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Featured Application: The detection capabilities of the rotational shearing interferometer when
the interferometer is not precisely aligned on the star are confirmed. The theoretical analysis is
applied to the case of a Super Earth, described in the astronomical literature as the most often
detected planet orbiting a large, red giant star.

Abstract: The astronomers and the general population are fascinated with the problem of exoplanet
detection. By far the largest number of detected planets are the so-called Super Earths, relatively cold
planets orbiting a large, red giant star, with diameters up to 1 AU, most of them at about one hundred
light-year distance from us. A rotational shearing interferometer (RSI) was proposed for exoplanet
detection. Here the detection capabilities of the RSI are expanded to include the case when the
interferometer is not precisely aligned on the star. The theoretical analysis is applied to the case of
a Super Earth with the red giant star, displaced from the origin to the Mercury, Earth, and the Martian
orbit. For errors in alignment up to the Mercury orbit, the red giant star generates a slanted radiance
pattern that may be eliminated using information processing. For larger distances, analysis in the
Fourier domain is feasible.

Keywords: opto-mechatronics; optical design; optical metrology; extra-solar planet detection;
interferometric detection; rotational shearing interferometer; Super Earth

1. Introduction

The astronomers and the general population have been focusing on exoplanet detec-
tion (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Star-planet system in x′-, y′- coordinate system, viewed from the rotational shearing
interferometer at the origin of coordinate system (x,y,z) on or near the Earth. The star and the planet
may be modeled as point sources with an elevation-angle, θ (measured from the negative optical axis),
and an azimuth-angle, ϕ, with respect to the x′- axis. The planet quantities have a subscript P, those
of the star have S. The star coordinates correspond to the alignment error. The planet coordinates are
unknown because it is invisible.
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The human-navigated robotic vehicles and mostly autonomous interplanetary satel-
lites visited or flew by all planets in our solar system. More than 4000 planets outside the
solar system in various stages of planetary evolution have been reported so far [1]. The
astronomers have tried to understand the formation and the evolution of the solar systems.
The futurists are interested in finding a suitable habitat for the human colonization when
the Earth’s resources can no longer support humanity. The majority of planet discoveries
report on so-called Super Earths, cold planets orbiting a large, red giant star with a diameter
of up to 1 AU, most of them a hundred light-years away.

Possibly due to the use of instruments that the researchers employ, most of the reported
exoplanets orbit red giant stars that would have gobbled up an Earth-like planet during the
star evolution. These planets are also far away so there is little possibility that humanity
could develop any realistic plans to colonize them. The pragmatic interest lies in the search
for the nearby Earth-like planets that are characterized by moderate temperatures, solid
ground, oxygen in the atmosphere, and presence of water for carbon-based life.

The overwhelming majority of planets have been discovered by indirect techniques,
among them transit light curves, radial velocity, and gravitational microlensing [2–26].
These techniques sense the effect of the planet on the star-emitted radiation. They measure
variations in the star radiation and deduce the planet presence using statistical techniques
and probability considerations. Our Sun also exhibits short-term and long-term variations
in its emission. An example of the latter might be the time dependence of the solar magnetic
domains and the consequent 24-year solar emission cycle. An example of the former might
be prominences and expulsions of charged particles that extend up to the Earth, producing
time-dependent, visible northern lights. An emission variability may be produced by
similar processes or yet unknown phenomena in and around a distant star.

2. Materials and Methods

The interferometric techniques by their very nature include a reference that is an im-
portant feature of any radiometric measurement. Furthermore, the shearing interferometry
incorporates a temporal element under control of an Earth user that allows the development
of a causal relationship in the detected pattern when the planet is within the instrument
field of view. Originally, the theoretical analysis was developed by substantiating that the
rotationally shearing interferometer (RSI) may detect an invisible distant planet orbiting
a bright, large star [27–35]. The traditional Mach–Zehnder interferometer, that requires
a reference surface for its functioning, is transformed into an RSI when a rotated Dove
prism is inserted in one of its arms, as illustrated in Figure 2. A Dove prism is an optical
component that rotates the wavefront by twice its own angle of orientation [36–42]. Thus,
a wavefront in one interferometer arm is compared, that is subtracted and interfered, with
the duplicated and rotated copy of itself in the other arm. Therefore, the need for an
external radiometric reference is eliminated.

Using this technique, the presence of an invisible off-axis planet may be detected by
observing straight fringes. The planet presence is confirmed unequivocally by the RSI
feature that a change in one parameter produces a change in the detected fringe pattern,
but only in the presence of an off-axis point object. This critical parameter is the orientation
angle of the Dove prism. When its angle of orientation is changed, the fringe density
and the fringe inclination change, but only in the presence of the planet, as illustrated in
Figure 3. In the absence of a planet, the fringes do not arise when the interferometer is
bore-sighted on the star. The star wavefront features the azimuthal symmetry, so the RSI
does not detect it. As a derivative device, the RSI ignores a constant quantity.
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Figure 2. (a) An RSI implemented in a Mach–Zehnder configuration with two Dove prisms. A Dove
prism DP that is rotated by an angle about the optical axis introduces the wavefront shear in the
RSI. The symbols are interpreted as follows: M, mirror; BS, beam splitter; and OP, observation plane.
(b) Conceptual design of an RSI with an electro-opto-mechanical delay module in one arm and
a compensation module in the other arm. A computer-controlled two-mirror assembly in each arm is
used to precisely adjust the paths in both interferometer arms for increased wavefront coherence.
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Figure 3. Interference fringes of tilt simulated in an RSI when the shear angle is increased from 0◦-
rotation angle (blank field) to 8◦ in increments of 1.6◦ (axis of rotation is normal to the page). The
shear angle is the angle of the orientation of the Dove prism, or the wavefront rotator in Figure 2.
The density of fringes increases, and the fringe inclination angle decreases with increasing wavefront
rotation angle. The fringe angle is defined as the angle that the straight line through the bright fringe
makes with the horizontal axis.

The experimental work was also performed to verify the feasibility of this concept.
Both a solar system simulator and the RSI were designed and built. The proposed tech-
nique of using an RSI to detect a planet in a nearby solar system was indeed experimen-
tally demonstrated in the laboratory environment. Experimental results are presented in
Figure 4. For the laboratory demonstration, a single-aperture instrument was designed and
developed. It meets the stringent conditions of the Mach–Zehnder configuration.
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Figure 4. Experimentally obtained interference patterns indeed change when the angle of orientation
of the Dove prism increases from 0 to 20◦ for an off-axis point source. The nearly straight interference
fringes increase in density and increase in the inclination angle when the shear angle is increased in
increments of 5◦. This is one of the characteristics of the RSI in measuring the tilted wave fronts, such
as those originating at an off-axis planet. This experimental data confirms that an off-axis source can
be detected in an RSI by generating straight fringes. Furthermore, the fact that the fringes arise from
an off-axis source, rather than because of an artifact, may be confirmed by changing the shear angle
and observing how their density and angle of inclination change.

3. Theory

A new theory for the performance of the RSI when implemented with a single aperture
was developed to confirm the agreement between the theory and the experiment. Here,
the theory on the detection feasibility when the interferometer is not aligned on the star is
further elaborated. This observational geometry is illustrated in Figure 1.

Four wavefronts interfere in the observation plane when a wavefront corresponding
to a star–planet system is incident on the RSI. Two of these interference patterns correspond
to the planet and the other two to the star. This results in two terms for the total incidance.
The first one corresponds to the interference between the star wavefronts, MSS, and the
second one to the interference between the planet wavefronts, MPP.

3.1. Incidance Function

No coherence between the star and the planet radiation is assumed. Then, the in-
cidance in the interference plane, MSP, may be modeled as the sum of the star and the
planet contributions.

MSP(ϕS, θS; ϕP, θP) = MSS(ϕS, θS) + MPP(ϕP, θP) (1)

MSS(ϕS, θS) = MS[1 + cos(ΦS2 −ΦS1)] (2)

MPP(ϕP, θP) = MP[1 + cos(ΦP2 −ΦP1)] (3)

Equations (2) and (3) are substituted into Equation (1):

MSP(ϕS, θS; ϕP, θP) = MS[1 + cos(ΦS2 −ΦS1)] + MP[1 + cos(ΦP2 −ΦP1)]. (4)

The phase terms, Φij(ρ, θ, ϕ), in cylindrical coordinates for each wavefront correspond
to the waves originating at the star, S, and the planet, P. The incident wavefront is divided
in two using a beam splitter. Each half is travelling through one of the interferometer arms,
1 and 2. The ωt- terms are left out: they are subtracted out in the next step anyway.

ΦS1(ϕS, θS) = kρ sinθS cos(ϕ− ∆ϕ− ϕS) + L1 cos θS (5)

ΦS2(ϕS, θS) = kρ sinθS cos(ϕ + ∆ϕ− ϕS) + L2 cos θS (6)

ΦP1(ϕP, θP) = kρ sinθP cos(ϕ− ∆ϕ− ϕP) + L1 cos θP (7)

ΦP2(ϕP, θP) = kρ sinθP cos(ϕ + ∆ϕ− ϕP) + L2 cos θP (8)

Here, r2 = x2 + y2. In addition, ρi = z0 sinθi, where i = S and P, and z0 is the distance of
the planetary system from the interferometer plane. The wavenumber is k = 2π/λ, where λ
is the wavelength in [m]. Instead of modeling the rotation of the wavefronts by 2∆ϕ using
the Dove prism in one arm, in the theoretical development, the prism is rotated in each arm
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by +/−∆ϕ/2. The prism rotation in one arm by ∆ϕ/2 results in the wavefront rotation
by ∆ϕ.

The symbol Li is used to denote the distance that the wavefront travels inside the
interferometer. The symbol θi indicates the elevation angles of the star, S, and the planet, P,
measured from the (negative, in our diagram) optical axis. Similarly, ϕi are the azimuthal
angles of the star and the planet, measured from the x′- axis. After some trigonometric
manipulation, the difference in phase is found in the observation plane: please change
indent below

ΦS2(ϕS, θS)−ΦS1(ϕS, θS) = kρ sinθS

[
cos(ϕ + ∆ϕ− ϕS)
−cos(ϕ− ∆ϕ− ϕS)

]
+ (L2 − L1) cos θS, (9)

and

ΦP2(ϕP, θP)−ΦP1(ϕP, θP) = kρ sinθP

[
cos(ϕ + ∆ϕ− ϕP)
−cos(ϕ− ∆ϕ− ϕP)

]
+ (L2 − L1) cos θp. (10)

Using the trigonometric identity for the cosine of the sum and difference of the angles,
terms are further simplified:[

cos(ϕ− ϕP + ∆ϕ)
−cos(ϕ− ϕP − ∆ϕ)

]
= −2 sin (ϕ− ϕP)sin(∆ϕ), (11)

and [
cos(ϕ− ϕS + ∆ϕ)
−cos(ϕ− ϕS − ∆ϕ)

]
= −2 sin (ϕ− ϕS)sin(∆ϕ). (12)

Substituting Equations (11) and (12) into Equations (10) and (11), respectively, differ-
ences in arguments may be expressed:

ΦS2(ϕS, θS)−ΦS1(ϕS, θS) = 2 kρ sinθS [sin (ϕ− ϕS)sin(∆ϕ)] + ∆L cosθS, (13)

and

ΦP2(ϕP, θP)−ΦP1(ϕP, θP) = 2 kρ sinθP [sin (ϕ− ϕP)sin(∆ϕ)] + ∆L cosθp. (14)

Substituting Equations (13) and (14) into Equation (4), the latter may be partially simplified:

MSP(ϕS, θS; ϕP, θP) =

{
+MS{1 + cos{2kρ sinθS [sin (ϕ− ϕS)sin(∆ϕ)] + ∆L cosθS}}
+MP

{
1 + cos

{
2kρ sinθP [sin (ϕ− ϕP)sin(∆ϕ)] + ∆L cosθp

}} . (15)

Terms ∆Lcosθi in each line represent the initial phase values, having different values
for the star, θS, and planet, θP. The planet value slowly changes when the planet orbits the
star during a local year. The star value remains unchanged during the observation time, for
all practical purposes. They are set both to zero momentarily, because they change slowly
during the observation time or the image capture.

MSP(ϕS, θS; ϕP, θP) =

{
+MS{1 + cos{2kρ sinθS [sin (ϕ− ϕS)sin(∆ϕ)]}}
+MP{1 + cos{2kρ sinθP [sin (ϕ− ϕP)sin(∆ϕ)]}} . (16)

Equation (16) represents two fringe patterns. The argument of the cosine term in the
first line is 2kρ sinθS [sin (ϕ− ϕS)sin(∆ϕ)]. The star fringes, therefore, lie along the line
ϕ = ϕS. That is, the fringe gray value is unchanged along this direction, meaning that the
lines of equal gray value are aligned parallel to this direction. According to the argument
of the cosine in the second line, 2kρ sinθP [sin (ϕ− ϕP)sin(∆ϕ)], the planet fringes assume
the same gray value along the line ϕ = ϕp. The lines of equal gray value for the planet are
aligned parallel to this direction. The fringes of the planet and the star are directed along
different directions for a general planetary-system configuration.
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While the planet moves along its orbit around the star, it changes its azimuthal angle
in time, ϕp(t). Therefore, the orientation of equal gray-value fringes parallel to the line
ϕ = ϕp slowly changes. This may be discernable during long observations for the short-
period Super-Earth type planets. It is likely undetectable for an Earth-like planet, due to its
relatively long orbital period (365 Earth days). The trigonometric identity for the cosine of
a double angle is applied to Equation (16).

MSP(ρ, ϕ; ϕS, θS; ϕP, θP) =

{
+MS

{
cos2[kρ sinθS sin(∆ϕ) sin(ϕ− ϕS)]

}
+MP

{
cos2[kρ sinθP sin(∆ϕ) sin(ϕ− ϕP)]

} (17)

Equation (17) is significant because it shows that along the line ϕ = ϕS, that is, in the
azimuthal misalignment of the observable star, there exists a bright fringe. Its orientation
is independent of the shear-angle size or the star elevation angle, except if either of these
quantities is equal to zero. Then the shearing, or the derivative, function of the instrument
becomes nil, and the device reduces to the traditional interferometer. When the x′- axis is
defined along the star azimuth angle, then the fringe along x′- direction is bright, because
the cosine-square term reduces to zero.

3.2. Wavelength or Spatial Period of the Interference Pattern for the Star and Planet

A wavelength may be associated with each cosine-square incidance pattern as Λi,
where i is S or P, respectively.

MSP(ρ, ϕ; ϕS, θS; ϕP, θP) = MS

{
cos2

[
πρ

ΛS

]}
+ MP

{
cos2

[
πρ

ΛP

]}
(18)

This wavelength of the fringe pattern may be examined perpendicular to the ϕ = ϕP
direction. This is the minimum wavelength (spatial period) of the planet fringe. The spatial
wavelength is elongated along any other direction.

ΛPmin(λ, ∆ϕ, θP) =
λ

2sinθP sin(∆ϕ)
(19)

The wavelength of the star fringe pattern may also be examined perpendicular to the
ϕ = ϕS direction. This is the minimum wavelength of the star fringe.

ΛSmin(λ, ∆ϕ, θS) =
λ

2sinθS sin(∆ϕ)
(20)

Using the hypothetical values for the star and the planet (illustrated in Figure 5), the
minimum fringe wavelength for the star is found to be 106 m, and for the planet 50 m. The
shear angle ∆ϕ is assumed to be 0.1 rad, and the optical wavelength is 20 µm. Thus, the
minimum star wavelength is twenty-thousand times longer than that of a planet. During
each planet period, the fraction of the wavelength corresponding to the star is so short
with respect to the planet wavelength that this section results in a nearly straight, nearly
horizontal line.

The reader will note that neither the star nor the planet wavelength (inverse spatial
period) is defined for the zero-shear angle (∆ϕ = 0). When the star elevation approaches
to zero, the wavelength of the star fringe pattern is no longer defined, as it approaches
to infinity. This case corresponds to our earlier theoretical derivation when the star was
assumed to be located on the interferometer optical axis.
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For a general direction ϕ, the fringe wavelength changes with the angular deviation
from the planet or the star celestial coordinate. The fringe wavelength is defined as the
distance from the brightest point on one fringe through the darkest point on the same
fringe again to the brightest point on the next fringe, along any direction,

ΛS(λ, ∆ϕ, ϕ; ϕS, θS) =
λ

2sinθS sin(∆ϕ) sin(ϕ− ϕS)
, (21)

and
ΛP(λ, ∆ϕ, ϕ; ϕP, θP) =

λ

2sinθP sin(∆ϕ) sin(ϕ− ϕP)
. (22)

In cases of both the star and the planet, the wavelength of the fringe pattern is pro-
portional to the spectral wavelength, and inversely proportional to (the sine of) the star or
the planet elevation and the sine of the shear angle ∆ϕ. If the shear angle is decreased, the
wavelength of the fringe pattern increases. By increasing the shear angle, the wavelength
of the fringe pattern decreases and, therefore, the number of fringes over the field increases.
These results represent a generalization of the previously obtained results for the case that
the star is centered on the optical axis.

Finally, the reader will note that the wavelength of each fringe pattern also increases
from some minimum value (Equations (19) and (20)) when ϕ − ϕP = π/2 or ϕ − ϕS = π/2,
respectively. This is the direction along which the equal gray-value fringes are formed.
The wavelength of the spatial pattern increases when ϕ − ϕS decreases, tending to a value
of infinity.

The relationship between the minimum wavelength of the fringe pattern of the star
and the planet is found by dividing Equation (19) by Equation (20).

ΛPmin(λ, ∆ϕ, θP) = ΛSmin(λ, ∆ϕ, θS)
sinθS

sinθP
(23)

The ratio of the minimum wavelength of the fringe pattern to that of the star is equal
to the ratio of the star elevation angle to the planet elevation angle. The error in the star
alignment position is the star elevation angle. Returning to the example of Figure 5, this
ratio is equal to the star radius, our order-of-magnitude pointing error. The star position
error is assumed to be equal to its radius, 10−4 µrad, and the star-planet separation is 2 µrad.
This means that for each star fringe, there are 20,000-planet fringes. One can safely state that
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the planet fringes float on the negligibly inclined star exitance. The detection wavelength
of 20 micron has been assumed, where the quantum signal-to-noise ratio is highest.

The wavelength of the fringe pattern of the star and the planet may be rewritten as
a function of the minimum fringe wavelength and its angular separation. Equations (19) and (20)
are substituted into Equations (21) and (22):

ΛS(λ, ∆ϕ, ϕ; ϕS, θS) =
ΛSmin(λ, ∆ϕ, θS)

sin(ϕ− ϕS)
, (24)

and

ΛP(λ, ∆ϕ, ϕ; ϕP, θP) =
ΛPmin(λ, ∆ϕ, θP)

sin(ϕ− ϕP)
. (25)

Using Equations (24) and (25), Equation (18) may be simplified:

MSP(ρ, ϕ; ϕS, θS; ϕP, θP) =

 MS

{
cos2

[
πρ

ΛSmin
sin(ϕ− ϕS)

]}
+MP

{
cos2

[
πρ

ΛPmin
sin(ϕ− ϕP)

]} . (26)

In the inverse or the Fourier-transform space, this signal corresponds to two separate
signals. Many techniques exist to eliminate the lower frequency signal, most notably fil-
tering in the inverse space. Even for large values of the error in the star position, the star
contributes to the incidance distribution simply as a constant background with a negligi-
ble gradient.

3.3. Rotation of the Planet about the Star for Large Star Displacements from the Origin

A large star misalignment corresponds to a star center location that is larger than the
radius of the Martian orbit. Such a case may arise when a displaced star is found in the
same field as the star of interest located on the optical axis. A change in variables may
be introduced into Equation (26). The angle φ near the star direction may explicitly be
introduced as φ = ϕ − ϕS. The azimuthal difference between the star and the planet is then
∆ϕPS. Then the angles in the new variables become,

ϕ = φ + ϕS, (27)

and
ϕ − ϕP = φ + ϕS − ϕP = φ + ∆ϕ. (28)

The wavelengths of the star and the planet fringe patterns become as follows:

ΛS(λ, ∆ϕ, φ; ϕS, θS) =
λ

2sinθS sin(∆ϕ) sinφ
, (29)

and
ΛP(λ, ∆ϕ, φ; ϕP, θP) =

λ

2sinθP sin(∆ϕ) sin(φ + ∆ϕPS)
. (30)

Using Equations (21), (22), (29), and (30), the interference pattern, Equation (26), becomes:

MSP(ρ, ϕ; ϕS, θS; ϕP, θP) =

 MS

{
cos2

[
πρ

ΛSmin
sin(φ)

]}
+MP

{
cos2

[
πρ

ΛPmin
sin(φ− ∆φPS)

]} . (31)

In this new, rotated coordinate system, (φ,ρ,z), one may observe the star equal-gray-
level fringe along the angle φ = 0, while the equal gray-level fringe due to the planet
is oriented along the angle φ = ∆ϕPS. This angle increases as the planet orbits the star.
Furthermore, the wavelength of the planet fringe is elongated in this rotated coordinate
system. Additionally, the planet fringes are slanted with respect to the star fringes. Finally,
the planet fringes change orientation with respect to the star fringes during the local year.
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4. Simulation Results: Red Giant Star and Super Earth

It is not possible to illustrate this case with simulation, because the number of planet
fringes (20,000) is so much larger than the number of star fringes. Equation (26) may
be examined for a specific case when the angular offset of the star and the planet are
the same (ϕ − ϕS = ϕ − ϕp = ξ) along the direction ξ, for the purpose of illustration.
This happens only once during the planet orbit, or the local year. For that special case,
Equation (26) becomes:

MSP(ρ, ϕ; ϕS, θS; ϕP, θP) =

 MS

{
cos2

[
πρ

ΛSmin
sin(ξ)

]}
+MP

{
cos2

[
πρ

ΛPmin
sin(ξ)

]} . (32)

Most humans find it extremely difficult, if not impossible, to compare small gradients
or to detect small differences in incidance in the images. The modern detectors with high
bit depths are quite proficient at detecting pixel-to-pixel differences in the same frame. For
example, the pixels with the average incidance represent the constant background from the
star, while pixels with different values correspond to the planet modulation.

Nine simulation cases are presented in Figure 6, as an illustration of the effect of
the distance of the star from the origin of the primed coordinate system. They are all
interference patterns, calculated according to Equation (32). First the figure organization
is explained.
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Figure 6. An illustration of the effect of the distance of the star center from the origin of the primed
coordinate system (see Figure 1). The text in column 1 presents the displacement of the center of the
red giant star. The star centers are located at 0.4 AU, 1 AU and 1.5 AU distances from the coordinate
origin. The second column features the interference patterns of the star with itself for three star-center
positions. The third column displays the interference pattern of the Super Earth planet with itself,
for the specific case of the Jupiter distance of 5.2 AU. The fourth column features the sum of the
interference patterns of the red-giant star and the Super Earth planet. The planet interference pattern
dominates the sum of the planet and the star incidances.
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The text in column 1 presents the displacement of the center of the red giant star. By
analogy with our own solar systems, the location of the star center is assumed at 0.4 AU,
1 AU, and 1.5 AU, corresponding to the radius of the orbit of Mercury, Earth, and Mars. The
second column features the interference pattern of the star with itself. The third column
displays the interference pattern of the Super Earth planet with itself, for the specific case
of the Jupiter distance of 5.2 AU. The fourth column features the sum of the interference
patterns of the red-giant star and the Super Earth planet. The fourth row describes the
images presented in each column above. The OPD within the interferometer arms is equal
to half a wavelength.

The interesting trend that the reader is invited to appreciate here is the increasing
number of the star fringes as the distance of the star center displacement increases from
the coordinate origin. Similarly, as the star center displacement becomes smaller than
the radius of the Mercury orbit, the red-giant star generates less than 0.5 fringe. This is
basically the limiting distance of the star center that still produces an identifiable fringe.
It represents a large error in the star position. This means that for relatively small errors,
there is a negligibly small gradient in the observed star incidance. The interference pattern
of the planet thus dominates the sum of the planet and the star incidance, with the star
background contributing a clearly identifiable gradient.

The effects of the background incidance gradient becomes smaller with the decreasing
alignment error. When the center of the red giant star is displaced to the Earth’s distance
from the Sun, exactly one fringe is observed. Only a fraction of a fringe is observed when
the red giant star is placed to the distance of the Mercury orbit. For nearer star locations,
the partial star fringe looks like a slowly varying incidence field.

One may then conclude, that for most star alignment errors smaller than the radius of
the Mercury orbit, even in the case of the red giants, Equation (26) simplifies to a constant
background term and a sinusoidal modulation due to the planet.

MSP(ρ, ϕ; ϕS, θS; ϕP, θP) = MS + MP

{
cos2

[
πρ

ΛPmin
sin(ϕ− ϕP)

]}
(33)

The modulation is only present when there is a planet in the field of view. Furthermore,
the fringe separation may be changed by changing the orientation of the Dove prism to
verify the signal authenticity.

5. Summary

The theory of the detection of an extra-solar planet using a rotational shearing inter-
ferometer has been expanded to the case when this instrument is not precisely aligned on
the star. For the small amounts of misalignment, the planet signal modulates the constant
star signal. This finding was previously demonstrated for the case of the perfect alignment.
For the relatively large displacement of the star from the origin, corresponding to the
displacement equal to the Mercury orbit of 0.4 AU, some small variation in incidance may
be detected with a high bit depth detector and subtracted. The relative change in incidance
of the star fringe pattern due to the star displacement or misalignment may be estimated to
be of the order of magnitude of the square of the misalignment angle in radians.

An interesting trend is noted that the increasing number of star fringes is generated
when the distance of the star center increases from the coordinate origin. Similarly, as the
displacement of the star center becomes smaller than the radius of the Mercury orbit, the
red-giant star generated less than 0.5 fringe. The Mercury orbit could be considered as the
limiting distance of the star center that still produces an identifiable fringe. It represents
a large error in the star position, so one may safely conclude that for relatively small errors,
a negligible gradient in the star incidance is observed. The interference pattern of the planet
thus dominates the sum of the planet and the star incidance, with the star background
contributing a small incidance gradient. The background incidance gradient decreases with
the decreasing alignment error.
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Alignment errors corresponding to the Mercury orbit are not expected in a process of
bore-sighting on the star. If one accepts as reasonable errors those equal to the radius of
a normal, main sequence star like our Sun, such errors do not result in discernable incidance
changes. When a red giant star is considered and its potential displacement to the edge of
its radius (nearly the Earth orbit), this indeed represents a significant error in alignment
and would result in a formation of a star generated fringe. Then the image processing
techniques may be used to separate the star incidance contribution from that of the planet.

For most star alignment errors appreciably smaller than the radius of the Mercury
orbit, even in the case of the red giants, the detected incidance simplifies to a constant
background term and a sinusoidal modulation. The modulation is only present when there
is a planet in the field of view. Furthermore, the fringe separation may be changed by
changing the orientation of the Dove prism to verify the signal veracity.

A large star misalignment corresponds to a star center location that is larger than
the radius of the Martian orbit. Such a case may arise when a displaced star is found in
the same field as the star of interest located on the optical axis. One may observe the star
equal-gray-level fringe along a specific angle, while the equal gray-level fringe due to the
planet is oriented along a different angle. This angle increases as the planet orbits the star.
Finally, the planet fringes change orientation with respect to the star fringes during the
local year, again introducing a useful temporal dependence.
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