect in the static case. In fact,
the integration of the photon equations is not car-
ried out correctly. Consider, for instance, Eq. (72)
in Ref. [19], which is correct. Further integrating
this equation would lead to Eq. (127) there, which
however has two missing terms, proportional to the
integration interval. Similar mistakes have propa-
gated throughout the paper.

The correct solution for uniformly moving extended
bodies endowed with a mass quadrupole moment is given
in Appendix A above.
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