arXiv:2012.09620v3 [astro-ph.EP] 19 Oct 2021

Journal of Guidance, Control, and Dynamics, Vol. 44, No. 11, pp. 1909–1923, 2021.

doi: 10.2514/1.G005864

Approximate Analytical Solution to

the Zonal Harmonics Problem Using Koopman Operator Theory

David Arnas^∗, Richard Linares^†

Abstract

This work introduces the use of the Koopman operator theory to generate approximate analytical solutions for the zonal harmonics problem of a satellite orbiting a non-spherical celestial body. Particularly, the solution proposed directly provides the osculating evolution of the system under the effects of any order of the zonal harmonics, and can be automated to obtain any level of accuracy in the approximated solution. Moreover, this paper defines a modified set of orbital elements that can be applied to any kind of orbit and that allows the Koopman operator to have a fast convergence. In that regard, several examples of application are included, showing that the proposed methodology can be used in any kind of orbit, including circular, elliptic, parabolic and hyperbolic orbits.

Nomenclature

Koopman operator nomenclature

ϵ = small parameter ϕ = general eigenfunction Φ = matrix of eigenfunctions Ξ = domain of definition of the basis functions C_1, C_2 = arbitrary constants b = number of basis functions used d = number of dimensions of the system E = matrix of eigenvalues f = dynamical model g = generic functional i, j = matrix and vector indices K = Koopman matrix

∗Massachusetts Institute of Technology, MA, USA. Email: arnas@mit.edu †Massachusetts Institute of Technology, MA, USA. Email: linaresr@mit.edu

K = Koopman operator L = set of basis functions P_n = Legendre polynomial of order n t = time evolution [s] T = Koopman modes t_0 = initial time [s] V = matrix of eigenvectors w = weighting of the basis functions x = state of the system x_0 = initial state conditions

Astrodynamics nomenclature

α, p_r, s, γ, I_θ, β, ξ, p_λ = orbital elements from Arnas and Linares [1] Λ, η, σ, Γ, κ, λ, ρ = orbital elements for close-to-equatorial orbits Λ, η, s, γ, κ, β, χ, ρ = orbital elements for the general case study θ, τ = time normalization variables λ = longitude [rad] μ = Earth gravitational constant [m^3/s^2] ν = true anomaly [rad] φ = latitude [rad] ψ = normalization value for the latitude ω = argument of perigee [rad] Ω = right ascension of the ascending node [rad] a = semi-major axis [m] e = eccentricity H = Hamiltonian [m^2/s^2] inc = inclination [rad] J_n = zonal term of order n of the Earth gravitational potential m = maximum order of the zonal harmonics problem p_θ = modulus of the angular momentum [m^2/s] p_λ = conjugate momenta of the longitude [m^2/s] p_φ = conjugate momenta of the latitude [m^2/s] p_r = conjugate momenta of the radial distance [m/s] r = radial distance [m] R_⊕ = Earth equatorial radius [m] si = sine of the osculating inclination of the orbit u = argument of latitude [rad]

1 Introduction

The study of the effects of the zonal harmonics on the motion of a satellite is one of the most elemental problems in celestial mechanics and is of great importance both for the design and control of space missions. However, despite being this problem one of the simplest models to study in astrodynamics (apart from the Keplerian motion), the problem is known to have no analytical solution [2, 3], and thus, a wide variety of approaches have appeared over the years to provide approximate solutions to this problem. Particularly, analytic and semi-analytic solutions are of special interest since they allow us to have a deeper understanding of the problem, to obtain a faster long term propagation of orbiting objects, to analyze the stability of orbits, or to define and assess satellite constellations and formation flying among other topics.

From all the zonal terms of the gravitational potential, the study of the motion of a satellite subjected to the J_2 term of the Earth gravitational potential has always been of special importance as it is the most important gravitational perturbation for satellites orbiting the Earth. Examples of that include the solutions proposed by Brouwer [4], Kozai [5], Deprit [6], or Liu [7], which are still extensively used both in theoretical and applied problems. Particularly, Brouwer [4], based on the von Zeipel perturbation method, proposed a first order solution which was later complemented by Lyddane [8] and Cohen and Lyddane [9] to study orbits with either small eccentricity or inclination, and by Coffey et al. [10] to be able to effectively assess orbits close to the critical inclination. Kozai [5] proposed, on the other hand, a different approach based on the decomposition of the motion in first-order secular, second-order secular, short-periodic, and long-periodic terms. Afterwards, he extended Brouwer’s formulation by introducing a second order solution [11] to the main satellite problem. Later, Deprit [6] approached the problem differently by making use of Lie series to define a set of canonical mappings that allows to generate an approximate solution following an iterative set of transformations [12]. This methodology led to the Lie-Deprit methods, a set of perturbation techniques that has been extensively used in the literature to deal with the main satellite problem. Important examples of application of this approach include the method of elimination of the parallax [13], or the elimination of the perigee [14].

In this work, we approach the problem from a different perspective. Instead of performing near unitary transformations using a small parameter, we make use of operator theory to generate solutions to this problem directly. Operator theory is based on functional analysis [15, Chapter 2] and focuses on the study of linear operators in functional spaces [16, Chapter 4]. Operator theory is widely used in theoretical physics [17, Chapter 7] (specially in quantum mechanics [18, Chapter 1]) and other research fields [19] such as fluid-dynamics [20] or control [21, 22], but is not widely used in astrodynamics. Particularly, this paper focuses on the use of the Koopman operator, a linear operator introduced by Koopman [23] and later developed by Newmann [24] that is able to transform a non-linear system in a finite number of dimensions into a linear system in an infinite number of dimensions, on the zonal harmonics problem around an oblate celestial body. However, due to our limitations to study a system in an infinite number of dimensions, we have to focus on a subspace of this infinite space domain, and thus, an approximation of the system is obtained instead. Nevertheless, this allows to obtain a linearization of the system (benefiting from the interesting properties of linear systems) while obtaining a good approximation to the solution. The Koopman operator has already been proposed to study problems in celestial mechanics, particularly the motion around libration points in the third body problem [25], and attitude dynamics [26], but it has never been successfully applied to the zonal harmonics problem around a celestial body.

To that end, this work presents the methodology to apply the Koopman operator to the zonal harmonics problem. To be more precise, the contributions of this work are as follows: first, definition of a modified set of orbital elements for the specific application of the Koopman operator; second, development of a closed-form computation of the Koopman matrix using Legendre polynomials; and third, numerical error analysis of the analytical Koopman-based solution applied to the motion of a satellite orbiting a nonspherical celestial body. In particularly, this paper makes use of a modified set of orbital elements from Arnas and Linares [1] especially devised for their application alongside the Koopman operator. This set of orbital elements is able to represent orbits at any eccentricity, including circular, elliptic, parabolic and hyperbolic orbits. In that regard, several examples of application are included to show the performance of the methodology for different orbits. Additionally, this work proposes the use of Legendre polynomials to compute the Koopman matrix of the system. This provides several advantages, including lower computation complexity, easier implementation, and a better distribution of the error in the variable range defined.

The main advantage of using the Koopman operator is that it allows studying any order of the zonal harmonics problem without modifying the methodology followed. This allows automation of the computation of the solution and still obtain an approximate analytical solution to the problem. Moreover, the Koopman operator improves the accuracy of the solution by just increasing the number of basis functions used to represent the dynamical model. As mentioned before, this is done without performing any modification in the methodology, and thus, can be automatized, which means that the level of accuracy obtained is only limited by the computational power available. In addition, the Koopman operator provides the spectral behavior of the dynamical system which can be used for different applications and to study the properties of the solution [27]. Finally, the technique presented generates an approximated linear dynamical system that presents good accuracy and that can be used in other applications.

This paper is organized as follows. First, we include a summary of the Koopman operator theory and the methodology followed to apply it to the zonal harmonics problem. Second, we propose two sets of orbital elements to represent the dynamical system. The notable feature of this set of orbital elements is that they allow us to represent the differential equation governing the system in completely polynomial form, while, in addition, generate expressions for the differential equation that are quasilinear for the application of the Koopman operator methodology. This set of orbital elements are a set of variables especially devised for their use with the Koopman operator due to their particular properties. Third, we apply this methodology to a collection of four common orbits used in astrodynamics, namely, a sun-synchronous frozen orbit, a Molniya orbit, a hyperbolic orbit, and a near-equatorial orbit. This allows us to show the performance of the methodology presented in this work and its possibilities.

2 Koopman operator theory

We start from the classical initial value problem, represented by an autonomous system of differential equations expressed as { d dt x(t) = f(x) x(t_0) = x_0

; (1)

where x ∈ R^d is the set of d variables that evolves with time t and that define the state of the system. In here, f : R^d → R^d represents the mathematical model of a given dynamical system, d is the number of dimensions of the problem, and x_0 are the initial conditions.

Let g(x) be an observable of the space, or in other words, g(x) is a function in the set of variables x. Then, if we study the evolution of g(x) through the differential equation defined by Eq. (1) we obtain d dt g(x) = K (g(x)) = (∇_xg(x)) d dt x(t) = (∇_xg(x)) f(x), (2)

where ∇_xg = [∂g/∂x_1, ∂g/∂x_2, . . . , ∂g/∂x_d], and K (g(x)) is defined as the Koopman operator applied to an observable. This means that the evolution of any observable under the effects of the dynamical system is provided by the Koopman operator:

K (·) : (∇_x·) f(x). (3)

where (∇_x·) = [∂(·)/∂x_1, ∂(·)/∂x_2, . . . , ∂(·)/∂x_d]. Note that the operator is linear [23], and thus,

K (C_1g_1(x) + C_2g_2(x)) = C_1K (g_1(x)) + C_2K (g_2(x)) , (4) where C_1 and C_2 are two arbitrary constants.

The main idea of the Koopman operator methodology is to find an approximated linear representation of the full dynamical system, and then use the property of linearity to obtain the exact solution to this approximation. To that end, the Koopman operator makes use of an extended configuration space of dimension b > d that is able to approximate the non-linearities of the original system. In fact, if we could work with the complete infinite Hilbert space, that is, a configuration space in an infinite number of dimensions, the non-linearities of the system would be completely represented by this linear operator. However, since we are constrained by the use of a limited set of dimensions in the extended space, the linearization only provides an approximation of the original system that is more accurate the closer the system in the extended space is to a linear one.

In order to perform this linearization, this paper makes use of the Garlekin method to obtain an approximated linearized system of equations. The Garlekin method is based on the idea of performing this approximation by finding the projection of the original system into a set of orthogonal functions that define the extended space of configuration for the Koopman operator. This projection is performed using inner products between functions. Particularly, let f(x) be the function that represents the dynamical system, and let g(x) be a basis function. Then, the inner product between both functions is represented by ⟨f, g⟩ = ∫ Ξ f(x)g(x)w(x)dx, (5)

where w(x) is a weighting associated with the basis functions, and Ξ is the domain in which the basis functions are defined. That way, the error resulting in the approximation is orthogonal to the configuration space defined by the set of basis functions.

Therefore, a set of orthonormal basis functions has to be defined in the extended space of dimension b. To that end, this work makes use of orthonormal Legendre polynomials as basis functions. The reason for that is the multiple advantages that they provide when computing the inner products. First, they are polynomials, which simplifies the computation. Second, Legendre polynomials are defined in a bounded domain ([−1, 1]) as opposed to other basis functions, like Hermite polynomials, which are defined in all R. Third, their weighting function is a constant, a fact that simplifies the expression of the inner product. This allows to ease the automatic computation of all the inner products required in the method.

Let L(x) be the set of all the basis functions of the problem in the original variables written in vector form L(x) = [L_1(x), ..., L_b(x)]^T , where L_i(x) represents the basis function i from the set. Note that L_i(x) represents a multidimensional basis function from the set and does not require definition in a specific ordering. Particularly, and for the case of Legendre polynomials,

L_i(x) can be expressed as

L_i(x) = d∏ j=1 P_{nj} (x_j ), (6)

where P_{nj} (x_j ) is the Legendre polynomial of order n_j applied on variable x_j. Therefore, the total order of the polynomial in the basis function L_i(x) is_d ∑ j=1 n_j, (7)

being the combination of the individual orders of the Legendre polynomials in each dimension (the set {n_1, . . . , n_d}) different for each basis function considered. Then, the derivative of a basis function L_i(x) can be obtained using the Koopman operator,

K (L_i) = d dt L_i = (∇_xL_i) f, (8)

where it is important to note that ∇_xL_i(x) can always be represented by a combination of basis functions from L(x) due to the orthogonality and polynomial nature of the basis functions. Therefore, our objective now is to approximate this derivative with the basis functions defined in L(x). This is done using the inner product operation. Let K be the Koopman matrix, a matrix of size b×b whose components K_{ij} contain the value of the projection of the derivative of the basis function i into the basis function j. In other words, K_{ij} = ⟨(∇_xL_i) f, L_j⟩ = ∫ Ξ (∇_xL_i) fL_j wdx. (9)

For this work, these inner products are always performed between polynomials, and thus, it is possible to directly compute the integral analytically which significantly improves the computational speed of the methodology presented. Then, by following this procedure for all the combinations of basis functions, a linear system in the form: d dt L = KL. (10)

is generated, which represents the best approximated linear system of the dynamics in the chosen basis functions. Note that by using higher orders of basis functions, the Koopman matrix increases in size, but it is able to better represent the non-linearities of the original system which improves the accuracy of the solution. Additionally, it is important to note that many components of the Koopman matrix are in fact zero due to the properties of the inner product which reduces the number of integrals that have to be computed. Finally, and should we want to expand the space of basis functions, it is not required to recompute the whole Koopman matrix, just the additional terms generated due to the expansion. This also means that it is possible to obtain the representation of the Koopman matrix for a given order of basis functions if we already know the Koopman matrix when using a higher order of basis functions.

As an example of generation of a Koopman matrix, let the dynamical system in study be represented by the Duffing oscillator equation: dx_1 dt = x_2; dx_2 dt = −x_1 − ϵx^3_1; (11)

where x_1 and x_2 are the dependent variables, ϵ is a small parameter, and t is the independent variable. We will assume that the problem is properly normalized in such a way that {x_1, x_2} ∈ [−1, 1]. Imagine that we are interested in obtaining a linear representation of this system using second order Legendre basis functions. Therefore, our space will be represented by this set of basis functions: L_1 = 1/2, L_2 = √ 3/2x_1, L_3 = √ 3/2x_2, L_4 = √ 5/2(3/2x^2_1 − 1/2), L_5 = 3/2x_1x_2, and L_6 = √ 5/2(3/2x^2 − 1/2). This means that the Koopman matrix K will be a 6 × 6 matrix defined by K_{ij} = ∫_1 −1 ∫_1 −1 ( ∂L_i ∂x_1 , ∂L_i ∂x_2 ) ( x_2 −x_1 − ϵx^3_1 ) L_j dx_1dx_2 = = ∫_1 −1 ∫_1 −1 ( ∂L_i ∂x_1 x_2 − ∂L_i ∂x_2 ( x_1 + ϵx^3_1 )) L_jdx_1dx_2, (12)

which describes a set of integrals that can be solved in analytical closed form since the expression is a polynomial for any combination of i and j. Later, we will use this property for the zonal harmonics problem, being this one of the reasons why it is required to first transform the dynamical model into a polynomial system.

Once this linearization is performed, it is only required to solve the linear system represented by Eq. (10). This can be done, for instance, using the spectral theorem when the matrix K is diagonalizable. In particular, let E_i and v_i be the eigenvalues and corresponding left eigenvectors of the matrix K. In addition, let V be the matrix containing all the left eigenvectors in its rows. Then, by pre-multiplying V in Eq. (10) we obtain: V d dt L = EKL = EV L, (13)

where E is a diagonal matrix containing all the eigenvalues of the system. We know that V is a constant matrix since it is composed by the eigenvectors of the system, therefore, V d dt L = d dt (V L) = EV L, (14) where we can perform the algebraic variable transformation Φ = V L with ϕ_i = v_iL, called the Koopman canonical transform, to obtain: d dt Φ = EΦ, (15)

and whose solution is Φ(t) = exp(Et)Φ(t_0). (16)

In this regard, it is important to note that the functions Φ = V L are in fact the eigenfunctions of the space defined by the dynamical system or, in other words, they are the set of functions defining the orthogonal directions of the Hilbert subspace of dimension b subjected to the dynamics of the system.

It is important to note that in general, the Koopman matrices K generated using this procedure may not be diagonalizable. In those cases, we can no longer use the spectral theorem but instead, we can use other methodologies for solving linear systems such as the Jordan normal form decomposition, or the Schur decomposition, and then solve the system of differential equations sequentially.

The objective is now to recover the original variables from the system. From Eq. (16) we can obtain the evolution of the basis functions L,

L(t) = V^{−1}Φ = V^{−1} exp(Et)V L(t_0). (17)

In addition, the original variables x can be represented using the basis functions L though a projection on this basis. Let T be a transformation matrix of size d × b defined as T_{ij} = ⟨x_i, L_j ⟩ = ∫ Ξ x_iL_jwdx, (18) that is, the component T_{ij} represents the projection of the original variable x_i with i ∈ {1, . . . , d} into the basis function j with j ∈ {1, . . . , b}. The matrix T is also called the Koopman modes matrix since it relates the original variables from the problem with the eigendecomposition of the dynamics, and thus, the frequencies of the motion. Therefore, the original set of variables x(t) can be expressed as

x(t) = T L(t) = T V^{−1} exp(Et)V L(x_0), (19)

where x_0 are the initial conditions of the original set of variables.

3 Zonal formulation

In order to efficiently apply the Koopman operator to a perturbed system, we require that the system behaves like a linear system with a small perturbation. This is due to the fact that for a real application of the Koopman operator we can only use a limited number of basis functions, and thus, the closer we are to the linear system, the faster the perturbation method will converge to the solution of the problem. Therefore, we require a formulation that is able to fully represent the zonal harmonics perturbation in the system and that is close to linear for the solution to converge quickly. In that regard, Arnas and Linares [1] introduced a new set of orbital elements that fulfills this set of conditions. However, due to the particularities of the Koopman operator methodology and its convergence properties, some modifications to that formulation have to be performed. For that reason, we include a summary of the formulation presented in Arnas and Linares [1] as a reference for this paper.

The Hamiltonian in spherical coordinates of a satellite orbiting the Earth and subjected to the zonal harmonics terms of the gravitational perturbation is H = 1 2 ( p^2_r + p^2_φ r^2 + p^2_λ r^2 cos^2(φ) ) − μ r ( 1 − m∑ n=2 J_nP_n (sin(φ)) R^n_⊕ r^n ) , (20)

where μ is the gravitational constant of the Earth, R_⊕ is the Earth equatorial radius, r is the radial distance from the satellite to the center of the Earth, φ is the latitude, λ is the longitude of the satellite in the inertial frame of reference for a given instant, J_n are the zonal terms of the Earth gravitational potential, P_n(sin(φ)) are the Legendre polynomials of order n applied to the variable sin(φ), and m is the maximum order of the zonal harmonics considered. In addition, the conjugate momenta of these variables are

p_r = ṙ; p_φ = r^2φ̇;

p_λ = r^2 cos^2(φ)λ̇; (21)

where we defined ẋ as the derivative with respect to time of variable x. Their associated Hamilton equations are dr dt = p_r; dp_r dt = − μ r^2 + p^2_φ r^3 + p^2_λ r^3 cos^2(φ) + m∑ n=2 (n + 1)μJ_nP_n(sin(φ)) R^n_⊕ r^{n+2} ; dφ dt = p_φ r^2 ; dp_φ dt = − p^2_λ r^2 sin(φ) cos^3(φ) − m∑ n=2 μJ_n ∂P_n(sin(φ)) ∂φ R^n_⊕ r^{n+1} ; dλ dt = p_λ r^2 cos^2(φ) ; dp_λ dt = 0. (22) which are highly non-linear even for the unperturbed problem and thus, they are not appropriate for their direct use of the Koopman operator. To solve this, Arnas and Linares [1] proposed to perform a time regularization defined by dθ dt = p_θ r^2

. (23)

where

p_θ = √ p^2_φ + p^2_λ cos^2(φ)

, (24)

is the angular momentum of the orbit, followed by a set of variable transformations defined by

α = p_θ r − μ p_θ = r √ φ̇^2 + cos^2(φ)λ̇^2 − μ r^2 √ φ̇^2 + cos^2(φ)λ̇^2 ; p_r = ṙ;

s = sin(φ); γ = p_φ p_θ cos(φ) = φ̇ cos(φ) √ φ̇^2 + cos^2(φ)λ̇^2 ;

I_θ = 1 √ p^2_φ +^{p2λ}_{cos2(φ)} = 1 r^2 √ φ̇^2 + cos^2(φ)λ̇^2 ;

β = λ − arcsin ( tan(φ) √ p^2_λ p^2_θ − p^2_λ ) =

= λ − arcsin ( tan(φ)λ̇ √ cos^4(φ) φ̇^2 + cos^2(φ)λ̇^2 − cos^4(φ)λ̇^2 ) ;

ξ = p^2_λ p^2_θ − p^2_λ = cos^4(φ)λ̇^2 φ̇^2 + cos^2(φ)λ̇^2 − cos^4(φ)λ̇^2 ; p_λ = r^2 cos^2(φ)λ̇. (25)

Using this expanded set of orbital elements, the system of differential equations from Eq. (31) transforms into [1]:

dα dθ = −p_r − m∑ n=2 μJ_nR^n_⊕ ∂P_n(s) ∂s γI^{n+1}_θ (α + μI_θ)^{n−1} (α + 2μI_θ) ; dp_r dθ = α + m∑ n=2 (n + 1) μJ_nR^n_⊕P_n(s)I^{n+1}_θ (α + μI_θ)^n ; ds dθ = γ; dγ dθ = −s − m∑ n=2 μJ_nR^n_⊕ ∂P_n(s) ∂s p^2_λI^{n+3}_θ (α + μI_θ)^{n−1} ; dI_θ dθ = m∑ n=2 μJ_nR^n_⊕ ∂P_n(s) ∂s γI^{n+2}_θ (α + μI_θ)^{n−1} ; dβ dθ = − m∑ n=2 μJ_nR^n_⊕ ∂P_n(s) ∂s 1 p_λ sξI^n_θ (α + μI_θ)^{n−1} ; dξ dθ = m∑ n=2 2μJ_nR^n_⊕ ∂P_n(s) ∂s 1 p^2_λ γξ^2I^{n−1}_θ (α + μI_θ)^{n−1} ; dp_λ dθ = 0. (26)

which is completely polynomial for the variables considered, since p_λ is a constant of the motion. As mentioned before, this property will allow us to perform the direct analytical integration of the inner products following a simple and fast process.

Unfortunately, this set of equations cannot be used directly with the Koopman operator for two reasons. First, we are looking for a Koopman operator matrix that is independent on the initial conditions since this will allow us to apply the Koopman matrix obtained by the Garlekin method to any orbit. This means that we have to include p_λ as a variable in the equations, making the system from Eq. (26) not linear any more under this consideration (p_λ appears dividing the expression in several derivatives). Second, when using the Garlekin method we are performing a set of inner products of functions in a given range. Therefore, we require that the variables of the system are normalized in order to bound the maximum values as much as possible. In that regard, the variable ξ from the previous formulation has to be transformed since it is not bounded depending on the initial conditions of the orbit.

4 Formulation to study the zonal harmonics problem using the Koopman operator

In this section we introduce a modified set of elements that allows to apply the Koopman operator while obtaining a good performance in the solution. To that end, the final goal is to find a Koopman matrix that allows representation of the widest range of orbits possible. In that regard, and since the variable β is not well defined for equatorial orbits (it presents the same definition issues that the right ascension of the ascending node of an orbit), the space of solutions will be separated in two regions. The first one covers the general formulation for orbits that are far from the equatorial orbit. In particular, this region covers any orbit whose inclination is larger than 15 degrees. On the other hand, the second region covers the close-to-equatorial orbits up to inclinations of 20 degrees. This is done in order to maintain the accuracy of the Koopman operator in all the defined domain, since it is related to the region where the basis functions are defined. That way, no matter the initial conditions of the satellite, its orbit may be studied, having, in addition, an overlap between both regions in case a mission is flying near the boundary between them. Moreover it is important to note that these regions can be extended even further at a cost of a gradual loss in precision in the solution.

4.1 General formulation In this paper we propose the following modified set of orbital elements for the application of the Koopman operator in the zonal harmonics problem: Λ = √ R_⊕ μ ( p_θ r − μ p_θ ) = α √ R_⊕ μ ;

η = p_r √ R_⊕ μ ; s = sin(φ); γ = p_φ p_θ cos(φ); κ = μR_⊕ p^2_φ +^{p2λ}_{cos2(φ)} = I_θ √ μR_⊕;

β = λ − arcsin ( tan(φ) √ p^2_λ p^2_θ − p^2_λ ) ;

χ = p_λ p_θ ( μR_⊕p^2_φ +^{μR⊕p2λ}_{cos2(φ)} )_{3/2}

sin^2(φ) +^{p2λ}_{p2θ} cos^2(φ)

= p_λI^4_θ

(μR_⊕)^{3/2} s^2 + γ^2 ;

ρ = p_λ p_θ = p_λI_θ. (27)

Note that in this set of equations, we have normalized several of the original orbital elements making them non-dimensional, and substituted the variable ξ for the element χ which behaves much better than the original variable because its value is more constrained for a wider variety of orbits. It is also important to remark that χ is a first integral of the unperturbed problem as in the case of the elements κ, β, and ρ.

When dealing with the general zonal harmonics problem around an oblate celestial body, the derivatives of this new set of orbital elements with respect to the time regularization variable (θ) are:

dΛ dθ = −η − m∑ n=2 J_n ∂P_n(s) ∂s γκ^{n+1} (Λ + κ)^{n−1} (Λ + 2κ) ; dη dθ = Λ + m∑ n=2 (n + 1) J_nP_n(s)κ^{n+1} (Λ + κ)^n ; ds dθ = γ; dγ dθ = −s − m∑ n=2 J_n ∂P_n(s) ∂s ρ^2κ^{n+1} (Λ + κ)^{n−1} ; dκ dθ = m∑ n=2 J_n ∂P_n(s) ∂s γκ^{n+2} (Λ + κ)^{n−1} ; dβ dθ = − m∑ n=2 J_n ∂P_n(s) ∂s sχκ^{n−2} (Λ + κ)^{n−1} ; dχ dθ = m∑ n=2 4J_n ∂P_n(s) ∂s γχκ^{n+1} (Λ + κ)^{n−1} + m∑ n=2 2J_n ∂P_n(s) ∂s ρχ^2κ^{n−2} (Λ + κ)^{n−1}

= m∑ n=2 2J_n ∂P_n(s) ∂s ( 2γκ^3 + ρχ ) χκ^{n−2} (Λ + κ)^{n−1} ; dρ dθ = m∑ n=2 J_n ∂P_n(s) ∂s γρκ^{n+1} (Λ + κ)^{n−1} . (28)

The former system of differential equations is completely polynomial (note also that the derivatives of the Legendre polynomials P_n are also polynomials in s), and, in addition, all the coefficients of the polynomial are either 1 (corresponding to the unperturbed problem), or a multiple of J_n by a rational number (corresponding to each one of the terms from the zonal harmonics).

4.1.1 Transformation between orbital elements

In general, Eq. (27) can be used to transform spherical coordinates to the set of orbital elements proposed. However, the element β requires a special attention in its definition due to the non uniqueness of its definition based on the arcsine function. This problem can be solved easily by defining β as

β = λ − arcsin ( tan(φ) √ p^2_λ p^2_θ − p^2_λ ) if p_φ ≥ 0

λ + arcsin ( tan(φ) √ p^2_λ p^2_θ − p^2_λ ) + π if p_φ < 0

. (29) which hares the same value as the right ascension of the ascending node of the orbit.

For the inverse transformation, that is, to transform these set of orbital elements to spherical coordinates, we use the orbital element definitions provided by Eqs. (25) and (27), and the geometrical relations that exist between these variables. Particularly, the spherical coordinates can be obtained following this sequence of operations:

p_θ = √ μR_⊕ κ ; r = p_θ Λ √ μ R_⊕ + μ p_θ ;

p_r = √ μ R_⊕ η; φ = arcsin(s); p_φ = γ cos(φ) p_θ; si = √ s^2 + γ^2; u = arcsin ( s si ) if p_φ ≥ 0 π − arcsin ( s si ) if p_φ < 0 ;

λ = β ± arccos ( cos(u) cos(φ) ) if s ≥ 0

β ∓ arccos ( cos(u) cos(φ) ) if s < 0 ;

p_λ = ρp_θ; (30)

where si is the sine of the osculating inclination of the orbit, u is the argument of latitude of the orbit at a given time, and ± and ∓ represent the different solutions when considering prograde (upper symbol) or retrograde (lower symbol) orbits.

4.1.2 Particular case for J_2

In the cases where only the J_2 perturbation is considered, the Hamiltonian of the system in spherical coordinates is given by H = 1 2 ( p^2_r + p^2_φ r^2 + p^2_λ r^2 cos^2(φ) ) − μ r + 1 2 μR^2_⊕J_2 1 r^3 ( 3 sin^2(φ) − 1 ) , (31)

whose associated Hamilton equations after performing the time regularization, the expansion of the configuration space and the variable transformation described for the zonal problem are: dΛ dθ = −η − 3J_2sγκ^3 (Λ + κ) (Λ + 2κ) ; dη dθ = Λ + 3 2 J_2κ^3 (Λ + κ)^2 (3s^2 − 1); ds dθ = γ; dγ dθ = −s − 3J_2sρ^2κ^3 (Λ + κ) ; dκ dθ = 3J_2sγκ^4 (Λ + κ) ; dβ dθ = −3J_2s^2χ (Λ + κ) ; dχ dθ = 12J_2sγχκ^3 (Λ + κ) + 6J_2sρχ^2 (Λ + κ) ; dρ dθ = 3J_2sγρκ^3 (Λ + κ) . (32)

which is again completely polynomial.

4.2 Close-to-equatorial orbits Orbits that are close to the equator present two difficulties when using the former formulation. First, the variable β is not well defined for equatorial orbits in a similar way in which the right ascension of the ascending node in Keplerian variables is not well defined for equatorial orbits. Second, the value of the variable χ can increase too much for the Garlekin method to properly approximate the variable in the ranges of application. For this reason, we use a different formulation for orbits that are close-to-equatorial.

We start with the Hamilton equations expressed in spherical coordinates provided by Eq. (22). From this system of differential equations we perform a time regularization, but instead of using θ as the time regularization variable as in the previous case, we use a new independent variable τ defined by dτ dt = p_θ r^2 cos^2(φ)

, (33)

and introduce it in the system of differential equations from Eq. (22) to obtain:

dr dτ = p_r p_θ r^2 cos^2(φ); dp_r dτ = − μ p_θ cos^2(φ) + 1 r p^2_φ p_θ cos^2(φ) + 1 r p^2_λ p_θ + + m∑ n=2 (n + 1)μJ_nP_n(sin(φ)) R^n_⊕ r^n 1 p_θ cos^2(φ); dφ dτ = p_φ p_θ cos^2(φ); dp_φ dτ = − p^2_λ p_θ tan(φ) − m∑ n=2 μJ_n ∂P_n(sin(φ)) ∂φ 1 p_θ R^n_⊕ r^{n−1} cos^2(φ); dλ dτ = p_λ p_θ ; dp_λ dτ = 0. (34)

Similarly to the previous section, we perform the variable transformation for Λ, η, s, γ, and ρ, and expand the configuration space of the problem with variable κ. In this regard, note that variable χ is not required to represent this region of the space. Following these transformations, the system of differential equations becomes: dΛ dτ = −η ( 1 − s^2 ) − m∑ n=2 J_n ∂P_n(s) ∂s γκ^{n+1} (Λ + κ)^{n−1} (Λ + 2κ) ( 1 − s^2 ) ; dη dτ = Λ ( 1 − s^2 ) + m∑ n=2 (n + 1) J_nP_n(s)κ^{n+1} (Λ + κ)^n ( 1 − s^2 ) ; ds dτ = γ ( 1 − s^2 ) ; dγ dτ = −s ( 1 − s^2 ) − m∑ n=2 J_n ∂P_n(s) ∂s ρ^2κ^{n+1} (Λ + κ)^{n−1} ( 1 − s^2 ) ; dκ dτ = m∑ n=2 J_n ∂P_n(s) ∂s γκ^{n+2} (Λ + κ)^{n−1} ( 1 − s^2 ) ; dλ dτ = ρ; dρ dτ = m∑ n=2 J_n ∂P_n(s) ∂s γρκ^{n+1} (Λ + κ)^{n−1} ( 1 − s^2 ) . (35)

Note that this system of differential equations is still polynomial, but contrary to what happens in the previous formulation, the non-perturbed problem is non-linear. This may seem like a limiting factor for the application of the Koopman operator, however, the non-linearities of the unperturbed problem are in fact small when compared with the linear part, making the system nearly linear. This property allows us to directly apply the Koopman operator to this system of differential equations while still obtaining good performance in the results. Unfortunately, even with these transformations, the solution for the variables s and γ provided by the Koopman operator perform poorly as we increase the inclination of the orbit. Therefore, these orbital elements must be modified to improve the performance. This is done via a normalization of these variables.

Let ψ be a constant value such that ψ > sin(inc) where inc is the maximum inclination of the orbits we are interested in. In our case, and since we want to cover all the space of solutions including some overlap, we define ψ = sin(20^∘). Note that this value can be reduced to improve performance if we are interested in orbits with lower inclinations. In particular, the closer the value of ψ is to sin(inc) of the orbit, the better is the performance obtained as long as ψ > sin(inc). On the other hand, it is not convenient to increase the value of ψ over 1 since that will make the differential equations more non-linear, reducing in consequence the performance of the solution.

Based on this constant ψ we define two transformations: σ = s ψ ; Γ = γ ψ ; (36)

and introduce them into the set of differential equations to obtain dΛ dτ = −η ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) − − m∑ n=2 ψJ_n ∂P_n(ψσ) ∂(ψσ) Γκ^{n+1} (Λ + κ)^{n−1} (Λ + 2κ) ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) ; dη dτ = Λ ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) + m∑ n=2 (n + 1) J_nP_n(ψσ)κ^{n+1} (Λ + κ)^n ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) ; dσ dτ = Γ ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) ; dΓ dτ = −σ ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) − m∑ n=2 1 ψ J_n ∂P_n(ψσ) ∂(ψσ) ρ^2κ^{n+1} (Λ + κ)^{n−1} ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) ; dκ dτ = m∑ n=2 ψJ_n ∂P_n(ψσ) ∂(ψσ) Γκ^{n+2} (Λ + κ)^{n−1} ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) ; dλ dτ = ρ; dρ dτ = m∑ n=2 ψJ_n ∂P_n(ψσ) ∂(ψσ) Γρκ^{n+1} (Λ + κ)^{n−1} ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) ; (37) which can finally be applied directly to the Koopman operator formulation for any orbit whose inclination is smaller than arcsin(ψ). Note also that now the coefficients of the polynomials of the unperturbed problem that are nonlinear (ψ^2) are small compared to the linear term. In fact, the Koopman operator treats these terms as another perturbation of the linear system, which is why it is possible to apply this non-linear formulation.

4.2.1 Particular case for J_2

As in the general case, we include the particular case of the J_2 term of the gravitational potential for completeness and because it is the most important term for orbiting satellites around the Earth. In that regard the system of differential equations when taking into account just the oblateness of the Earth (J_2 term of the Earth gravitational potential) is dΛ dτ = −η ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) − 3ψ^2J_2σΓκ^3 (Λ + κ) (Λ + 2κ) ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) ; dη dτ = Λ ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) + 3 2 J_2κ^3 (Λ + κ)^2 ( 3ψ^2σ^2 − 1 ) ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) ; dσ dτ = Γ ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) ; dΓ dτ = −σ ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) − 3J_2σρ^2κ^3 (Λ + κ) ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) ; dκ dτ = 3ψ^2J_2σΓκ^4 (Λ + κ) ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) ; dλ dτ = ρ; dρ dτ = 3ψ^2J_nσΓρκ^3 (Λ + κ) ( 1 − ψ^2σ^2 ) . (38)

4.3 Evolution with respect to time

From the previous formulations, the evolution of the system is provided as a function of the time regularization variable, θ for the general case and τ for the close-to-equatorial case. Therefore, it is of interest to show the process on how to recover the evolution of the system with respect to time.

From the time regularization presented in Eqs. (23) and (33) it is possible to obtain the derivative of time with respect to the regularization variables, particularly, dt dθ = r^2 p_θ = √ R^3_⊕ μ 1 κ (Λ + κ)^2 ; dt dτ = r^2 cos^2(φ) p_θ = √ R^3_⊕ μ 1 − σ^2ψ^2 κ (Λ + κ)^2

. (39)

Therefore, since all the variables in the expressions are know as a function of the regularization variables from the solution provided by the Koopman operator, it is possible to obtain the time evolution of the system through

t = ∫ √ R^3_⊕ μ dθ κ(θ) (Λ(θ) + κ(θ))^2 ;

t = ∫ √ R^3_⊕ μ 1 − ψ^2σ^2(τ) κ(τ) (Λ(τ) + κ(τ))^2 dτ; (40)

for each formulation respectively. These expressions are equivalent to Kepler’s equation but for the case of orbits at any eccentricity and under the effect of the zonal harmonics. It is important to note that since this computation of t is based on an integral in the time regularization variables θ and τ (which have modular nature in the solution from the Koopman operator), the value of the time obtained in this expressions is defined in an orbital period basis, and thus, t ∈ [−P/2, P/2] if the expression are integrated analytically where P is the period of the orbit. This means that in general it is required to count the number of orbital periods in order to obtain the real propagation time of the orbit.

5 Error performance of the solution

In this section we show the result of applying the methodology described in this work to different orbits subjected to the effects of the J_2 perturbation. In particular, we show four cases of application: a near circular sunsynchronous orbit, a Molniya orbit, a hyperbolic orbit, and a near-equatorial orbit. This will allow us to show the error performance of the formulation for some very characteristic orbits in astrodynamics. In addition, we also include the error performance of the Koopman operator when applying basis functions of different order, showing the convergence to the solution as we increase the order of the basis functions used. In that regard, it is important to note that the set of differential equations provided by Eqs. (32) and (38) are based on polynomials in odd powers. This means that only the basis functions containing terms in an odd power in the polynomial contribute to the representation of the differential equation. For that reason, in the examples provided we focus on the use of basis functions with a maximum order that is odd.

The examples provided focus on LEO orbits because the zonal harmonics perturbation is larger in this region. Therefore, a much better performance should be expected as the altitude of the orbits increases. Moreover, all of the examples included are compared with a numerical integration of the system using a Runge-Kutta scheme of order 4-5 with a relative error control of 10^{−13} to show the performance of the methodology for different scenarios.

This numerical integration has also been compared with a Runge-Kutta- Fehlberg scheme of order 7-8 and a Runge-Kutta of order 8 to assure the accuracy of the numerical propagation.

5.1 Sun-synchronous orbit

For this example, a sun-synchronous frozen Earth observation orbit is selected with the initial orbital conditions: semi-major axis a = 7077.722 km, eccentricity e = 0.001043, inclination inc = 98.186 deg, argument of perigee ω = 90.0 deg, right ascension of the ascending node Ω = 0.0 deg and true anomaly ν = 0.0 deg. Figure 1 (left) shows the evolution of the radial distance (r), the latitude (φ), and the longitude (λ) of the orbit as a function of the independent variable θ (defined as the time regularization variable in Eq. (23)). Moreover, Figure 1 (right) shows the comparison of the Koopman operator solution using basis functions of order 7 with the numerical integration of the equations. From these results, it can be observed that the error of this solution is in the order of magnitude of meters in the position of the satellite (both taking into account both the radial distance and the latitude and longitude angles of the orbit).

Figure 1: 7th order solution (left) and error (right) in {r, φ, λ} for a frozen sun-synchronous orbit.

The result from Figure 1 can be improved by increasing the order of the basis functions used in the Koopman operator approach. In that regard, Figure 2 shows the errors of the solution for the 9th (left) and 11th (right) order basis function solutions when compared to the numerical integration. As can be seen, the maximum error is reduced to 2.37 meters and less than 0.32 meters respectively. This shows that the solution is getting closer to the real evolution of the system by increasing the order of the basis functions used to represent the system of differential equations.

Figure 2: 9th (left) and 11th (right) order solution error in {r, φ, λ} for a frozen sun-synchronous orbit.

Moreover, we can also study the long term evolution of these solutions. To that end, Figure 3 shows the error for a propagation of 100 orbital revolutions when using a set of basis functions of order 7th (left) and 9th (right). As it can be observed, the error of the solution quickly increases with time. Nevertheless, the error reduces with the increase on the order of the basis functions. Thus, it is possible to improve the long term performance of the methodology by further increasing the order of the basis functions used.

Figure 3: 7th (left) and 9th (right) order solution error for a long term propagation in {r, φ, λ} for a frozen sun-synchronous orbit.

Figure 4: 7th (left) and 9th (right) order eigenvalues for the general formulation case.

Additionally, it is also possible to study the spectral structure of the solution. To that end, Figure 4 shows the distribution of eigenvalues of the system when using a set of basis functions of order 7 (left) and 9 (right) respectively. In that regard, it is important to note that, since the Koopman matrix is independent of the initial conditions of the orbit (matrix K only depends on the dynamical model), these eigenvalues are valid for any orbit that the dynamical system provided by Eq. (32) is able to represent. As can be seen in the figure, the maximum values of the frequencies are 7 and 9 respectively. In that respect, we know that the eigenvalues of the unperturbed problem using the system from Eq. (32) are ±ı and 0. However, since the basis functions are built as a combination of the initial set of variables, the maximum frequency of the system increases with the order of the basis functions used. Particularly, let ϕ_1 and ϕ_2 be two eigenfunctions of the Koopman matrix with associated eigenvalues E_1 and E_2 respectively, therefore: dϕ_1 dt = E_1ϕ_1; dϕ_2 dt = E_2ϕ_2. (41)

Then, we can define a third function g as the multiplication of the first two, that is: g = ϕ_1ϕ_2. If we introduce it in the dynamical system we obtain: dg dt = dϕ_1 dt ϕ_2 + ϕ_1 dϕ_2 dt = E_1ϕ_1ϕ_2 + E_2ϕ_1ϕ_2 = (E_1 + E_2)ϕ_1ϕ_2 = (E_1 + E_2)g, (42) which means that g is also an eigenfunction of the system with associated eigenvalue E_1 + E_2. This is the reason why the maximum frequency that we observe in Figure 4 matches the maximum order of the basis functions used. Note also that the eigenvalues from both solutions are not exactly the same for two reasons. First, increasing the order of basis functions has the effect of increasing the number of eigenvalues of the system and thus, Figure 4 (right) has more eigenvalues than Figure 4 (left). Second, increasing the order of basis functions increases the accuracy of these eigenvalues. Therefore, small variations between the eigenvalues from both solutions are expected. On the other hand, Figure 4 also shows that there are some eigenvalues with real part different to zero. These eigenvalues are generated by the multiple combinations of the basis functions related with the secular variation of the right ascension of the ascending node (represented by variable β) with the rest of variables involved in the problem. As it will be seen in the following example, these eigenvalues may deteriorate the solution of the method in the long term.

5.2 Molniya orbit

We select a typical Molniya orbit as an example of application to eccentric orbits. Particularly, we set the initial conditions for the propagation to: a = 26600.0 km, e = 0.74, inc = 63.435 deg, ω = 270.0 deg, Ω = 0.0 deg and ν = 0.0 deg. Figure 5 shows the results for the evolution of {r, φ, λ} and their error when using a set of basis functions of order 7. The maximum error observed (less than 400 m) is now bigger than in the case of the sunsynchronous orbit. Nevertheless, this is consistent with the results from the previous example having a relative error in the order of magnitude of 10^{−5}.

Figure 5: 7th order solution (left) and error (right) in {r, φ, λ} for a Molniya orbit.

On the other hand, Figure 6 shows the error on the position when using a set of basis functions of order 9 (left) and 11 (right) respectively. The maximum error in this case is 13 meters. This shows that the formulation and methodology presented can be applied to very eccentric orbits while obtaining a good accuracy.

Figure 6: 9th (left) and 11th (right) order solution error in {r, φ, λ} for a Molniya orbit.

Figure 7: 7th (left) and 9th (right) order solution error for a long term propagation in {r, φ, λ} for the Molniya orbit.

In addition, Figure 7 presents the long term error for this Molniya orbit for 15 orbital revolutions using basis functions of order 7 (left) and 9 (right) in the Koopman operator solution. Figure 7 (left) shows that the error using 7th order basis functions increases very rapidly over time, reaching 37 km at the end of the propagation, which shows the degradation of the performance of this solution in the long term propagation. On the other hand, Figure 7 (right) shows the error using 9th order basis functions, where it can be observed that the radial error has significantly improved (1.6 km of maximum radial error). One important characteristic to note is that the error in the longitude of the orbit presents an exponential behavior. This effect is produced by the numerical instability that eigenvalues with positive real part introduce in the solution in the long term. In general, different initial conditions activate and distribute weighting differently between the eigenvalues of the solution through the Koopman modes T . Therefore, activating eigenvalues with positive real part may trigger this behavior in the solution. Nevertheless, increasing even more the order of basis functions helps to mitigate this issue but requires longer computation times and more memory. In comparison, the solution proposed in Arnas and Linares [1] using the Poincaré-Lindstedt method generates solutions with better accuracy when longer propagation times are considered. However, it is important to note that the Poincaré-Lindstedt method actively removes the non-desired secular effects from the solution by modifying the frequency of the variable oscillation, which, using the proposed method, is not possible since we are fixing the Koopman matrix. Future research should be made to develop alternative methods to control this behavior using the Koopman operator.

5.3 Hyperbolic orbit

For the example of hyperbolic orbit, we select the following initial conditions: a = −35000.0 km, e = 1.2, inc = 50.0 deg, ω = 0.0 deg, Ω = 0.0 deg and ν = 0.0 deg. Figure 8 shows the results of the propagation and associated errors for a Koopman solution using basis functions of order 7, while Figure 9 does the same for orders 9 (left) and 11 (right). Note that in this case, the propagation has been extended just to θ = 120^∘ in order to prevent the variables to become extremely large. Nevertheless, it can be seen from the figures that the precision of the solution is also maintained in this case, having a maximum error on the order of magnitude of meters even for the hyperbolic case.

Note that sometimes applying a set of higher order basis functions produces a slightly decrease in accuracy in the methodology, especially in the longitude of the orbit. This can be seen, for instance, in the errors in latitude of Figure 2 for the cases of 9th and 11th orders, or in error in latitude for this hyperbolic example for orders 7 and 9 (Figures 8 and 9). However, if the order of the basis functions is further increased, this anomalous behavior disappears. An example of that can be observed in Figure 9 in the latitude of the solution for basis functions of orders 9 and 11. This happens due to numerical errors appearing during the eigendecomposition of the Koopman matrix and subsequent inversion of the matrix of eigenvectors.

Figure 8: 7th order solution (left) and error (right) in {r, φ, λ} for a hyperbolic orbit.

Figure 9: 9th (left) and 11th (right) order solution error in {r, φ, λ} for a hyperbolic orbit.

5.4 Near-equatorial orbit

This final example is included to show the performance of the formulation for close-to-equatorial orbits. Particularly, the initial conditions selected for this examples are: a = 7192.15 km, e = 0, inc = 5 deg, ω = −90 deg, Ω = 0.0 deg and ν = 180.0 deg. As in the previous examples, Figures 10 and 11 show the evolution of the position and the errors for the Koopman operator methodology when using basis functions of orders 7, 9 and 11 respectively. These figures show that the errors are of the same order of magnitude as the ones seen in the previous examples, which presents the performance of this alternative formulation when applied to near-equatorial orbits.

Figure 10: 7th order solution (left) and error (right) in {r, φ, λ} for a 5 deg inclination orbit.

Figure 11: 9th (left) and 11th (right) order solution error in {r, φ, λ} for a 5 deg inclination orbit.

Additionally, Figure 12 shows the error of the Koopman operator for 100 orbital revolutions when using 7th order (left), and 9th order (right) basis functions for the subspace representation of the system. The solution presents a maximum error in position of 6 km (when considering the combined effect of radial distance and angles) after 100 orbital revolutions.

Figure 12: 7th (left) and 9th (right) order solution error for a long term propagation in {r, φ, λ} for the near-equatorial orbit.

Compared to the other cases of study, we can observe a better accuracy performance in the long term. This effect is mainly generated by the lower number of eigenvalues with positive real part than in the general case formulation (see also Figure 13), making the long term behavior of the solution numerically more stable. Moreover, it is important to note that the accuracy presented in this example, as well as in the other cases of study, can be further improved by increasing the order of basis functions used. Another possibility is to perform a variable normalization based on the estimated variation of the states.

Finally, and since the Koopman matrix is different from the one used in the previous examples (because we are using a slightly different formulation), it is interesting to study the difference in the distribution of eigenvalues of this system. In that regard, Figure 13 shows a map containing all the eigenvalues when using eigenfunctions of order 7 and 9 respectively. As can be seen, the distribution is different from Figure 4, particularly the real parts of the eigenvalues. This is due to the different nature of both formulations. In the general case, we have as an orbital element a variable whose secular value matches the one of the right ascension of the ascending node. However, in the close-to-equatorial case, that variable was substituted by another whose derivative was linear with the ratio p_λ/p_θ. Additionally, the close-to-equatorial formulation does not require the additional variable χ which also generates a large number of these eigenvalues with non-zero real part. This shows the importance of selecting an adequate formulation for the use alongside with the Koopman operator since it greatly depends on the eigendecomposition of the system.

Figure 13: 7th (left) and 9th (right) order eigenvalues for the close-to-equatorial formulation.

6 Conclusion

This paper focuses on the application of the Koopman operator theory to the zonal harmonics problem of a satellite orbiting an oblate celestial body. This represents the first attempt of using operator theory in this important problem in astrodynamics. To that end, this work presents a summary of the Koopman operator theory and how to apply it effectively into the zonal harmonics problem using a set of modified orbital elements that allow to represent any kind of orbit, including, circular, elliptic, parabolic and hyperbolic orbits.

The Koopman operator methodology allows us to obtain in an automated process any order of the solution by an extension of the set of basis functions used to represent the solution. Therefore, this methodology allows the error to be adjusted to any precision required. In that regard, four examples of application are shown in this paper, showing the performance results of this methodology under the effect of the J_2 perturbation to very characteristic orbits in celestial mechanics, including a sun-synchronous frozen orbit, a Molniya orbit, a hyperbolic orbit and a close-to-equatorial orbit. These examples show that it is possible to obtain relative errors of 10^{−5} when using this methodology for the different cases of application. Similar performance have been observed for other orbits in the same range of altitudes. In that regard, it is important to note that as the altitude of the orbit increases, the intensity of the perturbation produced by the zonal harmonic terms of the gravitational potential is also reduced, and thus, the accuracy performance of the methodology also improves accordingly. For instance, for a geo-synchronous orbit, and when considering only the J_2 perturbation, less than 1 cm errors were observed for the same order of basis functions considered in this work.

Compared to other methodologies that focus on the zonal harmonics problem, the Koopman operator directly provides the osculating variation of all the variables involved in the problem, as opposed to other approaches where it is required to define some intermediaries or the transformation of orbital elements. Additionally, the Koopman operator allows us to handle automatically any order of the zonal harmonics of the gravitational potential, not requiring to modify the methodology in any way to obtain the solution. Another interesting result of the Koopman operator is that the methodology provides the spectral behavior of the system, which can be used to study some properties of the problem. An example of that is the searching of periodic orbits, which can be used to define frozen orbits under the zonal harmonics perturbation. Finally, and since the Koopman matrix represents the best linear approximation of the problem with the set of basis functions and variable ranges defined, it can be used for a wider range of applications, In particular, control schemes can benefit from the linearity of the dynamical model defined by the Koopman matrix, and the accuracy of the solution provided by the Koopman operator.

Acknowledgements

The authors wish to acknowledge the support of this work by the Air Force’s Office of Scientific Research under Contract Number FA9550-18-1-0115. The authors also wish to thank Daniel Jang at Massachusetts Institute of Technology for his help in reviewing and improving the use of English in this paper.

References

[1] D. Arnas and R. Linares. “A set of orbital elements to fully represent the zonal harmonics around an oblate celestial body”. In: Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society 502.3 (2021), pp. 4247– 4261. doi: 10.1093/mnras/staa4040.

[2] M. Irigoyen and C. Simo. “Non integrability of theJ 2 problem”. In:

Celestial Mechanics and Dynamical Astronomy 55.3 (1993), pp. 281– 287. doi: 10.1007/BF00692515.

[3] A. Celletti and P. Negrini. “Non-integrability of the problem of motion around an oblate planet”. In: Celestial Mechanics and Dynamical Astronomy 61.3 (1995), pp. 253–260. doi: 10.1007/BF00051896.

[4] D. Brouwer. “Solution of the problem of artificial satellite theory without drag”. In: The Astronomical Journal 64 (1959), pp. 378–397.

[5] Y. Kozai. “The motion of a close earth satellite”. In: The Astronomical Journal 64 (1959), p. 367.

[6] A. Deprit. “Canonical transformations depending on a small parameter”. In: Celestial Mechanics 1.1 (1969), pp. 12–30. doi: 10.1007/BF

01230629.

[7] J. Liu. “Satellite motion about an oblate Earth”. In: AIAA Journal 12.11 (1974), pp. 1511–1516. doi: 10.2514/3.49537.

[8] R. Lyddane. “Small eccentricities or inclinations in the Brouwer theory of the artificial satellite”. In: The Astronomical Journal 68 (1963), p. 555. doi: 10.1086/109179.

[9] C. Cohen and R. Lyddane. “Radius of convergence of Lie series for some elliptic elements”. In: Celestial Mechanics 25.3 (1981), pp. 221– 234. doi: 10.1007/BF01228961.

[10] S. L. Coffey, A. Deprit, and B. R. Miller. “The critical inclination in artificial satellite theory”. In: Celestial Mechanics 39.4 (1986), pp. 365– 406. doi: 10.1007/BF01230483.

[11] Y. Kozai. “Second-order solution of artificial satellite theory without air drag”. In: The Astronomical Journal 67 (1962), p. 446.

[12] A. A. Kamel. “Expansion formulae in canonical transformations depending on a small parameter”. In: Celestial Mechanics 1.2 (1969), pp. 190–199. doi: 10.1007/BF01228838.

[13] A. Deprit. “The elimination of the parallax in satellite theory”. In: Celestial Mechanics 24.2 (1981), pp. 111–153. doi: 10.1007/BF01229192.

[14] K. T. Alfriend and S. L. Coffey. “Elimination of the perigee in the satellite problem”. In: Celestial Mechanics 32 (1984), 163–172. doi:

10.1007/BF01231123.

[15] J. B. Conway. A course in functional analysis. Vol. 96. Springer, 2019.

isbn: 978-1-4757-3830-8. doi: 10.1007/978-1-4757-3828-5. [16] K. Kowalski and W.-h. Steeb. Nonlinear dynamical systems and Carleman linearization. World Scientific, 1991. isbn: 978-9810205874.

[17] A. Naylor and G. Sell. Linear Operator Theory in Engineering and Science. Applied Mathematical Sciences. Springer, 2000. isbn: 9780387950013.

[18] I. Prigogine. Non–equilibrium statistical mechanics. Dover Publications, 1962. isbn: 978-0486815558.

[19] M. O. Williams, I. G. Kevrekidis, and C. W. Rowley. “A data–driven approximation of the koopman operator: Extending dynamic mode decomposition”. In: Journal of Nonlinear Science 25.6 (2015), pp. 1307– 1346. doi: 10.1007/s00332-015-9258-5.

[20] I. Mezić. “Analysis of fluid flows via spectral properties of the Koopman operator”. In: Annual Review of Fluid Mechanics 45 (2013), pp. 357–378. doi: 10.1146/annurev-fluid-011212-140652.

[21] S. L. Brunton, B. W. Brunton, J. L. Proctor, and J. N. Kutz. “Koopman invariant subspaces and finite linear representations of nonlinear dynamical systems for control”. In: PloS one 11.2 (2016), e0150171. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0150171.

[22] A. Surana. “Koopman operator based observer synthesis for controlaffine nonlinear systems”. In: Decision and Control (CDC), 2016 IEEE 55th Conference on. IEEE. 2016, pp. 6492–6499. doi: 10.1109/CDC

.2016.7799268.

[23] B. O. Koopman. “Hamiltonian systems and transformation in Hilbert space”. In: Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 17.5 (1931), pp. 315–318. doi: 10.1073/pnas.17.5.315.

[24] J. v. Neumann. “Zur Operatorenmethode in der klassischen Mechanik”.

In: Annals of Mathematics (1932), pp. 587–642. doi: 10.2307/1968537. [25] R. Linares. “Koopman Operator Theory Applied to the Motion of Satellites”. In: Advances in the Astronautical Sciences. Vol. 171. AAS/AIAA. 2019, AAS 19–821. isbn: 978-0-87703-665-4.

[26] T. Chen and J. Shan. “Koopman-Operator-Based Attitude Dynamics and Control on SO (3)”. In: Journal of Guidance, Control, and Dynamics 43.11 (2020), pp. 2112–2126. doi: 10.2514/1.G005006.

[27] I. Mezić and A. Banaszuk. “Comparison of systems with complex behavior”. In: Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena 197.1-2 (2004), pp. 101– 133. doi: 10.1016/j.physd.2004.06.015.