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The solar gravitational lens (SGL) offers unique capabilities for direct high-resolution imaging of
faint, distant objects, such as exoplanets. For that purpose, in the near future, a spacecraft carrying
a meter-class telescope with a solar coronagraph would be placed in the focal region of the SGL.
That region begins at ∼ 547 astronomical units from the Sun and occupies the immediate vicinity
of the target-specific primary optical axis – the line that connects the center of the target and that
of the Sun. Clearly, this axis is not at rest. It undergoes complex motion as the exoplanet orbits
its host star, as that star moves with respect to the Sun, and even as the Sun itself moves with
respect to the solar system’s barycenter due to the gravitational pull of planets in our solar system.
Although less prominent, other motions exist. An image of an extended object is projected by the
SGL into an image plane and moves within that plane, responding to the motion of the optical axis.
To sample the image, a telescope must always be on the move, following the projection, with precise
knowledge of its own position with respect to the image. We consider the dominant motions that
determine the position of the focal line as a function of time. We evaluate the needed navigational
capability for the telescope to conduct a multiyear exoplanet imaging mission in the focal region for
the SGL. We show that even in a rather conservative case, when an Earth-like exoplanet is in our
immediate stellar neighborhood at ∼ 10 light years, the motion of the image is characterized by a
small total acceleration that is driven primarily by the orbital motion of the exoplanet (its effect on
the projected image estimated to be at the level of ∼ 6µm/s2, decreasing inversely with distance
to a target) and by the reflex motion of our Sun (target independent, contributing at ∼ 0.2µm/s2).
We discuss how the amplified light of the host star allows establishing a local reference frame that
significantly relaxes navigational requirements for the imaging operations. We conclude that the
required navigation in the SGL’s focal region, although complex, can be accurately modeled and a
∼ 10-year prospective imaging mission is achievable with the already available propulsion technology.

I. INTRODUCTION

According to Einstein’s theory of general relativity, gravitation induces refractive properties on spacetime. Gravi-
tationally deflected rays of light that pass on opposing sides of a mass converge. As a result, a massive object acts as
a lens by bending incident photon trajectories inward. The resulting gravitational lensing is widely used in astronomy
today to explore the Universe, including attempts to discover exoplanets.

As rays of light that pass farther from the lensing mass are deflected by smaller angles, a gravitational lens does
not have a single focal point. Rather, it acts as a lens with substantial negative spherical aberration, characterized
by a focal half-line. Of the solar system bodies, only the Sun is massive enough to have its focal half-line begin at
a distance, ∼ 547 astronomical units (AU), that is within the range of a realistic mission. This is the distance that
corresponds to rays of light with the smallest impact parameter possible, i.e., light rays that graze the solar limb.
The focal region extends far beyond 1,500 AU [1, 2]. With its significant light amplification and angular resolution of
∼ 1011 and 0.1 nano-arcseconds at the wavelength of λ = 1µm, [3], the SGL offers unique capabilities for observing
exoplanets or other faint, distant sources, such as regions in the vicinity of the super massive black holes, QSOs, etc.

All previous work on the SGL (and, in fact, on gravitational lensing, in general) assumed a static configuration
with neither the source nor the lens moving. That assumption was justified as it allowed us to develop new analytical
tools, to establish the optical properties of the SGL, and to explore SGL’s imaging capabilities by developing a
comprehensive wave-optical approach to describe imaging with the SGL [2–7].

Clearly, a realistic imaging configuration is not static. For any observed source, its primary optical axis—the line
connecting the center of the source and that of the Sun—moves. When the source is an exoplanet, the largest effects
are due to its orbital motion around its host star, the motion of the host star with respect to the Sun and the motion
of the Sun with respect to the solar system barycenter (i.e., the reflex motion under the gravitational pull from the
planets, mostly gaseous giants.) Although much smaller, other motions exist. These motions determine the image
position with respect to the Sun, its velocity and its acceleration.

Understanding the motion of the optical axis associated with an exoplanet is critical to the success of any prospective
exoplanet imaging mission utilizing the SGL. Light from an exoplanet is projected to an image that is typically several
kilometers in size in the image plane, a hypothetical plane that is perpendicular to the optical axis and contains the
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imaging instrument. The instrument, an observing telescope that views the Einstein ring around the Sun formed
by light from the exoplanet, must measure the intensity of this light from many different locations within the image
area. These measurements may require lengthy integration times, to compensate for the weakness of the exoplanetary
signal received on the noisy background of the solar corona (i.e., to improve the signal-to-noise ratio). During these
integration intervals, the instrument must remain at rest relative to the projected exoplanet image, which by itself
moves within the image plane. Between measurements, the change in the imaging instrument’s position with respect
to the exoplanet image must again be well known in order to understand which part of the image is being measured,
information essential to image reconstruction (see discussion in [3, 8]).

Therefore, to carry out a successful imaging campaign, it is crucial to know precisely the position and, especially,
the velocity of the imaging instrument with respect to the exoplanet’s optical axis in the image plane. The related
total velocity change (i.e., ∆v) determines the quantity of onboard fuel and power needed to perform the mission.
Recognition of this need is our motivation for our detailed analysis. Our paper represents a first effort to systematically
account for all major contributions that determine the motion of an exoplanet’s image, as projected by the SGL, in
an image plane that is itself changing as a result of the observing telescope’s egress from the solar system [9].

As shown in [10–12], the ultimate observational model for an SGL imaging mission may need to include relativistic
terms and a typical set of small forces acting on the spacecraft, as discussed in [13–15]. This is needed if spacecraft
navigation is done from the solar system barycentric coordinate reference frame (BCRF) – the reference frame typically
used to navigate the interplanetary spacecraft. However, as we shall see below, SGL navigation will be done using
a local coordinate reference frame that will be established by relying on light from the host star and amplified by
the SGL. (The availability of such a local reference frame, as discussed here, is mission-enabling.) But first, we must
address the effects of the largest magnitude that will impact actual mission operations. This is needed in order to
evaluate the required navigational precision and to develop a path toward feasible mission requirements. The goal is
to establish sensible limits on the cumulative velocity change for an observing telescope that samples the exoplanet’s
projected image over an extended period of time, as well as the maximum acceleration that a spacecraft carrying such
a telescope will need to facilitate. These results will directly contribute to an SGL mission design.

Here we consider only the largest contributions to the temporally changing image position, representing the coarse
navigation objective for the imaging telescope. Actually locating the exoplanet’s projected image once the general
vicinity is known (being guided by the amplified light from the host star) is the medium navigational objective.
Sampling the exoplanet image in a pixel-by-pixel fashion will be done by moving spacecraft within the image in a
controlled pattern thus establishing the fine navigational objective, which is also being considered but will be discussed
elsewhere.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section II, we introduce the coordinate reference frames that are used in
the imaging applications with the SGL. We discuss our model of those dynamical effects that dominate the motion
of the optical axes of the exoplanet and its host star in the image plane. We present the characteristics of the
model exoplanetary system that is used in this investigation. In Section III, we consider the largest effects present
in the positional displacements of the images, the optical axis of the host star and that of the target exoplanet. In
Section IV we discuss the corresponding velocities and accelerations. We show that, even in the most demanding
cases, the magnitudes of all dominant dynamical effects remain well within the range that can be addressed by readily
available technical capabilities. In Section V we discuss the practical steps toward imaging with the SGL. We address
the anticipated knowledge on the exoplanet prior to mission launch and outline the approach to establish local image-
centric reference frames. In Section VI, we summarize the results and discuss next steps. To streamline the discussion,
we moved some material to Appendices. Appendix A that provides a set of Keplerian expressions needed to model
the position, velocity and acceleration for a given set of orbital elements.

II. TOWARD REALISTIC MEASUREMENTS

We begin our investigation by considering an extended source at a finite distance, z0, from the Sun. We use a
cylindrical coordinate system (ρ, z, φ), with the z-axis corresponding to the preferred axis, defined as a line that
connects the center of the source with the center of the Sun. Furthermore, we characterize points in the image plane
and the source plane (both perpendicular to the z-axis) using 2-dimensional vector coordinates x and x′, respectively,
with the origin defined by the intersection of the optical axis with the respective planes.

We model light as a monochromatic high-frequency EM wave (i.e., neglecting terms ∝ (kr)−1, where k = 2π/λ is
the wavenumber and λ is the wavelength), arriving from a source at the distance of z0 � rg, where rg = 2GM/c2

is the Schwarzschild radius of the Sun. The wave is assumed to pass by the Sun and, depending on a particular
light ray’s impact parameter b, converges on the opposite side of the Sun at the heliocentric distance z = b2/2rg =
547 (b/R�)2 AU. The corresponding EM field near the optical axis in the strong interference region of the SGL is
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given, up to O(ρ2/z2,
√

2rgz/z0), by the following expression [4–6]:(
Eρ

Hρ

)
=

(
Hφ

−Eφ

)
=

E0

z0

√
2πkrgJ0

(
k
√

2rgz
∣∣∣x
z

+
x′

z0

∣∣∣)eiΩ(t)

(
cosφ

sinφ

)
, (1)

where the z-components of the EM wave are negligible behaving as (Ez, Hz) ∼ O(ρ/z,
√

2rgz/z0), and the phase is
given Ω(t) = k(r + r0 + rg ln[2k(r + r0)]) + σ0 − ωt, and where J0(x) is the Bessel function of the first kind [16].

We use the solution (1) and study the Poynting vector, S = (c/4π)
〈
[ReE× ReH]

〉
, that describes the energy flux in

the image plane [17–19]. Normalizing this flux to the time-averaged value that would be observed if the gravitational
field of the Sun were absent, |S0| = (c/8π)E2

0/z
2
0 , we define the amplification factor of the SGL, µSGL = |S|/|S0|:

µSGL(x,x
′) = µ0 · PSF(x,x′) with µ0 = 2πkrg ' 1.17× 1011

(1µm

λ

)
, (2)

where PSF(x,x′) is the point-spread function (PSF) of the monopole SGL:

PSF(x,x′) = J2
0

(
k
√

2rgz
∣∣∣x
z

+
x′

z0

∣∣∣). (3)

For a given target and the corresponding primary optical axis, the PSF sets the geometry of both the source and
image planes. In particular, the argument of the PSF implies the existence of the following scaling relation between
the positions on the source plane, x′, and those on the image plane, x:

x = − z

z0
x′ ⇒ x = 1.03× 10−3

( z

650 AU

)(10 ly

z0

)
x′. (4)

We will use this relation to evaluate the needed precision of various quantities involved in the imaging observations.
To image a preselected target, we assume a meter-class telescope (equipped with an internal coronagraph needed to

block the light from our own Sun as well as its inner corona region), placed within the target’s image that is formed in
the focal region of the SGL [9, 20]. As the telescope egresses from the solar system with velocity vsc, its heliocentric
distance increases with time as z(t) = 547 AU+vsc ·t. Therefore, according to (4), for a spherical and fully illuminated
source with diameter dsource, the image of that object is projected by the SGL in a 3-D volume whose shape is a
truncated cone with the diameter slowly increasing outward as dimage(t) ' (z(t)/z0)dsource.

For imaging purposes, we define a set of image planes at various heliocentric distances in the SGL focal region
and positioned perpendicular to the focal line. Imaging of a distant target is accomplished by placing a telescope
in the focal region and moving it within the image volume in a pixel-by-pixel fashion while carefully determining its
position within the image volume at any given moment. We assume that the telescope is following the outward leg
of a hyperbolic heliocentric trajectory, therefore over time, it moves outward in the focal region, sampling the same
image of slowly increasing size that is being projected into progressive image planes.

From an instantaneous position in a particular image plane, the telescope looks back at the Sun and observes the
Einstein ring around the Sun that is formed by the SGL, amplifying light received from the target. The overall
brightness of the Einstein ring is different at each image pixel location, representing the true scene variability of the
source that is convolved with the SGL PSF. By moving the telescope within the image in a pixel-by-pixel fashion, the
telescope collects brightness data at each pixel. These observations are combined to form an image of the target as
projected by the SGL. A true image of the target is recovered by the process of deconvolution (applying the inverse of
the SGL PSF) while also evaluating sources of noise, and possibly applying image reconstruction and noise reduction
techniques to improve the signal-to-noise ratio and recover the image of the target at the best possible quality [3, 8].

A. Coordinate reference frames and position vectors

To assess the navigational precision that is required for high-resolution imaging of an exoplanet with the SGL,
we need to consider the relevant observable quantities. For that, we need to introduce several coordinate reference
systems [10] that will help to describe the time-varying imaging geometry. The set of typical frames include those
that are associated with celestial bodies (or planetary system), such as the following five frames (see Fig. 1):

• The solar system barycentric (SSB) coordinate reference frame. The SSB is a quasi-inertial reference frame and,
as such, it is considered to be the primary reference frame to describe the motion of celestial bodies of the solar
system and interplanetary spacecraft [13, 14]. The SSB is not associated with any physical body, but is defined
(i.e., pre-computed) using data from interplanetary spacecraft and astronomical observations.
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FIG. 1: Coordinate frames and the relevant position vectors involved in using the SGL for imaging purposes.

• The heliocentric coordinate reference frame. The origin of this frame is associated with the center of gravity
of the Sun. However, the Sun moves with respect to the SSB under the combined gravitational pull from the
planets of the solar system (dominated by the gas giants, Jupiter and Saturn in particular). The heliocentric
frame is noninertial. Nevertheless, this frame is the principal frame that is used to describe the SGL imaging.

• The host star planetary system’s barycentric coordinate reference frame. Similar to the SSB, this frame is
quasi-inertial and is the most convenient frame to describe the internal dynamics of the exoplanetary system.

• The host star’s coordinate reference frame. Similarly to the heliocentric frame, the origin of this frame is
associated with the host star’s center of mass. This frame is noninertial and may exhibit complex reflex motion
[21], which must be accounted for during imaging operations.

• The planet-centric coordinate reference frame. The origin of this frame is associated with the center of inertia
of the exoplanet. This frame is also noninertial, which must be accounted in science operations.

These five coordinate reference frames are typically used to describe dynamics of gravitationally bound systems.
They are defined and maintained using well-established procedures and are enabled by various astronomical measure-
ments and techniques [11, 13, 14, 22]. For imaging with the SGL, however, we need to introduce new references frames
that are not associated with a physical object but rather, use a light field for the reference purposes. In particular,
we need to establish image-centric coordinates that rely on the source’s light amplified by the SGL and projected into
an image plane in the SGL focal region. Specifically, the following two frames are of great importance:

• The host star image-centric coordinate reference frame. As light from the host star is greatly amplified by the
SGL, the Einstein ring corresponding to such a self-luminous object will be much brighter than light from the
solar corona. Such a bright Einstein ring allows for a reliable construction of the local reference frame in the
focal region of the SGL. This noninertial frame is precomputed using the heliocentric position of the host star
[4]. This frame is a scaled, inverted image of the host star centric frame (discussed above), with all the position
vectors scaled by the ratio z/z0, according to (4).

• The exoplanet image-centric coordinate reference frame. This frame is not associated with any celestial body
and is established by using data from the image sensor of the observing telescope. This frame is precomputed
using the known orbit of the target exoplanet [4]. Similarly to the host star image-centric frame, this frame is
noninertial and is a scaled, inverted image of the planet-centric reference frame, with position vectors scaled
by the ratio z/z0, in accord with (4). Establishing this reference frame is a primary prerequisite for exoplanet
imaging operations. This can be done using the image sensor data on the imaging telescope and by precision
tracking, using the previously established host star image-centric reference frame.

In Section V B we describe a way to construct these reference frames using the image sensor of the observing
telescope. Fig. 1 shows all the coordinate reference frames and introduces the corresponding position vectors. These
sets of coordinates allow us to introduce position vectors that are either known, i.e., directly observed via a certain
type astronomical measurements, or are computed, i.e., those that are not directly observed, but are derived from the
known position vectors. Specifically:

• Known position vectors:
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� r� = r�n�, is the position vector of the Sun in the SSB frame. This vector is known from tracking
interplanetary spacecraft and from astronomical observations (primarily VLBI data). This displacement
represents the reflex motion of the Sun under the influence of the planets of the solar system. Its magnitude
may be larger than the solar radius. Its dynamics comes with different frequencies representing the various
planetary influences on the Sun, especially those of the giant planets [21].

� rbc = rbcnbc, is the position of the host star system’s barycenter. This vector is assumed to be known from
astronomical observations (e.g., using radial velocity, astrometry and parallax data).

� rhs = rhsnhs, is the position of the host star with respect to the SSB. This vector is assumed known from
astronomical observations (e.g., using radial velocity, astrometry and parallax data).

� rp = rpnp, is the position of the exoplanetary target with respect to its host star. This vector is assumed
known from astronomical data (e.g., using the data obtained from either planetary transits, astrometry,
radial velocity, etc.)

� rs = rsns, is the position vector of an observing spacecraft in the strong interference region of the SGL. This
vector is known from spacecraft tracking data (either radio or optical ranging, Doppler and/or astrometry.)

• Computed position vectors:

� r�p = r�p n
�
p , is the heliocentric position of the exoplanetary target. This vector is determined from a

combination of the following three known vectors:

r�p = rbc + rp − r�. (5)

Note that vector r�p establishes the direction of the SGL exoplanet primary optical axis, n0, which originates

at the Sun and continues behind the Sun in the direction opposite to n�p , namely n0 = −n�p . Vector n0 is
used to establish the exoplanet image-centric coordinate frame for a given heliocentric imaging distance.

� r�hs = r�hsn
�
hs, is the heliocentric position of the host star. Similarly to (5), this vector is determined from

a combination of the following three known vectors:

r�hs = rbc + rhs − r�. (6)

Similarly, the SGL’s host star primary optical axis, n?, is given as n? = −n�hs. Vector n? provides the key
information to establish the host star image-centric coordinate reference frame.

� r�s = r�s n
�
s , is the heliocentric position of the observing spacecraft. This vector is determined from a

combination of the following two known vectors:

r�s = rs − r�. (7)

For imaging purposes, we place telescope within a particular image (i.e., either that of the exoplanet(s) or
the host star) and thus determine the telescope’s position with respect to a particular primary optical axis,
either n0 or n?. In this case, we need to achieve the highest accuracy in the determining components of
(7) in the direction transverse to n0 (or n?), i.e., within the image plane.

Other vectors may be introduced when needed, especially to describe imaging operations.

B. Temporal variability in the image position

1. Realistic modeling of the imaging geometry

To describe realistic imaging observations with the SGL, we need to consider three sources of important dynamics:
the mutual positions of the source and the lens, the overall imaging geometry, and the heliocentric position of the
imaging telescope. The mutual positions establish the primary optical axis. The imaging geometry specifies the image
formed by the SGL in its focal region. The telescope’s heliocentric position gives pixel position where the light field
that represents the image is observed. We will use this logic to develop the relevant observational model.

We begin by defining the primary optical axis for an exoplanet that we denote n0. Given the overall imaging
geometry (shown in Fig. 1), the primary optical axis is defined by the unit vector that points from the exoplanet’s
center of gravity toward that of the Sun. Using (5), we determine this vector as n0 = −r�p /r�p . Taking into account



6

that rp, r� � rbc, we can express the direction of the exoplanet primary optical axis via known position vectors,
which, essentially, results in the following heliocentric vector:

n0 = −n�p = −
r�p

r�p
= −

rbc + rp − r�
|rbc + rp − r�|

= −
{
nbc +

1

rbc

[
nbc ×

[
(rp − r�)× nbc

]]
+O

( r2
p

r2
bc

,
r2
�
r2
bc

)}
, (8)

where r = |r| and [a×b] stands for the vector product of two vectors a and b. We will use this expression to evaluate
the magnitudes of all the vectors involved and also to establish the relevant mission requirements.

Next we consider an image plane, positioned at heliocentric distance dp in the focal region of the SGL and oriented
perpendicular to the primary optical axis, n0. We take an image pixel with coordinates x on that plane. The SSB
position of that pixel is given as

rimp = r� + dpn0 + x, (9)

where the last two terms represent the heliocentric part of the vector and the first term is the SSB shift.
To conduct imaging observations, we position an imaging telescope in that image pixel. Then, using the heliocentric

position of the telescope, r�s , introduced by (7), its SSB position is given as

rs = r� + (r�s · n0)n0 + [n0 × [r�s × n0]], (10)

where, again, the last two terms represent the heliocentric position and the first term is the SSB shift.
Results (9) and (10) allow us to establish relationships between the quantities that describe the overall imaging

geometry. By equating these expressions, rimp = rs, we see that the heliocentric distance to the image plane, dp, and
an image pixel position on that plane, x, are provided by the heliocentric telescope position:

dp = (r�s · n0), x = [n0 × [r�s × n0]]. (11)

Substituting these results in the scaling relation (4), we may now identify the source pixel position, x′, in the source
plane located at the heliocentric distance of r�p , in terms of the heliocentric position of the imaging telescope:

[n0 × [r�s × n0]]

(r�s · n0)
= − x′

r�p
⇒ [n0 × [n�s × n0]]

(n�s · n0)
= − x′

r�p
. (12)

This result may be used as input into the image reconstruction algorithms that are used to simulate realistic observing
conditions and also to establish requirements on the navigational accuracy required for imaging.

Expression (12) suggests that it is not the heliocentric distance of the telescope but its alignment with respect
to the primary optical axis that plays the most important role for imaging. Given that in the strong interference
region (n�s · n0) ' 1, the imaging sensitivity to observe a particular source image pixel x′ comes from the transverse
components of n�s , transforming (12) as

[n0 × [n�s × n0]] ' − x′

r�p
. (13)

The high-precision alignment between the two vectors, n0 and n�s , implied by (13), depends on two factors: i) the
quality of spacecraft navigation and ii) the pointing precision of the imaging telescope. Expression (13) may be used
to establish mission and instrument requirements on these factors. In the SSB or heliocentric frames, satisfying such
an alignment may be challenging. However, this is not needed. The fact that we may establish the local reference
frame relying on the amplified light of the host star (discussed above; to be further elaborated in Section V), greatly
simplifies this critical element of mission design.

2. Temporally varying position of the exoplanet image

In the previous subsection we were able to present the imaging geometry in terms of the direction of the primary
optical axes, n0 = −r�p /r�p . As this vector is not directly observed, result (8) allows us to express it via measurable
quantities thus allowing us to evaluate temporal behavior of n0. As we see, this vector is refereed to the barycenter
of the exoplanetary system, nbc, with deviations the transverse direction which is the image plane. We can now
determine projections of the orbital motions on that image plane. As seen from (11), to first order, the telescope
samples the image plane of the exoplanet that coincides with the plane in the transverse direction to nbc, namely

x = [n0 × [r�s × n0]] = [nbc × [rs × nbc]]
(

1 +O(
rp
rbc

,
r�
rbc

)
)
, (14)
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where we accounted for the fact that r� � rs. Thus, it will be instructive to present the quantities involved in their
relations with respect to nbc. For that, relying on the knowledge of the heliocentric distance dp to the image plane
and the pixel position x in that plane, and using the fact that these quantities are given by the heliocentric position
of the imaging telescope (11), we can now consider (9) in more detail, emphasizing its temporal behavior. Using n0

from (8), we present (9) as

rimp = r� + n0dp + x =

=
(

(r� · nbc)− dp
)
nbc +

[
nbc ×

[
r� × nbc

]]
+
dp
rbc

[
nbc ×

[
(r� − rp)× nbc

]]
+ x +O

( r2
p

r2
bc

,
r2
�
r2
bc

)
dp, (15)

where x is from (14). Also, given the fact that r� � rs and using (8) and (11), we may express dp as

dp = (r�s · n0) = −
(
(rs − r�) · nbc

)(
1 +O

( r2
p

r2
bc

,
r2
�
r2
bc

))
. (16)

As a result, expression (15) takes the form,

rimp = (rs · nbc)nbc + r⊥p0 + [nbc × [r�s × nbc]] +O
( r2

p

r2
bc

,
r2
�
r2
bc

)
rs. (17)

The first term in (17) is the distance to the image plane that is evaluated along nbc. The second term, r⊥p0, is the
position of the primary optical axis on the image plane that is given as

r⊥p0 =
[
nbc ×

[
r� × nbc

]](
1− (rs · nbc)

rbc

)
+

(rs · nbc)

rbc

[
nbc ×

[
rp × nbc

]]
. (18)

Finally, the third term is the position of the imaging telescope within the image of the exoplanet in the image plane.

3. Temporally-varying position of the host star image

Relationships similar to (18) may be established to describe the image of the host star. We simply replace n0 with
the unit vector in the direction of the primary optical axis of the host star, n? = −r�hs/r�hs, which in the heliocentric
frame is given as

n? = −n�hs = −r�hs
r�hs

= − rbc + rhs − r�
|rbc + rhs − r�|

= −
{
nbc +

1

rbc

[
nbc ×

[
(rhs − r�)× nbc

]]
+O

(r2
hs

r2
bc

,
r2
�
r2
bc

)}
. (19)

To describe imaging observations of the host star, we introduce the SSB position of the telescope used to image the
host star, rhss ; so, in general, rhss 6= rs. Then, following the logic outlined in Sec. II B 2 and taking into account the
fact that r� � rhss , we determine the distance to the host star image plane, dhs, and position of the telescope within
the host star image, xhs, are given as

dhs = −
(
(rhss − r�) · nbc

)(
1 +O

(r2
hs

r2
bc

,
r2
�
r2
bc

))
, (20)

xhs =
[
n? ×

[
(rhss − r�)× n?

]]
= [nbc × [rhss × nbc]]

(
1 +O(

rhs
rbc

,
r�
rbc

)
)
. (21)

As a result, the SSB position vector of a pixel on the host star image, rimhs, may be given in the following form:

rimhs = (rhss · nbc)nbc + r⊥hs0 + [nbc × [rhss × nbc]] +O
(r2

hs

r2
bc

,
r2
�
r2
bc

)
rhss , (22)

where the first term is the SSB distance to the image plane, the second term, r⊥hs0, is the SSB position of the host
star’s primary optical axis in the host star image plane, given as

r⊥hs0 =
[
nbc ×

[
r� × nbc

]](
1− (rhss · nbc)

rbc

)
+

(rhss · nbc)

rbc

[
nbc ×

[
rhs × nbc

]]
, (23)

and the last term in (22) is the telescope position in the image plane of the host star.
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Eqs. (18), (23) are the observable quantities characterizing exoplanet imaging and represent our primary concern.
Note that the first terms in these expressions are nearly identical and are due to the solar reflex motion scaled by the
effect of the egress motion of the telescope that represents the extra distance for light to travel before reaching the
image plane. We observe that expressions (18) and (23) may be obtained from simple geometrical considerations. (The
ultimate dynamical model needed to estimate the real-time position of the primary optical axes on the image plane
should include contributions of all small forces acting on the spacecraft, including Newtonian and general relativistic
corrections as well as nongravitational forces, similar to those described in [15, 23].) Results (18) and (23) capture
the largest effects influencing the dynamics of the primary optical axes under various motions. These expressions are
well suited for the purposes of our investigation.

C. Modeling imaging observations

To facilitate the analysis, we need to make assumptions about the dynamical parameters relevant for imaging with
the SGL. Specifically, we need to capture the most prominent dynamical features of our solar system, model the
exoplanetary system, and make some preliminary assumptions concerning mission design.

1. Modeling the solar system and the host star system

To represent our solar system, we model it as a group of planets that gravitationally interact only with the Sun
while neglecting interactions between planets. As we are interested in the evaluation of only the largest dynamical
effects that may be used to inform the SGL mission design, we consider only the gas giants Jupiter, Saturn, Neptune
and Uranus. We use well-known orbital parameters describing these planets, summarized in Table I.

For the exoplanetary system, while we recognize that the systems of the greatest interest at present are systems
like TRAPPIST-11, we nonetheless opted to model a solar system more like our own. We assume that in the near
future, new targets that are more similar to our own solar system will be discovered. In addition, as we show below,
due to the resulting larger displacements in the SGL image plane, such a system represent an interesting navigational
challenge for an SGL mission. Thus, using such a solar system analogue represents a rather conservative case.

Accordingly, we assume a host star that is identical to our Sun, located at the distance of z0 = 10 ly (∼ 3.1 pc)
from us. Dynamical effects in the image plane are largest for nearby systems, so this choice represents somewhat of
a worst-case scenario. We model the hypothetical exoplanetary system to be similar to our solar system, with four
gas giants in addition to the Earth-like planet that is the target of our investigation. For the exoplanets, we assume
the same values for the dynamical Keplerian parameters that characterize the gas giants in our solar system, namely
mexo
j = mj , a

exo
j = aj , T

exo
j = Tj , e

exo
j = ej , and texo0j = t0j , where j = {E, J, S, U, N} denote the set of the planets used

in the analysis. However, we uniformly vary the angles characterizing their orbits, namely Ωexo
j = qΩj , ω

exo
j = q ωj

and iexoj = q ij , where q is a constant parameter.
The introduction of the parameter q allows us to study different orbital inclinations of an exo-Earth with respect

to our solar system’s ecliptic plane: it can be face-on (i.e., q = 1.0, yielding iexo⊕ = i⊕) or edge-on (i.e., q = 1.8× 106,
yielding iexo⊕ = 1.8 × 106 i⊕ ' 90◦). We chose q = 7.5 × 105, which corresponds to setting the inclination of the
exo-Earth’s orbit with respect to the solar system’s ecliptic plane at iexo⊕ = 7.5× 105 i⊕ ' 37.5◦.

By introducing the parameter q as a uniform scaling of all the angles involved, we effectively “destroy” the exo-
planetary system’s ecliptic plane (see Table II). The exoplanetary orbital inclinations now are vastly different and
effectively randomized. By doing this, we allow for the presence of much stronger dynamical signatures in the reflex
motion of the host star (i.e., its position, velocity, acceleration with respect to the barycenter of the host star’s sys-
tem). However, as we will show below, these effects being multiplied by the scaling relation (4) result in very small
contributions in the SGL image plane. Alternatively, we studied the case of just adding 37.5◦ to the inclinations of
each of the planet in the modeled exoplanetary system. Such an approach resulted in even weaker dynamical signals
in the motion of the image, which motivated us to consider the uniform scaling with the parameter q = 0.75 × 106,
treating the resulting set of exoplanetary orbital parameters as a “worst case” scenario.

Table II also provides estimates for the mean velocities and accelerations within the exoplanetary system as well
as the same quantities for their images scaled by the SGL in accord to Eq. (4). These estimates already provide key
information related to the accelerations of the exoplanetary images on the image plane. The largest acceleration of

1 For information on the TRAPPIST-1 system, see https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/TRAPPIST-1.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/TRAPPIST-1.
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TABLE I: Solar system planetary parameters used in the analysis: m is the mass of a planet, a is its semi-major axis, T is
its orbital period, e is the eccentricity of its orbit, Ω is the ascending node longitude, ω is the argument of perihelion, i is the
inclination to the ecliptic plane and t0 is the time of perihelion passage.

Planet m, kg a, AU T , yr e Ω, [◦] ω, [◦] i, [◦] t0

Earth 5.97237× 1024 1 1 0.0167086 −11.26064 114.20783 0.00005 Jan 2, 2021
Jupiter 1.8982× 1027 5.2044 11.862 0.0489 100.464 273.867 1.303 Jan 21, 2023
Saturn 5.6834× 1026 9.5826 29.4571 0.0565 113.665 339.392 2.485 Nov 29, 2032
Uranus 8.6810× 1025 19.2184 84.0205 0.046381 74.006 96.998857 0.773 Aug 19, 2050
Neptune 1.02413× 1026 30.07 164.8 0.008678 131.784 276.336 1.767957 Sep 4, 2042

TABLE II: Fictitious exosolar system planetary parameters used in the analysis. Several orbital parameters that were used in
the study, including the planetary masses m, their semi-major axes a, orbital periods T , orbital eccentricities e, and the times
t0 of perihelion passage are the same as in Table I. However, all angles are uniformly scaled as Ωexo

j = qΩj , ω
exo
j = q ωj and

iexoj = q ij , where q = 0.75 × 106. The orbital velocities and accelerations of the planets are estimated as vj = (2π/Tj)aj and

v̇j = (2π/Tj)
2aj , correspondingly. The corresponding velocities and accelerations of the planetary images are scaled by the

SGL in accordance with Eq. (4): for z0 = 10 ly and z = 650 AU, the scaling yields vimj = 1.03×10−3vj and aimj = 1.03×10−3v̇j .

Exoplanet Ω, [◦] ω, [◦] i, [◦] vj , [km/s] v̇j , [m/s2] vimj , [m/s] aimj , [m/s2]

Earth −240.00 352.50 37.50 29.81 5.94× 10−3 30.64 6.10× 10−6

Jupiter 0.00 90.00 210.00 13.08 2.20× 10−4 13.44 2.26× 10−7

Saturn 30.00 −120.00 30.00 9.70 6.56× 10−5 9.97 6.74× 10−8

Uranus 60.00 −17.25 150.00 6.82 1.62× 10−5 7.01 1.66× 10−8

Neptune 0.00 0.00 87.75 5.44 6.58× 10−6 5.59 6.76× 10−9

the image of the exo-Earth is 6.10 × 10−6 (10 ly/z0) m/s2. This characterizes the required acceleration for an SGL
observing telescope in the image plane.

2. Observing in the line of sight direction

While results (18), (23) are generic and applicable to any planetary system, we need to make them a bit more
convenient for our simulations. For that, we consider that the SSB positions of a telescope that images the exoplanet
and another telescope that images the host star are nearly identical, rhss ' rs. This assumption yields dp ' dhs =
−(rs · nbc) = −(rhss · nbc) ≡ z, where z is the heliocentric distance to the imaging telescopes, present in (4). We also
define rbc = z0, where z0 is the heliocentric target position, also present in (4). Next, without a loss of generality,
we choose the exoplanetary system positioned in the direction perpendicular to the solar system ecliptic plane. We
take this direction to be the z-direction of the SSB coordinate system, namely, we choose nbc = k and, thus, for any
vector a, the following is valid: [k × [a × k]] = axex + ayey = a⊥, with a⊥ being the component of a orthogonal to
k. Using this identity in (17) and (22), we develop the following expressions that determine the SSB positions of the
image pixels in the respective image planes of the exoplanet and the host star:

rimp = z k + r⊥p0 + [k× [r�s × k]] +O
(r2

p

z2
0

,
r2
�
z2

0

)
z, (24)

rimhs = z k + r⊥hs0 + [k× [rhss × k]] +O
(r2

hs

z2
0

,
r2
�
z2

0

)
z, (25)

with the positions of the primary optical axes in the image planes for the exoplanet, r⊥p0, and the host star, r⊥hs0, from

(18) and (23), given by

r⊥p0 =
(

1 +
z

z0

)
r⊥� −

z

z0
r⊥p , (26)

r⊥hs0 =
(

1 +
z

z0

)
r⊥� −

z

z0
r⊥hs, (27)

where r⊥� = r�xex + r�yey, r⊥p = rp xex + rp yey and r⊥hs = rhs xex + rhs yey, are projections in the image plane of the

solar reflex motion, exoplanetary and host star orbital position vectors, and z ≡ z(t).
The first term in expressions (26)–(27) are identical, resulting from the reflex motion of the Sun, scaled by the

1 + z/z0 factor that is due to the extra heliocentric distance that light has to travel before it reaches the image plane.
Their form may be understood from simple geometric reasoning: considering only the solar motion, we see that the
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optical axis deviates by the amount of ∆r⊥� that is estimated from ∆r⊥�/(z0 + z) = r⊥�/z0. Adding to this deviation
the orbital projection scaled in accord to the SGL imaging properties, given by (4), results in (26)–(27).

3. Mission-related assumptions

Finally, we need some assumptions relevant to the SGL imaging mission, especially in regards to the velocity of the
imaging telescope and the overall mission duration. For that, we assume that the imaging telescope does not stop at
any given heliocentric position, but continues its egress from the solar system with a constant heliocentric velocity.
In other words, we treat z(t) = 547 AU + vsct, where vsc = 25 AU/yr. This assumption is needed to consider the
temporal variability in the image position in the image plane at any given moment. As the telescope recedes from the
Sun, it samples the project image in different image planes, positioned at different heliocentric distances. According to
(4), this egress motion results in an increase of the image size. This fact must be accounted for in the mission design.
Although it is assumed that the imaging phase of the mission begins at 650 AU (when the solar coronagraph will
begin reaching its optimal performance in rejecting the noise due to the brightness of the solar corona, see [3, 8]) and
continues for the duration of 10 yr [9], in our analysis here we will use a longer duration of an extended science mission
phase of ∆t = 20 yr. During this time the telescope, moving with 25 AU/yr, will traverse the range of heliocentric
distances between 550–1050 AU. Considering such an extended science mission allows us to model one full orbital
period of Jupiter, which plays the dominant role in the reflex motion of the Sun and, given our exoplanetary system
assumptions, also of the host star, albeit with the different initial conditions.

Ultimately, for this mission we may have to consider effects of the second order, such as the reflex motion due
to other celestial bodies in the solar system, mutual planetary interactions and also general relativistic effects [10],
as well as the actual dynamical properties of the target planetary system. These are beyond our current objective,
which is to estimate establish upper limits on the navigational requirements for an imaging telescope, which can then
be translated into estimates on the required onboard resources for a spacecraft carrying such a telescope to the SGL
focal region and facilitating its operations. For this, the modeling of our solar system and the exoplanetary system
as described above are sufficient. However, with establishment and maintenance of the local reference frame (will be
discussed in Sec. V) these effects may be of less important and accounting only the leading terms may be sufficient.

III. IMAGE POSITIONS IN THE IMAGE PLANE

A. Modeling position vectors

To describe the displacement of images in the image plane, we need to consider positions of the primary optical axes
given by (26) and (27). To aid with numerical analysis, in Appendix A, we present expressions needed to evaluate
the orbits of the exoplanetary system, in the form of the position, velocity and acceleration vectors. We use those
expressions to evaluate the dominant dynamics on the image plane as relevant to a prospective imaging campaign at
the SGL focal region.

First, we consider the motion of our solar system. The primary effect here results from the reflex motion of our Sun
under the gravitational pull of the giant planets, known as the solar wobble. For this, we use a simplified model for
the solar reflex motion (i.e., accounting only for the largest effects) that does not include planet-planet interactions
or relativistic corrections. Such a model may be given as

r�(t) = −
∑
j

mj

Mj
rj(t) +O

(
c−2
)
, (28)

where Mj = m�+mj , where j = {J, S, N, U} and rj(t) are the barycentric position vectors of the planets. We omitted
the inner solar system planets in the sum, as their contributions to the reflex motion of the Sun are negligible at
our level of approximation. We use (A28)–(A29), to identify the orientation and temporal behavior of the planetary
orbits, rj(t), and present the equation describing the reflex motion of the Sun with respect to the SSB frame as

r�(t) =

x
0
�

y0
�

z0
�

−∑
j

mj

Mj
aj

{AjBj
Cj

( cosEj(t)− ej
)

+

Fj

Gj

Hj

√1− e2
j sinEj(t)

}
, (29)

where aj and ej are the semi-major axis and eccentricities of the planetary orbits involved, the Thiele–Innes constant
orbital elements Aj , Bj , ...Hj are given by (A19)–(A24) and the time dependence is via the eccentric anomaly Ej(t)
given by (A33). Also, r0

� = (x0
�, y

0
�, z

0
�) are the initial conditions.
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Next, similarly to the approach used to discuss the solar reflex motion, we develop the expressions needed to describe
the position vector of the host star with respect to its own barycentric coordinate reference frame. In addition, the
host star position is changing due to the star’s motion with respect to the Sun that includes components of the proper
motion, (µδ, µα), and radial velocity, vr. The corresponding expressions for the host star postion vector have the form
rhs(t) = (xhs(t), yhs(t), zhs(t)), with the following components:

rhs(t) = z0

 ∆δ0 + µδ(t− t0)

∆α0 + µα(t− t0)

1 + vr(t− t0)/z0

−∑
j

mj

Mj
aj

{A
exo
j

Bexo
j

Cexo
j

( cosEj(t)− ej
)

+

F
exo
j

Gexo
j

Hexo
j

√1− e2
j sinEj(t)

}
, (30)

where the Thiele-Innes constant orbital elements Aexo
j , Bexo

j , ...Hexo
j are those for the solar system planets but scaled

with the parameter q = 0.75× 106 as Ωexo
j = qΩj , ω

exo
j = q ωj and iexoj = q ij , yielding, in particular, iexo⊕ ' 37.5◦.

Finally, we consider the contribution of the target exoplanet in the establishment of the primary optical axis toward
the image of the exoplanet. To do that, we model the motion of the exoplanet as a part of the binary system – host
star and exo-Earth – that does not interact with the other planets in the host star system. Again, using (A28) and
(A29), we have the exoplanet position vector, rp(t) = (xp(t), yp(t), zp(t)), given as

rp(t) =

x
0
p

y0
p

z0
p

+
m�aE

m� +mE

{A
exo
E

Bexo
E

Cexo
E

( cosEE(t)− eE
)

+

F
exo
E

Gexo
E

Hexo
E

√1− e2
E sinEE(t)

}
, (31)

where all the orbital elements are for the binary host star system whose angles are uniformly amplified by the parameter
q, according to {AE....HE} → {Aexo

E ....Hexo
E }, as discussed in Sec. II C. Also, r0

p = (x0
p, y

0
p , z

0
p ) are the initial conditions.

B. The solar reflex motion
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FIG. 2: The impact of the solar wobble on the imaging geometry. Left: astrometric signal corresponding to the position of
the solar optical center as given by (32) for z0 = 10 ly. Ticks on the curve are in years. The dotted orange circle is the Sun’s
angular extent at that distance yielding δα10 ly

� = 2R�/z0 = 14.7 nrad. Right: physical displacement of the primary optical
axis on the image plane corresponding to the astrometric signal on the left, as given by (33). The signal is projected onto the
image plane that is moving at vsc = 25 AU/yr. The dotted orange circle is the Sun’s projected dimensions onto the image
plane at z = 550 AU, corresponding to 2r10 ly� = (1 + z/z0)2R� ' 1.39× 106 km.

We begin the analysis by considering the impact of the solar reflex motion on the imaging geometry as given by
(26) and (27). For an observer at the distance z0 = 10 ly, the angular displacement of the Sun due to the reflex
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motion of the Sun (i.e., solar wobble) under the gravitational pull from the giant planets is given as

∆α�(t) =
r⊥�
z0
. (32)

Fig. 2 (left) shows this signal for z0 = 10 ly as a function of time for the duration of ∆t = 20 years with the ticks
indicating yearly marks. The dotted orange circle is the Sun’s angular size at seen from z0, which is estimated to be
δα� = 2R�/z0 = 1.47× 10−8

(
10 ly/z0

)
rad. Note the uneven spacing in the yearly tick marks. This effect is due to

various planetary periods characterizing the solar system planets considered in this study (see Table I).
Displacement of the Sun displaces the physical position of the primary optical axis on the image plane. As, after

passing by the Sun, light continues toward the image plane at heliocentric distance of z. The resulted actual physical
displacement of the axes is given by the first term in (26) and (27), namely

∆r⊥�(t) =
(

1 +
z(t)

z0

)
r⊥�. (33)

Fig. 2 (right) shows the magnitude of this displacement as a function of time. For that, we assumed a telescope
egress velocity of vsc = 25 AU/yr yielding z(t) = 547 AU + vsc · t + O(t2). This displacement is modeled as the
deviation of the solar center’s projection on the image plane from its initial position at 550 AU. The dotted orange
circle in the plot indicates the Sun’s projected size of

(
1 + z(t)/z0

)
2R� ' 1.39×106 km. Again, the ticks are in years.

Clearly, the first term in (33) dominates the overall contribution from the solar reflex motion. This term is same
from for any target. As the solar motion with respect to the SSB is rather well established, the relevant dynamics of
the primary optical axis induced by this term may be addressed by the choice of an appropriate onboard propulsion
system. Specific performance of such a system constitutes the coarse navigational requirement for the ultimate mission.

The next step is to evaluate the behavior of the solar reflex motion scaled with z/z0 ratio, namely the (z(t)/z0)r⊥�
term, as shown in (33). The presence of the scaling ratio provides for an interesting temporal variability. There is
an extra displacement of the optical axis that is due to changes in the image plane as a result of the ever increasing
heliocentric distance.

Note that the plots in Fig. 2 include contributions due to the increasing distance between the telescope and the Sun.
As a result, the physical size of the solar wobble due to (z(t)/z0)r⊥� term projected on successive planes is increasing
with heliocentric distance, causing the different curvatures of the curves shown on two plots. Clearly, the slower the
egress motion, the less pronounced is its contribution to the change in the projected position. In any case, the effect
of the reflex motion of the Sun on the position of the primary optical axes of the exoplanet and the host star remains
dominant, with the telescope’s egress motion providing only a minor contribution.

The presence of the second term in (33) provides the opportunity to appreciate and consider the smaller effects
that our mission design will have to be able to address. If the magnitude of the largest term in (33) may be estimated
based on Jupiter’s gravitational pull on the Sun and evaluated to be r⊥� ' mJ/(m� + mJ)aJ ' 7.42 × 105 km, the

scaled term sets a smaller magnitude of the relevant effects (z/z0)r⊥� ' 7.63× 102 km (z/650 AU)(10 ly/z0). Below,
we use the same logic to introduce and discuss other motions that are relevant to the SGL mission design.

C. Reflex motion of the host star

With the knowledge of the individual contributions of the Sun’s reflex motion, that of the host star, and the orbital
motion of the exoplanet, we may now consider their effects in defining the SGL optical axes toward the image of the
host star and that of the target exoplanet. We begin with the term in (27) representing the contribution of the host
star:

∆r⊥hs(t) = −z(t)
z0

r⊥hs. (34)

Fig. 3 (left) shows the astrometric signal due to the reflex motion (wobble) of the host star that is modeled as
∆αhs(t) = ∆r⊥hs(t)/z0 = (z(t)/z0)r⊥hs/z0, as seen from z0 = 10 ly. Ticks on the curve are in years, corresponding to
an egress velocity of vsc = 25 AU/yr. Dotted orange circle is the exo-Sun dimensions at z = 550 AU, corresponding

the angular size of ∆αhs = 2R�/z0, yielding ∆α10 ly
hs = 14.7 nrad. Here we assumed that the proper motion was

compensated by the mission design to the level of µ =
√
µ2
α + µ2

δ . 1 µas/yr. That is to say that the telescope
trajectory was formed precisely to minimize the effect due to proper motion. As we show below, the effect of the
proper motion on the image position is small and can be managed by the available onboard propulsion capabilities.

Fig. 3 (right) shows the same reflex motion, but presented as the physical displacement of the host star’s primary
optical axis, as projected onto the image plane while the telescope recedes from the solar system. The dotted
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FIG. 3: Reflex motion (wobble) of the host star as seen from the distance of z0 = 10 pc. Left: astrometric signal. Ticks on
the curve are in years, corresponding to an egress velocity of v = 25 AU/yr. The dotted orange circle angular size of the host

star given as ∆αhs = 2R�/z0 = 14.7 nrad. The proper motion of the host star is assumed to be µ =
√
µ2
α + µ2

δ . 1 µas/yr.
Right: the same reflex motion of the host star as in the left, but shown as the displacement from the optical axis, projected
on the moving image plane. The dotted orange circle is the physical extent of the host star image as seen from z = 550 AU,
corresponding r� = (z/z0)R�, resulting in a projected radius of r10 ly� = 605.0 km in the image plane.
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FIG. 4: The 3-D motion of the intersection of the host star’s primary optical axis and the image plane defined by an egressing
telescope, due to the reflex motion of the host star, as seen from z0 = 10 ly. Dotted orange and purple circles represent the
size of the host star, as projected onto the image plane at z = 550 AU and 650 AU with r� = (z/z0)R� of r10 ly� = 605.0 km
and 715.1 km, correspondingly.

orange circle is the image of the host star as seen from z = 550 AU, corresponding to a circle with the radius of
r
10 ly
� = 605.0 km. We note that the physical displacement of the optical axis due to the reflex of the host star is

qualitatively different from that of the Sun. Clearly, the details of this motion are target specific, but should be
well-known. Fig. 4 shows the 3-D motion of the host star’s optical center due to reflex motion, corresponding to that
shown on Fig. 3 (right).

Comparing the reflex motion of our Sun with that of the host star of the modeled exoplanetary system shown in
Fig. 2 and Figs. 3–4, correspondingly, we notice drastically different behavior. This difference is due to the fact that
the orbits of the giant planets in the model exoplanetary system are at very different inclinations not only to the
solar system’s ecliptic plane, but also with respect to each other. Therefore, they are pulling the host star in various
directions (with the exo-Jupiter playing the dominant role) causing a distinct signature. This difference amplifies
various dynamical effects, allowing us to explore the parameter space relevant for the mission design.

We note that Figs. 3–4 were produced under the assumption that the proper motion is rather well known and is
accounted for at the level of µ ≤ 1 µas/yr. This means that the telescope egresses in a precisely controlled direction
that matches the proper motion of the host star. Rather than relying on this assumption, we also opted to relax it
and instead study the effects of large values of uncompensated proper motion on the image position. Specifically, we
allowed for the uncompensated proper motion to be as large as µ = 1 mas/yr and µ = 100 µas/yr.

Figs. 5–6 show the motion of the host star’s SGL primary optical axis under the influence of the proper motion,



14

∆
α

,
[n

ra
d
]

z0 = 10 ly

0 20 40 60 80

0

20

40

60

80

100

0 1
2
3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12
13
14
15

16

17

18

19

20

∆δ, [nrad]

D
is

p
la

ce
m

en
t,

[1
0
3

k
m

]

z0 = 10 ly

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

0

5

10

15

0 1 2
3
4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

Displacement, [103 km]

FIG. 5: Motion of the host star’s SGL primary optical axis in the image plane (based on (30)) as seen from z0 = 10 ly and
dominated by its proper motion at µ = 1 mas/yr. Left: the astrometric signal. Right: physical deviations from the initial
position. The dotted orange circle is the host star’s dimensions as seen from z = 550 AU, similar to those in Fig. 3.
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FIG. 6: Motion of the host star’s SGL primary optical axis in the image plane (as modeled by (30)), as seen from z0 = 10 ly
and dominated by its proper motion at µ = 100 µas/yr. Left: the astrometric signal. Right: deviations from the initial position.
The dotted orange circle is the host star’s dimensions as seen from z = 550 AU, similar to those in Fig. 3.
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FIG. 7: The 3-D motion of the host star’s SGL primary optical axis on the image plane as modeled by (30) and dominated
by its proper motion at µ = 1 mas/yr (left, from Fig. 5) and µ = 100 µas/yr (right, from Fig. 6), as seen from z0 = 10 ly.

as modeled by (30). Left plots in both figures show the astrometric signal. The plots on the right present deviations
from the initial position of the optical axis at 550 AU for the duration of 20 years. As before, the ticks on the curves
are in years, corresponding to an egress velocity of vsc = 25 AU/yr. In addition, Fig. 7 presents the 3-D motion of
the host star as modeled by (30) and dominated by the proper motion at µ = 1 mas/yr (Fig. 5) and µ = 100 µas/yr
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(Fig. 6), as seen from z0 = 10 ly. We observe that the smaller the effect of the proper motion, the more pronounced
is the dynamics of the exoplanetary system in the image position.

As we can see, in both cases considered above, the behavior of the exoplanetary system shown in Figs. 5–7 is
completely overwhelmed by the proper motion. On the other hand, even such a large uncompensated proper motion
produces a linear displacement of ∼ 103 km per year, which is much less than the annual periodic displacement of
∼ 105 km of the exoplanet in its orbit around the host star, as shown in Fig. 8 (which, in turn, is dwarfed by the
solar wobble). Furthermore, fundamentally, this effect is an inertial motion (or with small secular variability [24]),
and also it is readily predicable.

Precise knowledge of the host star position within the image plane will play a critical role in establishing the local
reference frame that is needed for imaging. The availability of such a frame (see discussion in Sec. V), reduces the
navigational sensitivity to the effects discussed in this subsection.

D. Motion of the exo-Earth

Ultimately, the primary objective of the SGL mission is to position the imaging telescope in the extended image of
the target exoplanet and move within it in a pixel-by-pixel fashion [3, 8, 9]. For that, we need to consider the motion
of the exoplanet with respect to the host star. That motion may be described by using the orbital parameters of the
exoplanet given by (31). We use that expression to study the relevant orbital details.

Now we are ready to study behavior of the primary axis of the exoplanet. Accounting for the individual contributions
due to the exoplanet and that of the host star, we consider their combined effect on the direction of the primary optical
axis for the exoplanet. Once the local reference frame provided by the host star is established, our task is to find the
exoplanet by tracking its orbit. Using the expressions (26) and (27), the relevant position vector is given as

δr⊥p0 = r⊥p0 − r⊥hs0 = − z

z0

(
r⊥p − r⊥hs

)
, (35)

with the individual positional vectors in the host star system’s barycenter frame given by (30) and (31).
Fig. 8 shows the motion of the exo-Earth in its orbit around the host star, as seen from z0 = 10 ly. In the left plot,

we present the astrometric signal, at the center plot, we show physical deviations from the initial position (measured
in 103 km) of the projected location of the exoplanet’s image in the image plane. As the size of the exoplanetary
orbit projected on a moving image plane increases, the trajectory of the primary optical axis never closes and never
repeats. In fact, it represents a tight spiral that opens up as mission progresses. The plot on the right zooms in on
the same image as in the central panel, but for the initial 2 years of observations. It shows the planetary orbit relative
to the host star. The center of the plot is the host star’s position. Fig. 9 shows the 3-D position of the exoplanet’s
primary optical axis on the image plane, as seen from different heliocentric distances. Notice how the projected orbital
dimensions increase as the heliocentric distance increases at the rate of the telescope motion at vsc = 25 AU/yr.

We observe that both plots in Fig. 8 (right) show the same behavior but at different heliocentric ranges. Clearly, the
astrometric signal is dominated by the ratio of r⊥p /z0 ' 1.58 µrad (r⊥p /1 AU)(10 ly/z0), which stays the same thought

the mission. However, according to (35), the size of the physical projection of the orbit on the image plane increases
at the rate of z(t)/z0, which is evident in the right plots on Fig. 8 and also quite pronounced in Fig. 9. Clearly, given
the magnitudes of the two vectors, r⊥p and r⊥hs, the exoplanetary orbit dominates in the expression (35). Although
the variability in the image position is quite large, being nearly 200 times larger than the host star’s image size, it is
predictable and moves in a steady manner.

We note that the exoplanet and therefore, its projection in the image plane are in continuous noninertial motion.
In the next section, we evaluate the velocities and accelerations that characterize this motion.

IV. IMAGE VELOCITIES AND ACCELERATIONS

In the previous section, we studied the various position vectors that determine behavior of the primary optical axes
of the host star and that of the target exoplanet. As we saw, during the mission, these vectors typically will exhibit
significant variability by deviating from their original positions by million of kilometers (i.e., solar reflex motion),
hundreds of thousands of kilometers (i.e., exoplanet) or even by tens of thousands of kilometers (i.e., host star). Such
variability, if it occurred on short time scales, would represent a significant challenge for an SGL mission, resulting in
realistically large velocity change requirements for an observing telescope.

As it turns out, while positional changes are large on annual timescales, instantaneous velocities and accelerations
remain small. Nonetheless, precise knowledge of the velocities and accelerations of the optical axis are crucial for an
imaging mission.
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FIG. 8: Motion of the exo-Earth in its orbit around the host star at z0 = 10 ly. Left: astrometric signal. Center: Projected
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FIG. 9: The 3D orbit of the exoplanet, relative to the host star and shown from different heliocentric distances.

To understand why, consider the consequences of a navigational error. An error in position space amounts to a
displacement of the image. So long as this displacement is modest, the implications are manageable: instead of being
centered in the area of the image plane sampled by the imaging telescope, the projected image may be offset by some
amount. Unless this offset is large enough so that substantial portions of the projected exoplanet image are missed
altogether, the impact on image recovery of a positional error will be modest.

An error in velocity space has different consequences. To collect enough light to achieve the required signal-to-noise
ratio, the imaging telescope may need to remain at a specific location, or pixel, for periods of time measured in
minutes. If the telescope’s velocity in the image plane does not match the velocity of the image, the result will be
smearing and blur, substantially reducing the quality of the data collected and the chances of reconstructing a high
quality image. Furthermore, as the telescope moves from location to location, from pixel to pixel, an unknown error
in velocity would imply assigning the data entirely to the wrong pixel. This unintentional scrambling of the data set
may render the image unrecoverable.

A precise parameterized model of the velocities and accelerations of the projected exoplanet image (with the
parameters perhaps fitted and adjusted using the very observations made by these telescopes) in the image plane is
therefore essential for good quality image reconstruction.
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A. Evaluating velocities

We begin our discussion with the image velocities. To evaluate the contributions of the velocities of various objects
involved in the imaging with the SGL, namely ṙhs, ṙp and ṙ�, we need to evaluate their behavior in the image plane.
For that, we take the time derivative from (26) and (27), which yields the following expressions for the velocity of the
primary optical axes in the image plane

ṙ⊥p0 =
(

1 +
z

z0

)
ṙ⊥� +

vsc
z0

r⊥� −
( z
z0

ṙ⊥p +
vsc
z0

r⊥p

)
, (36)

ṙ⊥hs0 =
(

1 +
z

z0

)
ṙ⊥� +

vsc
z0

r⊥� −
( z
z0

ṙ⊥hs +
vsc
z0

r⊥hs

)
, (37)

where, in order to evaluate the contribution of the galacto-centric motion, we assumed the line-of-sight velocity
of vz = ż0 = 200 km/s, which for z0 ' 10 ly from (26) results in the induced image velocity on the order of
(vz/z

2
0)zr⊥p ∼ (vz/z

2
0)(650 AU)(1 AU) . 3.3 × 10−4 m/s, which is small for the purposes of our present objectives.

Thus, we omit the ż0-dependent term from the discussion.
Using r�(t) from (29) and the results summarized by (A36), we develop the expression for the image velocity ṙ�(t)

as a result of the reflex motion of the Sun with respect to the SSB:

ṙ�(t) =
∑
j

mj

Mj

njaj
1− ej cosEj(t)

{AjBj
Cj

 sinEj(t)−

Fj

Gj

Hj

√1− e2
j cosEj(t)

}
. (38)

Similarly, using the expression for rhs(t) from (30) and the results from (A36), we have similar expressions needed
to evaluate the image velocities due to reflex motion of the host star:

ṙhs(t) =

z0µδ

z0µα

vr

+
∑
j

mj

Mj

njaj
1− ej cosEj(t)

{A
exo
j

Bexo
j

Cexo
j

 sinEj(t)−

F
exo
j

Gexo
j

Hexo
j

√1− e2
j cosEj(t)

}
. (39)

Finally, using rp(t) from (31) and also (30), the velocity of the exo-Earth is modeled as

ṙp(t) = − m�
m� +mE

nEaE
1− eE cosEE(t)

{A
exo
E

Bexo
E

Cexo
E

 sinEE(t)−

F
exo
E

Gexo
E

Hexo
E

√1− e2
j cosEE(t)

}
. (40)

Fig. 10 shows the relevant velocities of the primary optical axes due to reflex motion of the Sun (left), ∆ṙ⊥�, and

orbital motion of the exoplanet (right), ∆ṙ⊥p , that from (36) have the from:

∆ṙ⊥� =
(

1 +
z

z0

)
ṙ⊥� +

vsc
z0

r⊥�, ∆ṙ⊥p = −
( z
z0

ṙ⊥p +
vsc
z0

r⊥p

)
. (41)

Specifically, the left plot shows the induced velocity of the optical axis (referenced to its initial value) due to the

reflex motion of the Sun, ∆ṙ⊥�. Ticks on the curve are in years, assuming that the image plane moves with velocity of
vsc = 25 AU/yr. The right plot presents the projected velocity of the optical axis (referenced to its initial value) due

to exo-Earth’s orbital motion (also, at z0 = 10 ly), ∆ṙ⊥p and projected on the image plane moving with velocity of

vsc = 25 AU/yr. The inner ellipse corresponds to year 1 at z = 550 AU, increasing outwards for 20 years. Clearly, the

first terms in both expressions (41) dominate, namely the ṙ⊥� and (z/z0)ṙ⊥p , thus driving the mission requirements.

To appreciate the dynamics in the velocity space, Fig. 11 shows the combined velocity of the optical axis (referenced
to initial value) due to reflex motions of the Sun and the exoplanet, as modeled by (36) with individual components
shown in Fig. 10. On the left, the 2D-view and on the right is the same, but in 3-dimensional projection for 20 years.
This is a complex figure if the knowledge of the individual components is not available. However, this is not the case
for the SGL, as all these motions will be well understood after a specific imaging target is selected (see discussion in
Sec. V A). Knowledge of the exoplanet’s motion, as represented in this figure, will be essential to the success of any
attempt to reconstruct an exoplanet image from multiple telescopic observations in the image plane.

Fig. 12 shows the velocity of the primary optical axes induced by the reflex motion of the host star, ∆ṙ⊥hs, that

from (37) has the same form as ∆ṙ⊥p given by (41) where r⊥p is replaced with r⊥hs. Note that the resulted velocity is

smaller by a factor of ∼ 103, and is very small to contribute to the mission requirements.
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FIG. 11: Left: combined velocity of the optical axis due to reflex motions of the Sun and the exoplanet, as modeled by (36)
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at z0 = 10 ly, and projected onto the image plane moving at vsc = 25 AU/yr.
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Clearly, the motion of the Sun, ṙ⊥�, and the scaled velocity of exoplanet, (z/z0)ṙ⊥p , induce velocity of the primary

axis at the level of a few m/s requiring more attention from the mission design stand point. However, these velocities
should not present challenges for modern onboard propulsion systems [9]. The mission planning task will be to identify
all these velocities in advance and compensate for their presence with appropriately chosen propulsion technology.

B. Evaluating accelerations

To evaluate the contributions of the accelerations r̈hs, r̈p and r̈� to the imaging, we need to study their behavior
in the image plane. For that, we take the second time derivative from (26) and (27), which yields the following
expressions for the accelerations of the primary optical axes in the image plane:

r̈⊥p0 =
(

1 +
z

z0

)
r̈⊥� + 2

vsc
z0

ṙ⊥� −
( z
z0

r̈⊥p + 2
vsc
z0

ṙ⊥p

)
, (42)

r̈⊥hs0 =
(

1 +
z

z0

)
r̈⊥� + 2

vsc
z0

ṙ⊥� −
( z
z0

r̈⊥hs + 2
vsc
z0

ṙ⊥hs

)
. (43)

To determine the acceleration vector due to the reflex motion of the Sun, r̈�(t), we use the result (A37), that yields

r̈�(t) =
∑
j

mj

Mj

n2
jaj

(1− ej cosEj(t))3

{AjBj
Cj

( cosEj(t)− ej
)

+

Fj

Gj

Hj

√1− e2
j sinEj(t)

}
. (44)

Clearly, the expression for the host star, r̈hs(t), has the same form as (44), where one changes {Aj ...Hj} →
{Aexo

j ...Hexo
j }. To derive this results, we assumed that the rate in the proper motion, µ̇, and any variability in

the radial velocity, v̇r, are small for the duration of the science mission.
Similarly, using (A37), we derive the expression for the acceleration vector of the exoplanet:

r̈p(t) = − m�
m� +mE

n2
EaE

(1− eE cosEp(t))3

{A
exo
E

Bexo
E

Cexo
E

( cosEE(t)− eE
)

+

F
exo
E

Gexo
E

Hexo
E

√1− e2
E sinEE(t)

}
. (45)

We use the results (44)–(45) to evaluate the acceleration that is experienced by the primary optical axis.

Fig. 13 shows the change in acceleration (from the initial value) due to reflex motion of the Sun (left), ∆r̈⊥�, and

orbital motion of the exoplanet (right), ∆r̈⊥p , that, from (42), have the form

∆r̈⊥� =
(

1 +
z

z0

)
r̈⊥� + 2

vsc
z0

ṙ⊥�, ∆r̈⊥p = −
( z
z0

r̈⊥p + 2
vsc
z0

ṙ⊥p

)
. (46)

Specifically, the left plot shows the induced acceleration of the optical axis (referenced to its initial value) due to the

reflex motion of the Sun, ∆r̈⊥�. Ticks on the curve are in years, assuming that the image plane moves with velocity
of vsc = 25 AU/yr. The right plot presents the projected acceleration of the optical axis (referenced to its initial

value) due to exo-Earth’s orbital motion (also, at z0 = 10 ly), ∆r̈⊥p and projected on the moving image plane. The
inner ellipse corresponds to year 1 at z = 550 AU, increasing outwards for 20 years. Again, the first terms in both
expressions (41) dominate, namely the r̈⊥� and (z/z0)r̈⊥p , thus driving the mission requirements.

To appreciate the complexity of the relevant dynamics in the acceleration space, Fig. 14 shows combined change in
the acceleration (referenced to its initial value) due to reflex motion of the exoplanet and the Sun, as modeled by (42)
with individual components shown in Fig. 13. Clearly, the dynamics of the exoplanet positioned at 10 ly dominates
the solar reflex motion. For a more distant planet, the solar reflex motion will set a target-independent requirement
for the acceleration sensitivity for the mission design.

Finally, Fig. 15 shows the acceleration of the primary optical axes induced by the reflex motion of the host star,
∆r̈⊥hs, that from (43) has the same form as ∆r̈⊥p in (46) where r⊥p is replaced with r⊥hs. Note that, similar to the case

of host star’s velocity, this acceleration is a factor of ∼ 103 smaller than that of the Sun’s and even smaller than that
of the exoplanet and, thus, is not a significant requirement driver.

We note that because of the telescope’s egress from the solar system, the acceleration that is needed to follow
the image increases. Assuming the maximum acceleration of the primary optical axis to be similar to that of the
projected velocity of the exoplanet, a0 = 6.1× 10−6 m/s

2
, we estimate the needed ∆v for ∆t = 20 years of operations

as ∆v = a0∆t ∼ 3.78 km/s, which is the value achievable with modern electric micropropulsion systems.
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FIG. 13: Acceleration of the primary optical axis for a target at z0 = 10 ly and projected on the image plane moving at
vsc = 25 AU/yr. Left: Change in the acceleration (from its initial value at z = 550 AU) due to reflex motion of the Sun. Ticks
on the curves are in years. Right: change in the acceleration due the exoplanet, referred to its value at 550 AU.
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FIG. 14: Combined change in the acceleration (referenced to its initial value) due to reflex motion of the exoplanet and the
Sun, as modeled by (42) with individual components plotted in Fig. 13.
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V. TOWARD IMAGING WITH THE SGL

A. Prior knowledge about the exoplanet

With the estimates of the dominant effects in the motion of the primary optical axes on the image plane, we
now need to put all this information in the context of a realistic mission. Given the current state of the propulsion
techniques, an SGL telescope is thought to be a single-planetary-system instrument, able to explore all planets and
satellites in that system. In this case, the target must be well-justified. Evaluating what we may already know about
the exoplanet (e.g., rotation period, prevalence of clouds) will be important for establishing the mission requirements,
optimizing the reconstruction of a spatially resolved image, and motivating precursor projects.

The occurrence rate of Earth-sized terrestrial planets in the habitable zones (HZs) of Sun-like (FGK) stars remains
a much-debated quantity. Only a handful of such planets have been discovered. Current estimates range from 2%
to 22%. The SIMBAD Astronomical Database2 lists 8589 F stars, 5309 G stars, and 1688 K stars within ∼ 100 ly.
Taking even the lowest estimates, we can expect to detect at least one terrestrial planet in the HZ of a star within
100 ly in the near future. Once such a planet is discovered significant observational resources will be devoted to
characterizing it.

Most likely, we will want to image Earth 2.0, around a G-type star (some of these stars are listed in Table III),
which is not transiting. A imaging mission to the focal region of the SGL could follow a “big terrestrial planet finder”
that observes an exo-Earth around a G star and measures its spectra. We should be very confident that the selected
target is habitable or even inhabited. A telescope at the SGL would be the next major step, possibly the biggest step
in the 21st century for exoplanet exploration.

If the planetary atmosphere contains oxygen and, possibly, signs of life, the next step would be to launch the SGL
focal mission to image this planet at high resolution. The planet’s orbit would have to be measured in 3-D, using
either astrometry and/or RV measurements combined with direct imaging. If we are lucky, it will be inclined so that
it transits, providing a radius. These measurements would allow us to obtain the information and point the telescope.

Once we know of a terrestrial planet in a HZ so close to our own, we posit that significant resources will be
devoted to characterizing the planet and its system using the above techniques. The knowledge we gain from this
will include: i) orbital ephemeris, to at least milliarcsecond accuracy and precision; ii) detailed knowledge of the
atmosphere, including temperature, structure, chemical composition, and albedo, all inferred from non-spatially-
resolved spectroscopy; iii) estimates of rotation rate, gained from temporal monitoring of the spectroscopy; and
iv) some understanding of cloud and surface properties from Doppler imaging.

A mission to the SGL focal region would begin after the discovery of an exo-Earth, and there would be ∼ 22 years
of “cruise” before the telescope would reach 547 AU, moving with ∼ 25 AU/yr. During those 20+ years, the parent
star’s location would have been observed with 1 µas precision at least 100 times, so that its position would be known
at the 0.1 µas level. The parent star’s position would be known to ∼ 45 km at 30 pc. The orbit period of the planet
would be known to < 1% meaning that the semi-major axis is known to ∼ 0.7% or ∼1 million km. If the planet is in
a face-on orbit, we will know the radial distance to ∼ 1 million km, but the error bar in the tangential direction will
be a factor of ∼ 6 larger. The diameter of the Earth-like planet is ∼ 13, 000 km, so that the area on the sky we must
search is an (80× 500) grid. Once the SGL focal mission’s telescope detects the planet, it would scan a much smaller
area to define the “edges” of the planet. Astrometric observations of the star when the planet was discovered would
have measured its mass, that plus its size would give us the density of the planet.

B. Local image-centric reference frames

The knowledge of the dynamics of the primary optical axis of the host star in the focal region of the SGL may be
used to establish the host star image-centric local reference frame, as discussed in Sec. II A. Such an image-centric
coordinate reference frame may be realized using image sensor data from the imaging telescope. This is enabled by
the fact the self-luminous sources result in very bright Einstein rings formed around the Sun.

In Refs. [4–6] we developed a comprehensive wave-optical approach to describe gravitational lensing phenomena
(summarized in Sec. I). For a self-luminous resolved source with luminosity of Ls, the power density, Blum, received

2 For details on the SIMBAD Astronomical Database, see http://simbad.u-strasbg.fr/simbad/.

http://simbad.u-strasbg.fr/simbad/
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TABLE III: Power density from some of the nearest “solar analogs”, received in the image plane at the strong interference
region of the SGL at the heliocentric distance of 650 AU. Data from https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Solar_analog

Source Ls, in L� z0, ly Rs, in R� B0, W/m2 rs, km BSGL, W/m2

Sun 1 − 1 3.28× 10−3 − −
Solar corona 5× 10−5 − − 1.07× 10−9 − −
Sun-like star at 10 ly 1 10.0 1 3.40× 10−9 715 7.21× 10−6

Sun-like star at 100 ly 1 100.0 1 3.40× 10−11 71.5 7.21× 10−7

Sigma Draconis 0.41 18.8 0.776 3.95× 10−10 295 2.03× 10−6

Beta Canum Venaticorum 1.151 27.4 1.123 5.22× 10−10 293 2.70× 10−6

61 Virginis 0.8222 27.8 0.9867 3.62× 10−10 254 2.16× 10−6

Zeta Tucanae 1.26 28.0 1.08 5.47× 10−10 276 3.00× 10−6

Beta Comae Berenices 1.357 29.8 1.106 5.20× 10−10 266 2.97× 10−6

61 Ursae Majoris 0.609 31.1 0.86 2.14× 10−10 198 1.64× 10−6

HR 511 0.516 32.8 0.819 1.63× 10−10 179 1.38× 10−6

Alpha Mensae 0.832 33.1 0.99 2.58× 10−10 214 1.83× 10−6

HD 69830 0.622 40.6 0.905 1.28× 10−10 160 1.22× 10−6

HD 10307 1.44 41.2 1.14 2.89× 10−10 198 2.21× 10−6

HD 147513 0.98 42.0 1.0 1.89× 10−10 170 1.68× 10−6

58 Eridani 0.992 43.3 0.96 1.80× 10−10 159 1.72× 10−6

47 Ursae Majoris 1.48 45.9 1.172 2.39× 10−10 183 1.98× 10−6

Psi Serpentis 0.98 47.8 1.0 1.46× 10−10 150 1.48× 10−6

20 Leonis Minoris 1.378 49.1 1.247 1.95× 10−10 182 1.62× 10−6

Nu Phoenicis 2.0 49.3 1.26 2.80× 10−10 183 2.32× 10−6

51 Pegasi 1.36 50.9 1.237 1.79× 10−10 174 1.56× 10−6

on the image plane in the strong interference region of the SGL is given as

BSGL =
Ls

4πR2
s

2Rs

z0

√
2rg
z

W/m2, (47)

where Rs its radius, and z0 its distance from the Sun. The same quantity for a direct observation without SGL is

B0 =
Ls

4πR2
s

(Rs

z0

)2

W/m2. (48)

Using the method presented in [3], one may estimate the photon power density that may be received from a host
stars on the image plane at the strong interference region of the SGL. Table III provides the estimates for some of the
“solar analogs” in our stelar neighborhood as they would be observed at the heliocentric distance of 650 AU. Also,
according to (4), we have rs = (z/z0)Rs being the size of the image. Note that the amplified light of the host star
will be very bright, overshigning that of the solar corona. Such observations will still require a coronagraph, but not
to the same level of rejection. These estimates suggest that we may use this light from the host star to study the
exoplanet before it will have the SNR large enough to be observed on the background of the solar corona. We note
that the power density in the image plane for these solar analogs is very similar, BSGL = O(10−6) W/m2. As shown
in (47), it depends only linearly on the inverse of the heliocentric distance of the source, z0.

As seen in Table III, the brightness of the signals received from the stars in our neighborhood is much higher that
that of the solar corona. The SGL itself therefore provides us with a means to find the position of the host star image.
Evolving morphology of the Einstein ring corresponding to a host star signal received by the image sensor in the focal
plane of an imaging telescope may be used to our advantage. As discussed in [3, 6], a multipixel image sensor provides
a very sensitive means to determine position. For any extended source, this can be done by monitoring the formation
of the Einstein ring on the image sensor as a function of the distance from the optical axis, ρ. As shown in Fig. 16,
this process includes several critical phases that begin when the telescope is far away from the primary optical and
is outside the physical extent of the image. At this point, only one bright spot corresponding to the major image is
present on the sensor. As the telescope moves closer to the optical axis, the minor image begin to emerge from behind
the Sun thus resulting in two spots of increasing brightness that correspond to the major and minor images. A line
drawn from the major to minor image will point toward the optical axis. The relative brightness and morphology of
the two images may be used to determine the distance to the primary optical axis. Positions of the two spots along
the yet-to-be formed Einstein ring, provide angular information for the primary optical axis in the telescope-centric
coordinate reference frame.

As the telescope moves closer to the optical axis, the spots evolve into two arclets, then into larger arcs, which
eventually merge to form a complete Einstein ring. At this point the telescope enters the physical extent of the

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Solar_analog
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image. This motion culminates in the fully formed Einstein ring appearing on the sensor at its maximum brightness.
This happens when the telescope is positioned exactly at the center of the projected image of the star, i.e., on the
primary optical axis. The evolving range data (i.e., relative brightness) and associated angular information allow for
a precise determination of the telescope’s position with respect to the primary optical axis in real time. Monitoring
this well-understood process forms a method of guidance that may be used to establish a local reference frame in the
focal region of the SGL.

Following this process, the exoplanet image located ∼ 104 km from the host star image in the image plane. The
approximate direction to the exoplanet is known, which aids in the search. Approaching the exoplanet image is a
repeat of the host star approach but on a smaller and fainter scale, on the host star light background. (Quantifying
relative brightness is a work-in-progress. Results, when available will be presented elsewhere.) The next step is to
move the spacecraft with the exoplanet image size in a meter-scale precision.

ρ = 5rs ρ = 2rs ρ = 1.25rs ρ = rs ρ = 0

FIG. 16: Evolution of the Einstein ring formed around the image of the Sun (represented by a red circle) on the image sensor
in the focal plane of the imaging telescope. (The behavior of the ring is given as a function of the distance from the optical axis,
ρ. Shown for a Sun-like star at 10 ly and the telescope at 650 AU, thus the size of the host star image is rs ∼ 715 km.) The
orientation of the primary and secondary images of the star and their evolution into an Einstein-ring, as seen by the telescope
approaching the host star optical axis, indicate the direction towards the center of the star’s projected image in the image
plane, while the brightness and angular extent of the arcs seen by the telescope indicate distance. Additional spacecraft can
help to greatly improve navigational accuracy by triangulating.

Precise monitoring of the amplified light from the host star may be used to find the exoplanet as this light is so
bright that even minute changes in the host star position will be detectable. So, finding a much dimmer Earth-like
exoplanet will not be a significant challenge. Depending on the brightness of the exoplanetary signal, the size of the
imaging telescope and the performance of the coronagraph may be used to establish the exoplanet image-centric local
reference frame (as discussed in Sec. II A) following the same process as for the host star (i.e., when we rely on the
readings from the image sensor on the focal plane of the imaging telescope.) Alternatively, we may establish and
maintain a tight formation of imaging telescopes, while precisely monitoring their relative positions. This relative
position information may be used as a grid with the center that may be treated as a solve-for parameter during the
image deconvolution process [3, 8].

Once the exoplanet image is located, two or more telescopes could establish its precise boundary and track its motion.
These telescopes may simultaneously participate in the observational campaign and participate in establishing and
maintaining a local reference frame. The observing telescope(s) may move from pixel to pixel on a meter-scale grid
with respect to this frame, following a pattern that minimizes velocity changes while maximizing science return.

After the planet is located, the observational mission begins. During the mission, the observing telescope must track
the complex motion of the planet’s projected image in the SGL image plane. Without acceleration, the observing
telescope would follow an inertial trajectory egressing the solar system, a high-speed hyperbolic escape trajectory in
the SSB reference frame. The exoplanetary image, meanwhile, undergoes complex motion in the image plane as a
result of all the effects that we have accounted for in this paper, including solar reflex motion and the exoplanet’s
own orbital motion, as well as other smaller effects. Together, these determine requirements on the SGL mission’s
propulsion capability, which is needed in order to ensure that the observing telescope can maintain its position within
the projected image of the exoplanet that it samples.

The ultimate imaging would have to be done by positioning the telescope within the image at meter-class relative
precision. This precision is especially important in velocity space. A displacement in the image plane simply results in
a shifted image of the exoplanet; so long as this shift is modest, the exoplanet remains within the image area. Uncon-
trolled velocity differences, however, will result in the smearing of image pixels, degrading the quality of observation
and ultimately rendering image reconstruction impossible.

The process outlined have allows for improved navigational precision for the ultimate exoplanet imaging mission
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to the SGL focal region that may be summarized as follows: i) Coarse-grade navigation done with ∼ 100, 000 km
precision needed to find the region where host star light amplification is observable; ii) Medium-grade navigation
done with ∼ 100 km precision needed to find the host star image and navigate toward the exoplanet image; iii)
Fine-grade navigation done with ∼ 1 km precision needed to find the exoplanet image and establish local reference
frame; and iv) Conduct imaging observations with ∼ 1 m precision that is needed to establish relative position within
the exoplanetary local reference frame for pixel-by-pixel data collection.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In previous studies of the SGL, we considered a static configuration: A motionless exoplanet’s image, projected
onto an image plane by the motionless Sun, to be sampled by a roving telescope that measures the intensity of light
from the exoplanet while traversing a kilometer-scale projection in the image plane.

Reality is more complicated. Even if considering only first order effects (i.e., omitting planetary interactions and
the resulting perturbations), we need to account for a complex set of motions. First, the lens itself, our own Sun,
“wobbles”, undergoing complex motion as a result of the gravitational pull of solar system planets, most notably
Jupiter. The target exoplanet follows its own elliptical orbit around its host star. The host star itself wobbles as a
result of the gravitational pull of the planets in that system. Lastly, the exoplanetary system may have proper motion
relative to our own solar system, as the two systems follow different galactocentric orbits and do not remain at rest
relative to each other.

Consequently, the image of the target exoplanet, as projected into a hypothetical image plane in the SGL focal
region, undergoes similarly complex noninertial motion. A telescope, placed in the image plane and used for a sustained
imaging campaign to obtain a high resolution, multispectral image of the target exoplanet, must be navigated precisely
within the image plane. Its position and velocity relative to the projected exoplanetary image must be known very
accurately at all times, and controlled accurately as well.

How accurately? A projected exoplanetary image for prospective imaging targets may be anywhere between less
than a kilometer to several kilometers in size, depending on the size of the exoplanet, its distance from the Sun,
and the distance of the imaging telescope from the Sun. Dividing this image into several thousand (up to a million)
image pixels implies a pixel size measured in meters. Incorrect or insufficient knowledge of the position of the imaging
telescope can smear its observations in unpredictable ways as the telescope inadvertently traverses across image pixels,
introducing uncontrolled noise that would significantly impact or undermine image reconstruction.

Fortunately, it is not necessary to know the exact position of the imaging instrument with meter-scale precision in
the SSB reference frame. It is sufficient to know its position relative to the projected exoplanet image. The location
of this image can be well established using in situ measurements by the observing telescopes in combination with an
accurate model of all motions. This approach allows us to introduce a local reference frame, which can then form the
basis for image reconstruction.

Accordingly, to facilitate imaging with the SGL, we introduced new references frames in the form of image-centric
coordinates that rely on the source’s light amplified by the SGL and projected into an image plane in the SGL focal
region. These frames is mission-enabling, allowing for high-precision imaging operations within the SGL focal region.

Before we can study the steps required to reliably establish such a local reference frame, however, we need to
understand the full range of motions that the projected image exhibits. This knowledge is required in order to
evaluate the very feasibility of placing a telescope in the SGL focal region for exoplanet imaging, and will help with
establishing a baseline for actual mission requirements, in terms of acceleration and acceleration accuracy.

For the fictitious target system that we investigated (see Table II), the characteristic acceleration of the projected
exoplanet image is ∼ 6 µm/s2. An actual imaging mission may rely on continuous acceleration of this magnitude, or
it may utilize a different strategy (e.g., inertial motion with intermittent trajectory changes to maximize positioning
accuracy, optimize the use of consumables and the propulsion system, perhaps even limit the release of contaminating
exhaust into the immediate vicinity of the observing telescope). Such technical details are yet to be determined and
are beyond the scope of our present analysis.

Our results also help us understand the cumulative velocity changes during an imaging mission. This is critical
information for mission design, as it directly translates into propulsion system requirements and consumables (fuel)
over a multiyear mission. For the fictitious target system that was used in our analysis, even an extended science
mission of 20 years in duration will require a ∆v capability of less than 4 km/s. The actual value, of course, depends
on the specific target, as well as the navigational strategy that is used in the image plane to optimize the science
mission, which is yet to be determined. Once a specific target is identified, the corresponding velocity changes required
to track its image will be a key determining factor for the maximum duration of an imaging mission and the resulting
achievable science objectives.

It was with these considerations in mind that we evaluated the changes in position, the velocity, and the acceleration
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of the projected image of a realistic, albeit hypothetical, exoplanet in the image plane. These results can be used
directly in order to establish an optimal design for an observational campaign, which may use one or several instruments
and continuous or intermittent acceleration, to achieve the best possible result for robust image recovery.

Our conclusion is that exoplanet imaging via the SGL requires several key technologies that are challenging, such
as the determination of an exoplanet orbit to a meter class relative precision and the motion and stabilization of
the spacecraft over millions of pointings with limited power. However, these challenges, though substantial, are
not insurmountable. We are addressing these issues systematically as part of our ongoing effort to conceptualize a
technologically feasible, scientifically valuable SGL mission. Results, when available will be published elsewhere.
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Appendix A: Position, velocity and acceleration for a given set of orbital elements

1. The Keplerian problem

We present the position vector of the orbit as

r = rnr, (A1)

ṙ = ṙnr + rθ̇nθ, (A2)

r̈ = (r̈ − rθ̇2)nr +
[1

r

d

dt
(r2θ̇)

]
nθ. (A3)

In the case of a binary Kepler problem, the angular momentum,

h = r2θ̇nz, (A4)

is conserved, namely h = r2θ̇ = const. Another equation to describe the binary motion is

r̈ − rθ̇ = −G(m1 +m2)

r2
. (A5)

Using these equations, we determine

r =
p

1 + e cos(θ −$)
, where p =

h2

G(m1 +m2)
= a(1− e2). (A6)

So, as a result, we have:

r =
a(1− e2)

1 + e cos(θ −$)
and, defining, f = θ −$, we obtain (A7)

r =
a(1− e2)

1 + e cos f
. (A8)

We also need the quantities ṙ and rḟ are the time rate of change of separation and angular distance from the focus
of the ellipse. These quantities are given as

ṙ =
na√

1− e2
e sin f, rḟ =

na√
1− e2

(
1 + e cos f

)
, (A9)

where n = 2π/T is the mean motion.
We note that only r, ṙ and f vary with time. The time-dependence is determined from Kepler’s equation

ṙ =
na

r

√
a2e2 − (r − a)2, (A10)

which is solved by introducing a new variable, E, the eccentric anomaly, by means of the substitution:

r = a(1− e cosE). (A11)

The differential equation (A10) transforms to

Ė =
n

1− e cosE
. (A12)

The solution can be written as

n(t− t0) = E − e sinE, (A13)

where we have taken t0 to be the constant of integration and used the boundary condition E = 0 when t = t0. At
this point we can define a new quantity, M , the mean anomaly, such that

M = n
(
t− t0

)
and M = E − e sinE. (A14)

This is a transcendental equation which must be solved numerically. Also, the orbital period, T , is derived from
Kepler’s 3rd law as

T 2 =
4π2a3

G(m1 +m2)
. (A15)
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2. Modeling orbital positions

Using (A8), we introduce Cartesian components of the vector from (A1) as

x = r cos f and y = r sin f. (A16)

Introducing Cartesian unit vectors along i = x̂, j = ŷ and k = ẑ, we present (A1) as

r = xi + yj + 0k. (A17)

At this point, we project position vector (A17) onto a plane of the sky by rotating it with respect to the angles Ω
and ω. As a result we derive the following expressions:xy

z

 = r

cos Ω cos(ω + f)− sin Ω sin(ω + f) cos i

sin Ω cos(ω + f) + cos Ω sin(ω + f) cos i

sin(ω + f) sin i

 . (A18)

In the expressions above, we use the coordinate system such that positive directions of the coordinate axis in the
plane, +x and +y correspond to the observed +∆Dec (∆δ) and +∆RA (∆δ) respectively between the orbiting body
and central object. In this coordinate system, the positive direction +z is defined toward the observer, contrary to
the more commonly used convention aligned with the radial velocity.

It is convenient to separate in (A18) the time-dependent terms and those that are time-independent. This may be
done by using normalized Thiele-Innes constant elements (making them, essentially, to be the direction cosines):

A = cos Ω cosω − sin Ω sinω cos i, (A19)

B = sin Ω cosω + cos Ω sinω cos i, (A20)

F = − cos Ω sinω − sin Ω cosω cos i, (A21)

G = − sin Ω sinω + cos Ω cosω cos i, (A22)

C = sinω sin i, (A23)

H = cosω sin i. (A24)

We also define the quantities called the elliptical rectangular coordinates,

X = cosE − e, (A25)

Y =
√

1− e2 sinE, (A26)

so that r2 = a2(1− e cosE)2 = a2(X2 + Y 2), and r cos f = aX, r sin f = aY .
Measured separations and position angels (ρ, φ) at the time t are related to the projected quantities (x, y, z) by

simple relationships ∆δ = x = ρ cosφ and ∆α cos δ = y = ρ sinφ. Using the expressions (A19)–(A24), we may present
(A18) as below: xy

z

 = a

{AB
C

X(t) +

FG
H

Y (t)

}
, (A27)

where the time-dependence is only in E(t) whose dependence determined from Kepler’s equations (A14).
We also recognize that the instantaneous position on the sky of a star at time t is determined by a fixed displacement

(α0, δ0) at reference time t0, the proper motion vector (µα, µδ) (where the proper motion component in the right
ascension includes the cos δ factor), and the orbital elements. In Cartesian coordinates laying on a plane tangent to
the sky and directed along right ascension and declination, respectively, the position can be written as(

∆x

∆y

)
=

(
z0∆δ(t)

z0∆α(t)

)
= z0

(
∆δ0 + µδ(t− t0)

∆α0 + µα(t− t0)

)
+ a

{(
A

B

)
X(t) +

(
F

G

)
Y (t)

}
, (A28)

where z0 is the distance to the binary system.
Similarly, we present the component along the line of sight that is complete with the fixed radial distance ∆z0 to

the star and its radial-velocity vr, as

∆z(t) = ∆z0 + vr(t− t0) + a
(
CX(t) +HY (t)

)
, (A29)
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where X(t) and Y (t) are from (A25) and (A26)

X(t) = cosE(t)− e, (A30)

Y (t) =
√

1− e2 sinE(t), (A31)

and E(t) is determined from Kepler’s equation (A14) in the form of the following transcendent equation:

E − e sinE =
2π

T

(
t− t0

)
≡ n(t− t0) = M, (A32)

which for small eccentricities may be approximated as

E = M + e sinM + 1
2e

2 sin 2M +O(e3), with M =
2π

T

(
t− t0

)
. (A33)

3. Modeling velocities and accelerations

Taking the time derivatives from each of the expressions in (A27), with the help of (A30)–(A32), we obtain velocities
and accelerations in the corresponding directions. To do that we need only to take appropriate derivatives from X
and Y given by (A25) and (A26). To do that, we use (A12) and compute

Ẋ = − n sinE

1− e cosE
, Ẏ =

n
√

1− e2 cosE

1− e cosE
, (A34)

Ẍ = −n
2(cosE − e)

(1− e cosE)3
, Ÿ = −n

2
√

1− e2 sinE

(1− e cosE)3
. (A35)

Thus, taking the time derivatives from x and y, we obtain the velocities vδ = ẋ and vα = ẏ, in the Dec and RA
directions respectively. Time derivative int the z direction, vz = ż results in the radial velocity. Using (A34), the
corresponding expressions are given asvδvα

vz

 ≡
ẋẏ
ż

 = a

{AB
C

 Ẋ(t) +

FG
H

 Ẏ (t)

}
=

na

1− e cosE

{
−

AB
C

 sinE +

FG
H

√1− e2 cosE

}
. (A36)

Similarly, with the help of (A35), we determine the accelerationsaδaα
az

 ≡

ẍÿ
z̈

 = a

{AB
C

 Ẍ(t) +

FG
H

 Ÿ (t)

}
=

= − n2a

(1− e cosE)3

{AB
C

( cosE − e
)

+

FG
H

√1− e2 sinE

}
= −ω2(t)

xy
z

 , (A37)

where

ω2(t) =
n2

(1− e cosE)3
=
(2π

T

)2 1

(1− e cosE)3
. (A38)

These expressions allow the calculations of all the expressions that involve planetary velocities and accelerations.
We also note that each object in a binary system orbit the center of mass of the system in an ellipse with the same

eccentricity but the semi-major axes is reduced in scale by a factor

a1 =
m2

m1 +m2
a and a2 = − m1

m1 +m2
a. (A39)

The orbital periods of the two objects must each be equal to T and therefore the two mean motions must also equal
to be (n1 = n2 = n), although the semi-major axes are not. Each mass them moves on its own elliptical orbit with
respect to the common center of mass, and the periapses of their orbits differ by π.
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