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ABSTRACT

Aims. This paper tackles important aspects of comets dynamios dretatistical point of view. Existing methodology uses etigal
integration for computing planetary perturbations forgiating such dynamics. This operation is highly computatlolt is reason-
able to wonder whenever statistical simulation of the peetions can be much more easy to handle.

Methods. The first step for answering such a question is to providet&sstal study of these perturbations in order to catchrthei
main features. The statistical tools used are order statimhd heavy tail distributions.

Results. The study carried out indicated a general pattern exhiliifethe perturbations around the orbits of the important gtlan
These characteristics were validated through statigiséihg and a theoretical study basedQpik theory.

Key words. Methods: statistical; Celestial mechanics; Oort cloud

1. Introduction ply in the present case because, as just said, successietgria
o ) perturbations on an Oort cloud comets are uncorrelated.
Comet dynamics is one of the mostffitiult phenomena to ~  The aim of this paper is to give a statistical description of
model in celestial mechanics. Indeed their dynamics igl§0 5 |arge set of planetary perturbations assumed to be repieese
chaotic, thus individual motions of known comets are hardly e of those acting on Oort cloud comets entering the pkemet
producible for more than a few orbital periods. When theiarigyegion, To this purpose we use order statistics and healgy tai
of comets is under investigation, one is thus constrainesstke yistributions.
use of statistical tools in order to model the motion of a huge The rest of this paper is organised as follow. Section 2 is
number of comets supposed to be representative of the aciygloted to the presentation of the mechanism producingtze d
population. Such statistical model should also be reliabl@ | ¢ the planetary perturbations and the statistical tools tsed
time scale comparable to the age of the solar system. analyse the data. These tools are order statistics and taiavy

Due to their very elongated shapes, comet trajectoriestare gistributions, that allow, respectively, the study andrtiedeling
fected by planetary perturbations during close encountéts of the data distribution, with respect to its symmetry, skess
planets. Such perturbations turn out to be the main meamanisand tail fatness. The obtained results are shown and iretexgbr
able to dfect comet trajectories. Consequently, it is of major imn the third section. The results are finally analysed fromosen
portance to model these perturbations in a way which isssitati theoretical point of view using th@pik theory in Section 4. The
CaIIy reliable and with the lowest cost in Computing time. paper closes with conclusions and perspectives_

A direct numerical integration of a 6 bodies restricted prob
lem (Sun, Jupiter, Saturn, Uranus, Neptune, Comet) eadh tim
a comet enters the planetary region of the Solar System is @otStatistical tools
possible due to the cost in computer time.

Looking for an alternative approach, we can take advantaﬁ
of the fact that planetary perturbation on Oort cloud comegy planetary perturbations, one intends the variationfiefor-
are uncorrelated. In fact the orbital period of such comets ajtal parameters between their values before entering lére p
so much larger than those of the planets, that when the comagiry region of the Solar Systerhe. the barycentric orbital
returns, the phases of the latter can be taken at random. TBisment of the osculating cometary orhi, ¢, cosii, wi, ;)7
we can build a synthetic integrator a la Froeschlé andRark (whereq, i, w, Q are the perihelion distance, the inclination, the
(Eroeschlé & Rickman 1981) to speed up the modeling. The crargument of perihelion and the longitude of the ascendirteno
icism by (Fouchard et él. 2003) to such an approach does rot gAdz = —1/a with a the semi-major axis), and their final val-

ues gr,qs, cosit, ws, )T, that is either when the comet is at
Send gfprint requests toMarc Fouchard, its aphelion or when it is back on a keplerian barycentrigtorb
e-mail:marc. fouchard@univ-1lillel. fr Between its initial and final values, the system Sudupiter
* Present address: Observatoire de Lille, 1 Impasse de+ Saturn+ Uranus+ Neptune+ comet is integrated using the
I'Observatoire, 59 000 Lille, France. RADAU integrator at the 15th order (Everhart 1985) for a max-
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imum of 2000 yrs. Then the planetary perturbation obtaingowardsz, as it follows

through this integration isAz = z; — z, Aq = ¢ — qj, AcoSi = (1-q

CoSi — COSij, Aw = wf — wj, AQ = Q¢ —)". The detail on the N ql-q

numerical experiment used to perform the integrations neay b VZgonn = 20) = N(O’ f(zg)? )

found in[Rickman et all (2001). , )
Repeating the above experiment with a huge number of The ex.ploratory analysis we propose for th.e. perturbat!on

comets (namely 9600 000), one gets a set of planetary peré‘?‘la sets is based on the computation of empirical quantiles

bations. The comets are chosen with uniform distributiothef | Nere are seVﬁraI r_ea§ins n;oéivating such a cﬂoice. FESE t
perihelion distance between 0 and 32 AU, cosine of the eécliptS N0t too much a priori knowledge concerning the pertudveti

inclination between -1 and 1 and argument of periheliongion Marks, except that they are distributed around zero andttagt

tude of the ascending node between 0 and 3Bk initial mean &' uniformly located irk. This implies that very few hypothe-
anomaly is chosen such that the perihelion passage ontitd iniSiS With respectto the data can be done. Clearly, in ordeuya
keplerian orbit occurs randomly with an uniform distritustibe-  SUCh @n analysis the only assumptions needed are the aorsditi

tween 500 and 1 500 vears after the beainnina of the intearati of validity fort.hle central I!mittheorem. Froma practicalipt of
W y ginning ntegr IBA W, an empirical quantiles based analysis allows for kimec

In the present study, because the perturbations are mai ; .
: : Z : tails, the symmetry and the general spatial patternecdidta
i i (B 'z 19¢ R - . - .
depending or; and cos; (Fernandez 1981), each perturbatio istribution. From a theoretical point of view, the math¢icga

is associated to the couple (dnsj). Similarly, since the orbital : . ; .
energy is the main quantity which isfacted by the planetary behind this tool allow a rather rigorous analysis.

perturbations, we will consider only these perturbatiosieh
Consequently, our data are composed by a set of triplet3. Stable distributions models
(cosii, gi, Z) whereZ = z; — z denotes the perturbations of the

cometary orbital energy by the planets, and cap) a pointin a Stable Ia_vvs are arich class of probability distributiorfﬁ!a‘dlow
space denoted . In the following, we call the perturbation h€avy tails, skewness and have many nice mathematicalprope
mark. ties. They are also known in the literature under the name of

stable, stable Paretian or Lévy stable distributions.s€haod-
els were introduced hy Levy (1925). In the following someibas
2.2. Exploratory analysis based on order statistics notions and results on stable distributions are given (Betal.

Let 7 b find d identically di 2005; Feller 1971; Samorodnitsky & Tagqu 1994).
et Zy,...,Zn be a sequence of independent identically dis- A" random variablez has astable distributionif for any
tributed random variables and [E{z) = P(Z < 7,ze Rbethe A g 0 thereisa > 0 andD < R! such that

corresponding cumulative distribution function. Let usisider
alsoX,, the set of permutations da, .. ., n}. AZ £
’ L e . + BZ=CZ+ D,
The order statistics of the samplg,(...,Z,) is the rear- 1 2
rangement of the sample in increasing order and it is deno
by Zwnys - - -»Znn)- HenceZuny < ..., < Znn and there exists
a random permutatiotn, € ¥, such that

Wﬂerezl andZ, are independent copies @f and £ denotes

equality in distribution.

A stable distribution is characterisecli by four parameters

a € (0,2],8 € [-1,1],y = 0 ands € R* and it is denoted
(Zanys -+ Zon) = (Zoys -+ Zoom)- (1) by S. (8,7, 6). The role of each parameter is as it follows de-
) ) ) termines the rate at which the distribution tail convergezaro,

In the following, some classical results from the Ilteraturﬁ controls the skewness of the distribution, whereamds are
are presentecl (David 1981; Delmas & Jourdain 2006F: i6 the scale and shift parameters, respectively. Fighre 1 shios
continuous, then almost surelly, ) < ..., < Znn and the per- ipflyence of these parameters on the distribution shape.
mutationc, in definition (1) is unique. I, has a probability  The Jinear transformation of stable random variable is also
density f, then the probability density of the order statistics igigple variable. Ifr € (0,2), thenE|Z|P < oo for any 0< p < @
given by andE|Z|P = o for any p > a. The distribution is Gaussian if

Nz <...z}f(z)...f(z). a = 2. The stable variable witlhh < 2 has an infinite variance and

. - o the corresponding distribution tails are asymptoticadjyigalent
A major characteristic of order statistics is that theywllo 1, 5 pareto law (Skorokhod 1961). More precisely

quantiles approximations. The quantiles are one of the passt

to use tool for characterising a probability distributiém prac- iMoo Z2P(Z > 2 = (1;@ o, )
tice, the data distribution can be described by such engpiric My 2B(Z < -2 = G2 (2)
quantiles.

Two important results are now presented. The first resyheres = C,92, C, = zr(zﬂjf:gsem/z) if @ # 1 andC, = 2

shows how to compute empirical quantiles using order $izgis
Let us assume thdt is continuous and there exists an uniqu
solution z; to the equatiorF(2) = q with g € (0,1). Clearly,

elsewhere. The distribution is symmetric whenegee 0, or
Skewed otherwise. In the case< 1, the support of the distri-

. . . bution S, (3, v, 0) is the positive half-line wheg = 1 and the
Z is theg-quantile ofF. Let (k(n),n > 1) be an integers se- o ative (faﬁ‘/-lige wheyﬂpz “1.fa > 1, ther?the first order
quence such that & k(n) > nand lim,. “& = q. Then the moment exists and equals the shift paraméter
sequence of the empirical quantilég(y.n,n > 1) converges  One of the technical dliculty in the study of stable distribu-
almost surely towards. tion is that except for a few cases (Gaussian, Cauchy ang)Lév

The second result allows the computation of confidence ithere is no explicit form for the densities. The charactieris
tervals and hypothesis testing 2f has a continuous probability function can be used instead, in order to describe the lolisitoin.
densityf such thatf(z;) > 0 for g € (0,1) and if it is supposed There exist numerical methods able to approximate the proba
thatk(n) = nq+ o(+/n), thenZymn converges in distribution bility density and the cumulative distribution functiori$glan
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a)
Fig. 1. Influence of the parameters on the shape of a stable distnibua)3 parameter, by, y ands parameters.

1997). Simulation algorithms for sampling stable disttibn and they all have the same volume. The size of volume has to

can be found in Borak et al. (2005); Chambers et al. (1976). be big enough in order to contain afcient number of pertur-
Due to the previous considerations, parameter estimatibations. In the same time, the volume has to be small enough to

is still an open and challenging problem. Several methods aillow stationarity assumptions for the perturbations reémkide

available in the literature (Fama & Roll 1971; McCulloch €98 a cell. After several trial and errors, we have opted for &ifpam

Mittnik et all [1999;| Nolan| 2001; Press 1972). Neverthelessiade of square cells;, having all the same volume1x0.1 AU,
these methods have all the same drawback, in the senseeghasththat each cell contains about 1 500 perturbations.
data is supposed to be a sample of a stable law. Itis a wellknow e were interested in three questions concerning the pertur
fact, that if the data comes from afidiirent distribution, the in- pations marks distributions. The first two questions arateel
ference of the tail index may be strongly misleading. A solut tg the tails and the symmetry of the data distribution. Thiith
to this problem is to estimate the tail exponent (Hill 1976)la guestion is related to a more delicate problem. Itis a wedkikm
then estimate distribution parameters i€ (0, 2]. _ fact that the perturbations locations follow an uniformtdis-

_ Still, it remains to solve the problem of parameter estimgpn in K. Nevertheless, much few is known about the spatial dis-
tion whenever the tail exponent is greater than 2. Underethagipution of the perturbations marks, except that they agéli
circumstances, distributions with regularly varyingsasn be dependent on their corresponding locations. So, the thiebq
considered. A random variable has a distribution with radyl tion to be formulated is the following : do the distributiosfthe
varying tails of index» > O if there existp, > 0, p+qg=1and perturbations marks exhibit any pattern depending on theipe

a slowly varying functiort,, i.e lim,., {42 = 1 foranyd > 0, bation location ?
such that i For this purpose, empirical—quantiles were computed in
{ limzo ZLEPZ>274 = p (3) each cell. The most part of these values were indicatingtkieat
limz.e ZLAPIZ < -2} = q. perturbations marks are distributed around the originjevho

It is important to notice that the conditiorid (2) can be Otgarticular spatial pattern is exhibited in the perturbataration
tained from[(B) whenevdr(z) = 1/ andp = (1 + B)/2. space. S .

The parameter estimation algorithm  proposed On the other hand, the situation is completelffetient for
by [Davydov & Paulauskas (1999, 2004) is constructed ufxtremalg-values such as :.01,0.05,0.95,0.99. These quan-
der the assumption that the sample distribution has thkes were indicating rather important values around theise
asymptotic property({2). The algorithm gives three estadatmajor axis of each planet. In order to check if these values
valuesa, B,. Thes can be computed easily whenever- 1, May reveal heavy tail distributions, theféirence based indicator

by approximating it using the empirical mean of the sample%r_ﬁq was built. The first term of this indicator represents an em-
This parameter estimation method can be used for staBific@ld—quantile. The second termis the theoretaguantile
distribution and in this cas@ should indicate positive values©f the normal law with mean and standard deviation given by
lower than 2. In the same time, the strong point of the methdeso @nd 05(Z04 — 20.16). Hence, for values of approaching 1,
is that it can be used for data not following stable distitms. POSitive values of the indicator may suggest heavy-tais@ur
In this case the data distribution is assumed to have reyuldP" the data. Clearly, this indicator may be used also fondjles
varying tails. The weak point of this algorithm is that inghi @Proaching 0. Inthis case, itis the negative sign thaaistee
case, it does not give indications concerning the body of tfdness of the distribution tail.
distribution. Nevertheless, in both cases, this methaoolalla In Figure[2 the values obtained for theffdrence indicator
rather complete characterisation of a wide panel of prdityabi Zoge — No.ge are shown. It can be observed that its rather impor-
distributions. The code implementing the algorithm is ke tant values appeared whenever the perturbations are tbirate
just by simple demand to the authors. the vicinity of a planet orbit. All these values tend to forraa-
tial pattern similar to an arrow-like shape. As it can be obse,
this shape is situated around the planet orbit and it is pgjnt
3. Results from the right to left. It tends to vanish, while the cosinetiné
inclination angle approachesl. The prominence of this arrow
shape clearly depends on the closest planet : bigger thetpan
The lack of stationarity of the perturbations marks impadbes sharper is the arrow-like shape. This can be observed byrigok
partitioning of the location space in a finite number cellst Us at the change of values for thefldirence indicator with respect
consider such a partitio = U K. The cellsK; are disjoint the size of the planet. These observations fulfil some gooskse

3.1. Empirical quantiles
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expectations : the comets perturbations tend to be morerimpo
tant whenever a comet cross the orbit of a giant planet.

Since these phenomena are observed for extremal
g—quantiles, they indicate that the distribution tails may
be an important feature for the data. Hence, a statisticaleino
for the data should be able to catch these characteristiteeof
perturbations marks.

Empirical quantiles can be also used in straightforward way
as symmetry indicators of the data distribution. Cleanyjust
checking whenever thefiierencez — |z1-q| tends to 0, this may
suggest a rather symmetric data distribution. Figure 3 show
the computation of such fierences for each data cell. The . )
values obtained are rather small all over the studied regidmid-4. p-values computed for testing the normality of the em-
Nevertheless, there are some regions and especially atbandpirical quantileszogs around Jupiter.

Jupiter’s orbit we may suspect the data distributions artle |
bit skewed. Still, since the perturbations have rather smal
merical values, assessing symmetry using the proposezhitodi
has to be done cautiously.

It is reasonable to expect a more reliable answer concern
this question by using a statistical model. Clearly, suchoaeh
should be able to catch the symmetry of the data distribwsn
well.

uuuuuuu

guestion, a bootstrap procedure and a permutation testimere
%Iemented (Davison & Hinkley 1997).

9 Bootstrap samples were randomly selected by uniformly
choosing 20% from the entire perturbations data sefemince
indicators were computed for this special data set. Thisape
tion was repeated 100 times. At the end of the procedure, the
empirical means of the fierence indicators were computed. In
FigureBa the bootstrap mean of the indicatag — o g9 around
Jupiter’s orbit is showed. As expected, the same patterib-is o
tained as in Figurl2a : important values are grouped ardwend t

planet’s orbit while exhibiting an arrow-like shape poigifrom

= = || right to left.

The permutation test follows the same steps as the bootstrap
”””””” procedure except that the perturbations are previoushted.
This means that all the perturbations are modified as itvicdlo
T e | for a given perturbation, its mark is kept while its locatiisn
a) exchanged with the location of another randomly chosen per-

turbation. This procedure should destroy any pre-existngc-

] ) ] o ] ] ture in the data. In this case, we expect that applying a boot-
Fig. 3. Exploring symmetry using empirical quantilestdrence strap procedure on this new data set will indicate no relgvan
2099 — 120,01/ for the perturbations marks around Jupiter. AXis afgrns. In Figur&5b the result of such permutation test isveo
as for Fig[2 The experiment was carried out in the vicinity of Jupiterbit
After permuting the perturbations as indicated, the preslip
described bootstrap procedure was applied in order to atdim
bootstrap means of theftirence indicatozy gg — No.99. The re-
sult confirmed our expectations, in the sense that no péaticu
structure or pattern is observed. This clearly indicatest the
analysis results were due mainly to the original data stinect

uuuuuu

The central limit theorem available for the order statsstit
lows the construction of an hypothesis test. Since our arsly
leads us towards heavy-tailed distributions models, ageapr
tion, a statistical test was performed to verify if a rathien-s

pler mOd‘?' can be fitted to the data' The normality assumptigﬂd not to the partitioning of the perturbations locatiomam
was considered as null hypothesis for the test. The test aas Pn cells

formed for the data in each cell, by considering that the rabrm . . . e
In the same time, the permutation test is also a verification

distribution parameters are given by the empirical quastids :
expained previously. The-values were computed usingyd of the proposed exploratory methodology. This mgthodod@fy
pends on a precision parameter for characterising the hidde

distribution. In this context, the local normality assuroptfor o ;
- o ; : I structure or pattern exhibited by the data. Still, whenesmh
the perturbation marks is globally rejected. Figilre 4 sh a structure does not exist at all, the present method detetiis

result of testing the normality of theg g5 empirical quantile com- .

puted around the Jupiter’s orbit. n
Indeed, there exist regions where the normality assumgption

cannot be rejected for the considered quantile. Still, éi8ons 3.2 nference using heavy-tail distributions

where this hypothesis is rejected clearly indicate thamadity

cannot be assumed entirely. Therefore, a parametrictitatis The empirical observations of the perturbations marksibist

model has to be able to reflect this situation : indicate whene tions indicated fat tails and skewness behaviour. Thiolaptic

is the case how “heavy” or how stable are the distributioits.ta character of the perturbation distributions was obsensgbe
The only parameter used during this exploratory analystlly in the vicinity of the planets orbits. In responselftstem-

was the partitioning of the location domain There is one more pirical evidence heavy-tail distribution modelling wasoskn.

question to answer : do the obtained results depend on the pat The same cell partitioning as for the exploratory analysis i

terns exhibited by the data, or they are just a consequencariintained. The previously mentioned algorithm for estinta

the partitioning in cells of the data locations ? To answés thstable laws parameters was run for the data in each cell.
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Fig.2. Empirical quantiles basedfiierence indicator, g9 — No.g9 for the perturbation marks around the big planets : a) Jyfje
Saturn, ¢) Uranus d) Neptune. For each diagranytheis correspond to initial perihelion distance in AU, ahdx-axis to cosine of
the inclination. We recall that the respective semi-majis af the four giant planets ara; = 5.2 AU, as = 9.6 AU, ay = 19.2 AU,
ay = 30.1 AU.
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Fig.5. Validation of the analysis based on the computation of thedince indicatog g9 — No.g9 around Jupiter : a) bootstrap
procedure ; b) permutation test.

In Figure[® the estimation result of the tail exponent is
shown. Clearly, it can be observed a region formed by the cell == =
corresponding to estimatedvalues lower than 2. This kind of
region may be located around each orbit corresponding tg a bi ] — =
planet. The shape of this region is less picked than the megio b u
obtained using empirical quantiles. Still, the two resalts co- N -
herent. Both results indicate that the heavy-tailed charad the A
perturbations distributions exhibits a spatial pattetnisEpatial == = =
pattern is located around the orbits of the big planets. ]

The skewness of the data distribution can be analysed by
looking at the results shown in Figuré 7. Indeed, it can be ob-
served that there are cells containing perturbationsviatig a
skewed distribution. The obtained results indicate neithe
presence of a pattern by such distributions, nor the presehc
such a pattern around the orbits of the big planets.

The estimation results for the and§ parameters are pre-
sented in Figurgl8. The scale parameter indicates how heavyebtained for theé parameter indicate that a shift of the perturba-
the distribution tails. In Figurgl8a, it may be observed that tion may exist around the orbit of the corresponding big etan
most important values af tend to form a spatial pattern sim-  In order to check these results a statistical test usingehe c
ilar with the patterns formed by theftirence indicator basedtral limit theorem for order statistics was built. Cleathjis result
on order statistics and the tail exponent, respectivelg.résults can be used in order to verify if the empirical quantiles fram

Fig. 7. Estimation result of the skewness paramgtfar the per-
turbations marks around Jupiter.
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Fig. 6. Estimation result of the tail exponesmffor the perturbation marks around the big planets : a) JyfijeSaturn, ¢) Uranus d)
Neptune.
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a) 0
Fig. 8. Estimation result of the scale parameteand shift paramete¥ for the perturbation marks around Jupiter.

cell are coming rather from the distribution characterisgdhe
parameters previously estimated. Figure 9 shows the refalt
test verifying that thezy g9 quantiles around the Jupiter’s orbit
are originated from a heavy-tail distribution, while theagtiles
outside this region are coming rather from Pareto distidiout
It can be observed that high values for threvalues are spread
around the entire region : for &% of the cells we cannot re-
ject the null hypothesis. Clearly, this result shows a fatdre
characterisation of the distribution tails of the pertuidnas than
the test for the normality assumption performed in the e
section.

The previous test certifies the perturbations distribugtiails
exhibit a stable or regular variation behaviour. If the pes&-  Fig. 9. p—values computed for testing if the empirical quantiles
tions are close to the orbit of a big planet then they haveeratty, o4 around the Jupiter’s orbit are originated from a heavy-tail
a stable behaviour. Figufel10 shows thevalues of ay>~test distribution.
implemented for the perturbations with estimated tail e
a < 2. This test allows to check the perturbations also for their
distribution body. It can be observed that almost in all ¢hes
gions the assumption of stable distributions is not refecte ~~ was considered for modelling. Its expressions is givenwelo

For the perturbations with a tail exponent greater than 2, an Cra
alternative family of distributions with regularly vargntails (2 = 1+ [kZ— w [+ (4)
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c)

Fig. 10. p—values of g2 statistical test for the perturbations with< 2 around the big planets : a) Jupiter, b) Saturn, ¢) Uranus, d)
Neptune.

with C,, the normalising constarng,the scale parametep, the by various authors_(Everhart 1969; Oikawa & Everhart 1979;
location parameter andthe tail exponent. Froeschlé & Rickmeh 1981); an analytical explanation efth
The parameter estimation for such distributions was dofeatures was given by Carusi et al. (1990) and by Valsecd| et
in several steps. First, the tail exponentvas considered ob- (2000), and the consequences on the orbital evolution oktem
tained from the previous algorithm. Second, the locaticampa was discussed hy Valsecchi & Manara (1997).
eterw was estimated by the empirical mean of the data samples. et us consider the case of parabolic initial orbits (outitsrb
Finally, the normalising consta@, , and the scale parameter are in fact very close to parabolic). In thecosi plane, the con-
were estimated using the method of moments. dition for the tails of the energy perturbation distributito be
A y? statistical test was done for the perturbations witSymmetric is:
a > 2. The null hypothesis considered was that the considered
perturbations follow a regularly varying tails distriboni (4) BT A
with parameters given by the previously described proeedup = 1-3+2y20/3 COSI,
The obtaineg—values are shown in Figurell1. It can be noticed 2\/3 ) \/Zchosi
that in the majority of considered cells the null hypothésisot P

rejected. . . L :
wherea,, is the orbital semi major axis of the planet encountered.
. _ . _ However, the finite size of the available perturbation sam-
4. Discussion and interpretation ple must be taken into account, as the tails would become suf-

Some of the features present in the Figures can be explailﬂéﬁgﬁgsp()pu'ated to show any asymmetry only for very large

in the framework of the analytical theory of close encoun- . . . . .
ters {Opik [1976] Greenberg et al._1088; Carusib{al. 1990 A way to take this fect into account is to consider that in
Valsecchi & Manara 1997). ifferent regions of thg-cosi plane the probabilityp for the

Let us consider the magnitude of the perturbations in tf§@Met on a parabolic orbit to pass within a given unperturbed
vicinity of a = a; = 5.2 AU (Jupiter). The colour coding of distanceb from the planet would be, according/to Opik (1976):

the Figure [ represents the magnitudlef the perturbation,

corresponding to 02 \/3_2%009
P=Z—/— :
Zz_ai"'%“hf_hi (5) a3 nsini+/2-20/a,
f A

wherea andh are respectively the orbital semi-major axis an
the orbital energy of the heliocentric keplerian motion loé t
comet. The subscriptsand ¢ stand, respectively, fanitial and
final, i.e., before and after the interaction with Jupiter).
Perturbations at planetary encounters are characteriggd? — :
by large and in general asymmetric tails, as was shown 2 brrb(3— 2+/20/a, cosi)

To take into account the size of the perturbation, we comside
ﬂmt the angle by which the planetocentric velocity of the comet
is rotated is given by:

apMp
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Fig.11. p—values of g2 statistical test for the perturbations with> 2 around the big planets : a) Jupiter, b) Saturn, ¢) Uranus, d)

Neptune.

we then define a functioh as:
f )/

t
ptan3

(6)
by
apMy7 sini /2 — 2q/a, \/3 - 2+/29/ay cosi

indicated the tail behaviour as determinant feature. Ratig
this idea, parametric inference for heavy-tail distribng was
implement. The obtained results indicated that the peatiohs
following heavy-tail stable distributions that are not ajxg sym-
metric while tending to form a spatial pattern. This pattesn
rather arrow-like shaped and is situated around the orbitseo
big planets. A theoretical study was carried out, and it was o

Figure[I2 shows the level curves 6f as can be seen, inserved that this pattern is similar with the theoreticavesrde-
it are reproduced the main features of Figure 2. The arrke-lirived from theOpik theory. The perturbations outside this arrow
shape observed during the statistical study can be nowwdssershaped region were not exhibiting a stable character and the
on the definition domain imposed bl (6). This strenghten owrere modelled by a family of distributions with regularlyrya

interpretation of the features of F[d. 2 as due to the gegnuétr
close approaches described®pik theory.

Fig. 12. Level curves for the functior around the semi-major
axis of Jupiter.

5. Conclusion and perspectives
In this paper a statistical study of the planetary pertuobat

ing tails. In both cases, stable and non-stable distribstithe
modelling choices were confirmed by a statistical test.

Clearly, these choices and the estimation parameter estima
tion procedures can be further improved. Neverthelessplthe
tained results give good indications and also good reasams f
developing a probabilistic methodology able to simulatehsu
planetary perturbations.
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ABSTRACT

Aims. This paper tackles important aspects of comets dynamios dretatistical point of view. Existing methodology uses etcal
integration for computing planetary perturbations forliating such dynamics. This operation is highly computetlolt is reason-
able to wonder whenever statistical simulation of the pbetions can be much more easy to handle.

Methods. The first step for answering such a question is to providetésstal study of these perturbations in order to catchrthei
main features. The statistical tools used are order statiahd heavy tail distributions.

Resuits. The study carried out indicated a general pattern exhiliifethe perturbations around the orbits of the important gtian
These characteristics were validated through statisstihg and a theoretical study basedQpik theory.

Key words. Methods: statistical; Celestial mechanics; Oort cloud

1. Introduction ply in the present case because, as just said, successietgria
o i perturbations on an Oort cloud comets are uncorrelated.
Comet dynamics is one of the mostffiiult phenomena 10~ The aim of this paper is to give a statistical description of
model in celestial mechanics. Indeed their dynamics iglio 4 |arge set of planetary perturbations assumed to be repieese
chaotic, thus individual motions of known comets are hardly e of those acting on Oort cloud comets entering the playet

producible for more than a few orbital periods. When theiarigegion. To this purpose we use order statistics and healsy tai
of comets is under investigation, one is thus constrainetake  yistributions.

use of statistical tools in order to model the motion of a huge e rest of this paper is organised as follow. Section 2 is

number of comets supposed to be representative of the aciy@loted to the presentation of the mechanism producingatte d
population. Such statistical model should also be reliabl@ j ¢ the planetary perturbations and the statistical tools tsed
time scale comparable to the age of the solar system. analyse the data. These tools are order statistics and taiavy

Due to their very elongated shapes, comet trajectoriestare gistributions, that allow, respectively, the study andrtiegeling
fected by planetary perturbations during close encountéfs of the data distribution, with respect to its symmetry, skess
planets. Such perturbations turn out to be the main meatmanisand tail fatness. The obtained results are shown and irtiexgbr
able to dfect comet trajectories. Consequently, it is of major imin the third section. The results are finally analysed fromosen
portance to model these perturbations in a way which isséitati theoretical point of view using th@pik theory in Section 4. The
Ca”y reliable and with the lowest cost in Computing time. paper closes with conclusions and perspectivesl

A direct numerical integration of a 6 bodies restricted prob
lem (Sun, Jupiter, Saturn, Uranus, Neptune, Comet) eacdh tim
a comet enters the planetary region of the Solar System is @otStatistical tools
possible due to the cost in computer time.

Looking for an alternative approach, we can take advantaﬁ
of the fact that planetary perturbation on Oort cloud comesy planetary perturbations, one intends the variationfiefor-
are uncorrelated. In fact the orbital period of such comets &jtal parameters between their values before entering lre p
so much larger than those of the planets, that when the comagiry region of the Solar Systerhe. the barycentric orbital
returns, the phases of the latter can be taken at random. TBlsment of the osculating cometary orhit, ¢, cosii, wi, ;)"
we can build a synthetic integrator a la Froeschlée andRé&rk (whereq, i, w, Q are the perihelion distance, the inclination, the
(Froeschlé & Rickman 1981) to speed up the modeling. The crargument of perihelion and the longitude of the ascendirseno
icism by (Fouchard et al. 2003) to such an approach does RotgRdz = —1/a with a the semi-major axis), and their final val-

ues r,qs,cosit, ws, )", that is either when the comet is at
Send gfprint requests toMarc Fouchard, its aphelion or when it is back on a keplerian barycentrigtorb
e-mail:marc. fouchard@univ-lillel. fr Between its initial and final values, the system Subupiter
* Present address: Observatoire de Lille, 1 Impasse de+ Saturn+ Uranus+ Neptune+ comet is integrated using the
I'Observatoire, 59 000 Lille, France. RADAU integrator at the 15th order (Everhart 1985) for a max-

él Data compilation




2 Stoica et al.: Order statistics and heavy-tail distribogio

imum of 2000 yrs. Then the planetary perturbation obtain¢dwardsz, as it follows

through this integration isAz = z; — z,Aq = ¢ — Gj, ACOSI = (1-q
COSit — COSij, Aw = wf — wi, AQ = Q¢ — Q;)T. The detail on the nZ v £ N(O al—-q )
numerical experiment used to perform the integrations may b ViZqonn = 20) = T f(zg)?

found in Rickman et al. (2001).
( ) ¢ The exploratory analysis we propose for the perturbation

Repeating the above experiment with a huge number | - g .
comets (namely 9600 000), one gets a set of planetary perf{fii@ Sets is based on the computation of empirical quantiles
There are several reasons motivating such a choice. Fiesg t

bations. The comets are chosen with uniform distributiothef o : :
perihelion distance between 0 and 32 AU, cosine of the écliptS N0t 100 much a priori knowledge concerning the pertudvesi
inclination between -1 and 1 and argument of periheliongion Marks, except that they are distributed around zero andrigpt
tude of the ascending node between 0 and 36be initial mean &r€ u_mformly located irK. This implies that very f_ew hypothe-
anomaly is chosen such that the perihelion passage ontitd iniS'S With respect to the data can be done. Clearly, in ordepplya
keplerian orbit occurs randomly with an uniform distritatibe-  SUCh an analysis the only assumptions needed are the corliti
tween 500 and 1500 years after the beginning of the integrati of validity for the central limit theorem. From a practicalipt of

In the present study, because the perturbations are maiE" . an empirical quantiles based analysis allows for kineg:

depending om; and cos; (Fernandez 1981), each perturbation. tails, the symmetry and the general spatial patterneofiéita
is associated to the couple (Gasj). Similarly. since the orbital diStribution. From a theoretical point of view, the mathéics
energy is the main quantity which isfacted by the planetary behind this tool allow a rather rigorous analysis.
perturbations, we will consider only these perturbatiogieh

Consequently, our data are composed by a set of triplex3. Stable distributions models
(cosii, gi, Z) whereZ = z; — z denotes the perturbations of the _ T
cometary orbital energy by the planets, and ca@p) a pointin a Stable laws are a rich class of probability distributioret #illow

space denoted b. In the following, we call the perturbation N€avy tails, skewness and have many nice mathematicalprope
mark. ties. They are also known in the literature under the name of

stable, stable Paretian or Lévy stable distributions.s€hmod-
els were introduced by Levy (1925). In the following someibas
2.2. Exploratory analysis based on order statistics notions and results on stable distributions are given (Betal.

Let 7 b find d identically di 2005; Feller 1971; Samorodnitsky & Taqqu 1994).
.et 1., Zn D€ a sequence ol indepen ent identically dis-— 5 random variableZ has astable distributionif for any
tributed random variables and [E(z) = P(Z < 7,ze Rbethe 5 g 0.thereis & > 0 andD e R* such that

corresponding cumulative distribution function. Let usisialer
alsoX,, the set of per.mutations dqa, ..., n}. . AZy + BZZ£CZ +D,

The order statistics of the samplg,(...,Z,) is the rear-
rangement of the sample in increasing order and it is deno
by (Zwn), ... Znn). HeNceZi1n) < ..., < Znyy and there exists
a random permutatios, € ¥, such that

Wﬂerezl andZ, are independent copies @f and £ denotes
equality in distribution.

A stable distribution is characterised by four parameters
@ € (0,2], 8 € [-1,1], ¥ > 0 andé € R! and it is denoted

(Zawnys - Zom) = Loy - > Zom)- (1) by S. (8,7, 6). The role of each parameter is as it follows de-
) ) ) termines the rate at which the distribution tail convergezaro,

In the foIIowmg,_some classical results from the Ilteraturﬂ controls the skewness of the distribution, whergamds are
are presented (David 1981; Delmas & Jourdain 2006F: I8  {he scale and shift parameters, respectively. Figure 1 sioev
continuous, then almost surefyy ) < ..., < Zun) and the per- jnfiyence of these parameters on the distribution shape.
mutationor, in definition (1) is unique. I, has a probability  The Jinear transformation of stable random variable is also
density f, then the probability density of the order statistics igizple variable. 1f e (0,2), thenE|Z|P < oo for any 0< p < @
given by andE|Z|P = o for any p > a. The distribution is Gaussian if

nllfz <...z}f(z)... f(z). a = 2. The stable variable wiila < 2 has an infinite variance and
the corresponding distribution tails are asymptoticatjyigalent

A major characteristic of order statistics is that theyllo g 5 pareto law (Skorokhod 1961). More precisely
quantiles approximations. The quantiles are one of the gasst

to use tool for characterising a probability distributiém prac- lim, e ZP{Z > 2 = ﬂzﬁ) o,
tice, the data distribution can be described by such engpiric {Iim FPZ < -7 = LB (2)
quantiles. e 2

Two important results are now presented. The first resyheres = C,y?, C, = oz <3_cgser<y/2) if @ # 1 andC, = 2

shows how to compute empirical quantiles using order $izgis
Let us assume tha& is continuous and there exists an uniqu
sol_utionzq to the_equatiorF(z) = qwith g € (0, 1.)' Clearly, bution S, 0) is the positive half-line whe = 1 and the
7 is theg-quantile ofF. Let (k(n),n > 1) be an integers se- hoative (fz;ﬁ‘/:lir?e whe;ﬁfpz 1. Ifa > 1, ther?the first order
quence such that & k(n) > nand lim ... “& = q. Then the moment exists and equals the shift paraméter
sequence of the empirical quantilégy( ), n > 1) converges  One of the technical dliculty in the study of stable distribu-
almost surely towards,. tion is that except for a few cases (Gaussian, Cauchy ang)|.év
The second result allows the computation of confidence ithere is no explicit form for the densities. The charactieris
tervals and hypothesis testing Zf has a continuous probability function can be used instead, in order to describe the lolissioin.
densityf such thatf(z;) > 0 for g € (0,1) and if it is supposed There exist numerical methods able to approximate the proba
thatk(n) = nq+ o(+/n), thenZyn.n converges in distribution bility density and the cumulative distribution functiori$glan

elsewhere. The distribution is symmetric wheneges 0, or
Ekewed otherwise. In the case< 1, the support of the distri-
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ay o 7 ps
Fig. 1. Influence of the parameters on the shape of a stable distribua) 3 parameter, by, y ands parameters.

1997). Simulation algorithms for sampling stable disttibn be big enough in order to contain afcient number of pertur-
can be found in Borak et al. (2005); Chambers et al. (1976). bations. In the same time, the volume has to be small enough to
Due to the previous considerations, parameter estimatialiow stationarity assumptions for the perturbations rmamkide
is still an open and challenging problem. Several methods arcell. After several trial and errors, we have opted for difam
available in the literature (Fama & Roll 1971; McCulloch 898 made of square cells;, having all the same volumeX<0.1 AU,
Mittnik et al. 1999; Nolan 2001; Press 1972). Nevertheldsse so that each cell contains about 1 500 perturbations.
methods have all the same drawback, in the sense that the dat
is supposed to be a sample of a stable law. It is a well kno
fact, that if the data comes from afidirent distribution, the in-
ference of the tail index may be strongly misleading. A dolut
to this problem is to estimate the tail exponent (Hill 19783 a
then estimate distribution parameters i€ (0, 2].
Still, it remains to solve the problem of parameter estim

Rve were interested in three questions concerning the pertur
Wations marks distributions. The first two questions arateel

to the tails and the symmetry of the data distribution. Theeth
question is related to a more delicate problem. Itis a wedlkm
fact that the perturbations locations follow an uniformtidlisi-
tionin K. Nevertheless, much few is known about the spatial dis-
(?r'ibution of the perturbations marks, except that they agéli
(fependent on their corresponding locations. So, the thiesq
tion to be formulated is the following : do the distributioofghe
perturbations marks exhibit any pattern depending on theipe
bation location ?

circumstances, distributions with regularly varyinggatbn be
considered. A random variable has a distribution with ragul
varying tails of indexr > 0 if there existp,q > 0,p+q=1and

a slowly varying functiorL, i.e lim,_, % = 1 for anya > 0,

such that For this purpose, empirical—quantiles were computed in
iMoo ZL@PZ > 2 = p, each cell. The most part of these values were indicatingthigat
Mo ZL(2PIZ < -2} = Q. (3) perturbations marks are distributed around the origin)evhd

particular spatial pattern is exhibited in the perturbataration
It is important to notice that the conditions (2) can be olypace.

tained from (3) whenevdt(z) = 1/ andp = (1 + 8)/2. o .
The parameter estimation algorithm proposed by Davydov On tTe otfller handhthe .sguaélgg ggcg)oggget_(la_ﬁfdent for

& Paulauskas (1999, 2004) is constructed under the assmmpl?l)(trema q—_vg_ues_ suc r?s +01,0.05,0. e - esae ﬂ;@”'

that the sample distribution has the asymptotic propedtyTige U/€S Were in icating rather important values around thmise

lqorithm aives th timated val@s. 5. Thed can b major axis of each planet. In order to check if these values
algorithm gives three estimated valugs, o™, Thes can be com- may reveal heavy tail distributions, thet@irence based indicator
puted easily whenever > 1, by approximating it using the em-

irical f1h los. Thi i timation odet 74—Ng Was built. The first term of this indicator represents an em-
plrlca meag ? f E?mdp ?S'b i IS pafg‘mﬁﬁ.f es’;\|m|a IOIS , irical g—quantile. The second term is the theoretigaguantile
gﬁ:r;tee L:)Ss?tiveo\r/:h?eselovlvserrl t#alr?g al?] tk|1ne SEIiSmCe tirﬁgutrm:]n-tr of the normal law with mean and standard deviation given by
point orf) the method is that it can be used for data not fogllovgf)dsgi?\?ed V%?Szgg‘(‘)f_tﬁoélﬂ)]auzr;gre rhfg; \SISSJ; :Sﬁlgg\%?giﬁi%%’
ing stable distributions. In this case the data distribui®as-

sumed to have regularly varying tails. The weak point of thforthe data. Clearly, this indicator may be used also fontjles

algorithm is that in this case, it does not give indicationa-c ?aﬁgtraoszc:;rt]r?eodilgt:ihblﬁt(i:gr? ?a’lillt is the negative sign thaerievae

cerning the body of the distribution. Nevertheless, in lmatbes,
this method allows a rather complete characterisation ofd@w  In Figure 2 the values obtained for theffdrence indicator
panel of probability distributions. The code implementthg Zo.9s — Moo are shown. It can be observed that its rather impor-
algorithm is available just by simple demand to the authors. tant values appeared whenever the perturbations are tbtate
the vicinity of a planet orbit. All these values tend to forraga-
tial pattern similar to an arrow-like shape. As it can be obse,
3. Results this shape is situated around the planet orbit and it is pgjnt
from the right to left. It tends to vanish, while the cosinetloé
inclination angle approachesdl. The prominence of this arrow
The lack of stationarity of the perturbations marks impdbes shape clearly depends on the closest planet : bigger thetpgn
partitioning of the location space in a finite number cellst us sharper is the arrow-like shape. This can be observed byrigok
consider such a partitio = U K. The cellsK; are disjoint at the change of values for thefidirence indicator with respect
and they all have the same volume. The size of volume hasth@ size of the planet. These observations fulfil some gooskse

3.1. Empirical quantiles
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expectations : the comets perturbations tend to be morerimpo
tant whenever a comet cross the orbit of a giant planet.

Since these phenomena are observed for extremal
g—quantiles, they indicate that the distribution tails may
be an important feature for the data. Hence, a statisticaleino
for the data should be able to catch these characteristittseof
perturbations marks.

Empirical quantiles can be also used in straightforward way
as symmetry indicators of the data distribution. Cleanyjust
checking whenever thefiierencezg — |z1-q| tends to 0, this may
suggest a rather symmetric data distribution. Figure 3 show
the computation of such filerences for each data cell. Thi:. 4 | qf ina th litv of th irical
values obtained are rather small all over the studied regidpﬁg' - P-values computed for testing the normality of the empirica

. . uantileszy g5 around Jupiter.
Nevertheless, there are some regions and especially athan
Jupiter’s orbit we may suspect the data distributions artla |
bit skewed. Still, since the perturbations have rather kmal
merical values, assessing symmetry using the proposemhiiodi question, a bootstrap procedure and a permutation testimere
has to be done cautiously. plemented (Davison & Hinkley 1997).
Itis reasonable to expect a more reliable answer concerning Bootstrap samples were randomly selected by uniformly
this question by using a statistical model. Clearly, suchod@h choosing 20% from the entire perturbations data sefeBince
should be able to catch the symmetry of the data distribwt®nindicators were computed for this special data set. Thisape
well. tion was repeated 100 times. At the end of the procedure, the
empirical means of the flerence indicators were computed. In
Figure 5a the bootstrap mean of the indicat@g — N g9 around
Jupiter’s orbit is showed. As expected, the same patterib-is o

uuuuu tained as in Figure 2a : important values are grouped ardwnd t
planet’s orbit while exhibiting an arrow-like shape poigifrom

- [ right to left.

uuuuuuu The permutation test follows the same steps as the bootstrap
procedure except that the perturbations are previoushyted.
This means that all the perturbations are modified as itvicdlo

aaaaaa for a given perturbation, its mark is kept while its locatiisn

ENE TUETAR P exchanged with the location of another randomly chosen per-
a) turbation. This procedure should destroy any pre-existngc-
ture in the data. In this case, we expect that applying a boot-

Fig. 3. Exploring symmetry using empirical quantilestdienceze g, — strap procedure on this new data set will indicate no religvan

Z001l for the perturbations marks around Jupiter. Axis are asipr®  (€rns. In Figure 5b the result of such permutation test isveldo
The experiment was carried out in the vicinity of Jupiterbit

After permuting the perturbations as indicated, the pneslip

The central limit theorem available for the order statisat  d€Scribed bootstrap procedure was applied in order to atim
lows the construction of an hypothesis test. Since our aiglyP00tStrap means of theftérence indicatozo.gg —Togo. The re-
leads us towards heavy-tailed distributions models, agegpr  SUIt confirmed our expectations, in the sense that no péaticu
tion, a statistical test was performed to verify if a rathien-s Structure or pattern is observed. This clearly indicates the
pler model can be fitted to the data. The normality assumpti@R2/ysis results were due mainly to the original data sirect
was considered as null hypothesis for the test. The test aras j#'d Not to the partitioning of the perturbations locatiomdn
formed for the data in each cell, by considering that the rmorm{" Cells. _ _ _ o
distribution parameters are given by the empirical questis In the same time, the permutation test is also a verification
expained previously. The-values were computed usingy@ ©f the proposed exploratory methodology. This methodotigy
distribution. In this context, the local normality assuioptfor Pends on a precision parameter for characterising the hidde
the perturbation marks is globally rejected. Figure 4 shthes Structure or pattern exhibited by the data. Still, wheneeh
result of testing the normality of tte o5 empirical quantile com- @ structure does not exist at all, the present method detetits
puted around the Jupiter’s orbit. Ing.

Indeed, there exist regions where the normality assumgtion
cannot bfe rejected fpr _the gonsidered quf'intjle. Sill, dye'aqns 3.2. Inference using heavy-tail distributions
where this hypothesis is rejected clearly indicate thamadity
cannot be assumed entirely. Therefore, a parametrictitatis The empirical observations of the perturbations marksidist
model has to be able to reflect this situation : indicate whene tions indicated fat tails and skewness behaviour. Thiolaptic
is the case how “heavy” or how stable are the distributioits.ta character of the perturbation distributions was obsensgbe

The only parameter used during this exploratory analygiglly in the vicinity of the planets orbits. In responsehistem-
was the partitioning of the location domain There is one more pirical evidence heavy-tail distribution modelling wasskn.
guestion to answer : do the obtained results depend on the pat The same cell partitioning as for the exploratory analysis i
terns exhibited by the data, or they are just a consequencar@intained. The previously mentioned algorithm for estinta
the partitioning in cells of the data locations ? To answés thstable laws parameters was run for the data in each cell.

uuuuuuu
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Fig. 2. Empirical quantiles basedftitrence indicatoz, oo — g9 fOr the perturbation marks around the big planets : a) JyfjeSaturn, ¢) Uranus
d) Neptune. For each diagram ti#@xis correspond to initial perihelion distance in AU, ahd x-axis to cosine of the inclination. We recall that
the respective semi-major axis of the four giant planetsare 5.2 AU, as = 9.6 AU, ay = 19.2 AU, ay = 30.1 AU.
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0.00a1 _— — 00012
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a) b)

Fig. 5. Validation of the analysis based on the computation of tfkemdince indicatory g9 — Tipge around Jupiter : a) bootstrap procedure
permutation test.

b)

In Figure 6 the estimation result of the tail exponent is
shown. Clearly, it can be observed a region formed by the cell == =
corresponding to estimatedvalues lower than 2. This kind of
region may be located around each orbit corresponding tg a bi =— =
planet. The shape of this region is less picked than the megio N =
obtained using empirical quantiles. Still, the two resalts co- -
herent. Both results indicate that the heavy-tailed charad the A
perturbations distributions exhibits a spatial pattetrnisEpatial e =
pattern is located around the orbits of the big planets. . =

The skewness of the data distribution can be analysed by
looking at the results shown in Figure 7. Indeed, it can be ob-
served that there are cells containing perturbationsviatig a Fig. 7. Estimation result of the skewness paramgtéor the perturba-
skewed distribution. The obtained results indicate neithe tions marks around Jupiter.
presence of a pattern by such distributions, nor the presefhc

such a pattern around the orbits of the big planets. ) o )
obtained for theé parameter indicate that a shift of the perturba-

The estimation results for the and§ parameters are pre-tion may exist around the orbit of the corresponding big etan
sented in Figure 8. The scale parameter indicates how heavy a In order to check these results a statistical test usingehe c
the distribution tails. In Figure 8a, it may be observed that tral limittheorem for order statistics was built. Cleatlyis result
most important values af tend to form a spatial pattern sim-can be used in order to verify if the empirical quantiles fram
ilar with the patterns formed by theftBrence indicator basedcell are coming rather from the distribution characteriggdhe
on order statistics and the tail exponent, respectivelg.rEésults parameters previously estimated. Figure 9 shows the rekalt
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c)

Fig. 6. Estimation result of the tail exponeatfor the perturbation marks around the big planets : a) JyfijeSaturn, ¢) Uranus d) Neptune.
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Fig. 8. Estimation result of the scale parameateand shift parametet for the perturbation marks around Jupiter.

test verifying that thezy g9 quantiles around the Jupiter’s orbit
are originated from a heavy-tail distribution, while theaqgtiles
outside this region are coming rather from Pareto distidiout
It can be observed that high values for {hevalues are spread
around the entire region : for &% of the cells we cannot re-
ject the null hypothesis. Clearly, this result shows a fatere
characterisation of the distribution tails of the pertuidnas than
the test for the normality assumption performed in the pteae
section.

The previous test certifies the perturbations distribugtiails
exhibit a stable or regular variation behaviour. If the pdya-
tions are close to the orbit of a big planet then they haveerath
a stable behaviour. Figure 10 shows thevalues of ay’—test
implemented for the perturbations with estimated tail exgpd  Fig. 9. p-values computed for testing if the empirical quantiigs,
a < 2. This test allows to check the perturbations also for thedfound the Jupiter’s orbit are originated from a heavyetribution.
distribution body. It can be observed that almost in all ¢hes
gions the assumption of stable distributions is not reficte

For the perturbations with a tail exponent greater than 2, h
alternative family of distributions with regularly vangntails
was considered for modelling. Its expressions is givenwelo

?

A
ﬁ

| J‘
i

:‘.

|

il
o
8

IS
oI

«o the normalising constant,the scale parameten, the
location parameter andthe tail exponent.
The parameter estimation for such distributions was done
in several steps. First, the tail exponentvas considered ob-
Cia tained from the previous algorithm. Second, the locatiaaupa
f(2 = 1t | kz— w [+ (4)  eterw was estimated by the empirical mean of the data samples.
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Fig. 10. p—values of g¢? statistical test for the perturbations with< 2 around the big planets : a) Jupiter, b) Saturn, c) Uranusegjune.

Finally, the normalising constaf, and the scale parameter symmetric is:
were estimated using the method of moments. .

A yx? statistical test was done for the perturbations witly — 1-3+2vy2/ap COS"
a > 2. The null hypothesis considered was that the considered 5 P A ~rc
perturbations follow a regularly varying tails distriborti (4) 2‘/3 2y2a/ap cos
with parameters given by the previously described proeduwherea, is the orbital semi major axis of the planet encountered.
The obtaineg—values are shown in Figure 11. It can be noticed However, the finite size of the available perturbation sam-
that in the majority of considered cells the null hypothésisot ple must be taken into account, as the tails would become suf-
rejected. ficiently populated to show any asymmetry only for very large
samples.

A way to take this ffect into account is to consider that in
different regions of the-cosi plane the probabilityp for the
Some of the features present in the Figures can be explaimediet on a parabolic orbit to pass within a given unperturbed
in the framework of the analytical theory of close encountedistanceb from the planet would be, according to Opik (1976):
(Opik 1976; Greenberg et al. 1988; Carusi et al. 1990; Valsec

4. Discussion and interpretation

& Manara 1997). b2 /3 2/207ag cosi
Let us consider the magnitude of the perturbations in tHe= — — .
vicinity of a = a; = 5.2 AU (Jupiter). The colour coding of @ msiniy2-29/ap
the Figure 2 represents the magnitu@ef the perturbation, To take into account the size of the perturbation, we comside
corresponding to that the angler by which the planetocentric velocity of the comet
1 1 is rotated is given by:
Z=—-—+=—oht —h; 5
ar + a o Ng i 5) tanz _ apmy

wherea andh are respectively the orbital semi-major axis and 2 bmy (3 — 220/ COSi)
the orbital energy of the heliocentric keplerian motion loé t \we then define a functiof as:
comet. The subscriptsand ¢ stand, respectively, fanitial and

final, i.e., before and after the interaction with Jupiter). f = ptan% (6)
Perturbations at planetary encounters are characteriged b b
large and in general asymmetric tails, as was shown by v&riou — al

authors (Everhart 1969; Oikawa & Everhart 1979; Froeséhlé a sini <5 —%a7a-./3- 2 Pala cosi‘
Rickman 1981); an analytical explanation of these featuas pIToTT m\/ v2a/ap

given by Carusi et al. (1990) and by Valsecchi et al. (2000), a  Figure 12 shows the level curves 6f as can be seen, in
the consequences on the orbital evolution of comets was disare reproduced the main features of Figure 2. The arrkev-li
cussed by Valsecchi & Manara (1997). shape observed during the statistical study can be now\axser

Let us consider the case of parabolic initial orbits (ouiitsrb on the definition domain imposed by (6). This strenghten our
are in fact very close to parabolic). In thecosi plane, the con- interpretation of the features of Fig. 2 as due to the gegnuétr
dition for the tails of the energy perturbation distribuitito be close approaches described®pik theory.
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Fig. 11. p—values of g2 statistical test for the perturbations witte> 2 around the big planets : a) Jupiter, b) Saturn, c) Uranusegune.

developing a probabilistic methodology able to simulatehsu
planetary perturbations.
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