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Six years ago, our research group began studying the impact of planetary orbital
variations on Earth's temperature changes. Three years ago, we submitted our research
findings ("Evaluation and prediction of the Effects of Planetary Orbital Variations to
Earth’s Temperature Changes") to Nature/Science, but it did not receive sufficient
attention from the editors. Subsequently, we submitted the paper to other professional
journals, and over 50 experts from around the world were invited by the editors to
review the paper. However, only two experts from different journals accepted the
review and provided highly positive feedback. The majority of the experts did not
give any feedback due to unfamiliarity with the field. Due to the lack of sufficient
review comments, we ultimately submitted the paper to the International Journal of
Digital Earth last year. Despite struggling to find suitable reviewers for six months
after submission, our research group had an in-depth discussion with the journal's
editors, thoroughly explaining the theoretical innovations and technical approach of
our study, and received strong affirmation from the editors. After multiple rounds of
inviting international experts to review the paper, and receiving highly positive
feedback, the paper was finally accepted in March 2025 and published in the
electronic version in April. The paper is attached for your guidance.

We hope this research (Cao M., Mao K., Sayed M. Bateni, Chen J.M., Heggy E.,
Jong-Seong Kug, Shen X.Y., Evaluation and prediction of the effects of planetary
orbital variations to earth’s temperature changes, International Journal of Digital Earth,
2025, 18,1, 2487058, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/17538947.2025.2487058) will
catch your attention, as it has significant implications for advancing climate change
research by considering the impact of planetary orbital variations. In the meantime,
we have also conducted in-depth research on how planetary orbital variations affect
atmospheric water vapor changes, and we have completed relevant work (Xu L., Mao
K., Sayed M., Cao M, Dube T., Guo Z., Abiodun B., Yuan Z., Maaza M., Influence
and Prediction of Planetary Orbital Changes on Earth's Atmospheric Water Vapor
Variations, EarthArXiv, 2025, 1,1-49. DOI: https://doi.org/10.31223/X5CM69 .). This
research is crucial for a deeper understanding of atmospheric water vapor variation
patterns, revealing and quantifying the impact of planetary orbital variations on
atmospheric water vapor changes, and advancing climate change research.

Mengmeng Cao, Kebiao Mao, Sayed M. Bateni, Jing M. Chen, Essam Heggy,
Jong-Seong Kug, Xinyi Shen, Evaluation and prediction of the effects of
planetary orbital variations to earth’s temperature changes, International
Journal of Digital Earth, 2025, 18(1), 1-24.

DOI: 10.1080/17538947.2025.2487058


https://doi.org/10.31223/X5CM69

Taylor & Francis
Taylor & Francis Group

International Journal of

el e [nternational Journal of Digital Earth

ISSN: (Print) (Online) Journal homepage: www.tandfonline.com/journals/tjde20

Evaluation and prediction of the effects of planetary
orbital variations to earth’s temperature changes

Mengmeng Cao, Kebiao Mao, Sayed M. Bateni, Jing M. Chen, Essam Heggy,
Jong-Seong Kug & Xinyi Shen

To cite this article: Mengmeng Cao, Kebiao Mao, Sayed M. Bateni, Jing M. Chen, Essam Heggy,
Jong-Seong Kug & Xinyi Shen (2025) Evaluation and prediction of the effects of planetary
orbital variations to earth’s temperature changes, International Journal of Digital Earth, 18:1,
2487058, DOI: 10.1080/17538947.2025.2487058

To link to this article: https://doi.org/10.1080/17538947.2025.2487058

a © 2025 The Author(s). Published by Informa
UK Limited, trading as Taylor & Francis
Group

A
h View supplementary material &

ﬁ Published online: 06 Apr 2025.

\]
CJ/ Submit your article to this journal &

A
& View related articles &'

@ View Crossmark data &'

o
=2
5

3

Full Terms & Conditions of access and use can be found at
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/journalinformation?journalCode=tjde20


https://www.tandfonline.com/journals/tjde20?src=pdf
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/showCitFormats?doi=10.1080/17538947.2025.2487058
https://doi.org/10.1080/17538947.2025.2487058
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/suppl/10.1080/17538947.2025.2487058
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/suppl/10.1080/17538947.2025.2487058
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/authorSubmission?journalCode=tjde20&show=instructions&src=pdf
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/authorSubmission?journalCode=tjde20&show=instructions&src=pdf
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/mlt/10.1080/17538947.2025.2487058?src=pdf
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/mlt/10.1080/17538947.2025.2487058?src=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1080/17538947.2025.2487058&domain=pdf&date_stamp=06%20Apr%202025
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1080/17538947.2025.2487058&domain=pdf&date_stamp=06%20Apr%202025
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/journalInformation?journalCode=tjde20

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF DIGITAL EARTH
2025, VOL. 18, NO. 1, 2487058
https://doi.org/10.1080/17538947.2025.2487058

 ISDE A Taylor &Francis
AIR Taylor & Francis Group

8 OPEN ACCESS

Evaluation and prediction of the effects of planetary orbital
variations to earth’s temperature changes

Mengmeng Cao®*, Kebiao Mao®*, Sayed M. Bateni®, Jing M. Chen“®, Essam Heggy®",
Jong-Seong Kug? and Xinyi Shen”

“State Key Laboratory of Efficient Utilization of Arid and Semi-arid Arable Land in Northern China, Institute of
Agricultural Resources and Regional Planning, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing, People’s Republic
of China; "Department of Civil and Environmental Engineering and Water Resources Research Center, University of
Hawaii at Manoa, Honolulu, HI, USA; “School of Geographical Sciences, Fujian Normal University, Fuzhou, People’s
Republic of China; Department of Geography and Planning, University of Toronto, Toronto, Canada; Viterbi
School of Engineering, University of Southern California, Los Angeles, CA, USA; ‘et Propulsion Laboratory,
California Institute of Technology, Pasadena, CA, USA; ®Division of Environmental Science & Engineering, Pohang
University of Science and Technology, Korea; "School of Freshwater sciences, University of Wisconsin Milwaukee,
Milwaukee, WI, USA

ABSTRACT ARTICLE HISTORY

The influence of planetary orbital changes on Earth’s temperature has Received 9 September 2024

been poorly quantified and subject to speculation. Here, we delineated Accepted 19 March 2025

the effects of greenhouse gases and planetary orbital changes on

Earth’s temperature and forecasted the latter. Our results indicate that Pl o .
, R X . . anetary motion; Earth’s

Earth’s revolution around the Sun 'an_d its _rotatlon explaln‘ ~75.36% and temperature; Greenhouse

15.91% of Earth’s temperature variations in one year, while the Moon'’s gases

revolution around the Earth and other planet motions account for

8.26% and 0.26%, respectively. Orbital forcings contributed ~11.5%

global warming since 1837 and will continue to warm the Earth by

~0.13 °C from 2020 to 2027. However, orbital forcings may contribute

to ~0.25 °C cooling of Earth from 2027 to 2050, but this effect remains

insufficient to offset the warming caused by CO,
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1. Introduction

Changes in Earth’s temperature (i.e. global mean surface air temperature) play a vital role in the
survival and development of human beings and other organisms (Bloschl et al. 2017; Carleton
and Solomon 2016; Kump 2018; Laufkoétter, Zscheischler, and Thomas 2020). Earth’s temperature
has risen by approximately 1.37 and 0.86 °C since 1836 and 1979, respectively, mostly attributed to
the increase in greenhouse gases (Fletcher, Mikaloff, and Schaefer 2019; Lacis et al. 2010; Lashof and
Ahuja 1990; Levitus et al. 2001). Six separate assessment reports from the United Nations Intergo-
vernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) during the last decades concluded that global
warming is mainly driven by greenhouse gas emissions due to human activities (IPCC Cambridge
University Press, 2001; IPCC Cambridge University Press, 1990; IPCC Cambridge University Press,
1996; IPCC Cambridge University Press, 2007; IPCC Cambridge University Press, 2013; IPCC
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Cambridge University Press, 2021). The annual mean concentrations of greenhouse gases in the
atmosphere have risen monotonically since 1836, while Earth’s temperature records show signifi-
cant fluctuations over the same period. Additionally, the rise in Earth’s temperature over the
past years appears to be part of a long-term warming that began before the industrial era in the
seventeenth century (Bradley and Jonest 1993). Paleoclimate data from various sources (e.g. ice
cores, deep-sea sediments, tree rings, pollen, corals, and glaciers) demonstrate preindustrial temp-
erature oscillations (Briffa et al. 1990; Guiot et al. 1989; Marsicek et al. 2018; Raymo et al. 1998).
Taken together, these observations imply that the cause of warming is more complex than the influ-
ence of increasing greenhouse gases alone.

Orbital forcings have been important drivers of temperature variation throughout Earth’s evol-
ution as they impact heat transfer from the sun to the Earth (Cionco, Kudryavtsev, and Soon 2021;
Cionco and Compagnucci 2012; Gribbin 1973; Milankovictch 1969). While these orbital changes
are minor and account for a few centimeters per year (Lainey et al. 2020; Maeder and Gueorguiev
2021; Williams 2000), their effect over the last 185 years on the changes in global temperature can be
examined if we successfully eliminate the residual anthropogenic signal. Unlike the steady increase
in greenhouse gas concentrations in the atmosphere over the past 185 years that has continuously
increased Earth’s temperature, the effect of planetary orbits on Earth’s temperature may be complex
(Li 2005; Lin and Qian 2019; Yasuda 2018). The external gravitational forces acting on the Earth
during its revolution around the Sun vary due to planetary geometry, ultimately perturbing the
orbital geometry of Earth (Hinnov 2013; Scafetta 2010). Some basic parameters related to Earth’s
motion, such as eccentricity, axial tilt and the precession of equinoxes, vary with time, resulting
in considerable impact on the spatial and temporal distribution of solar irradiation at the Earth’s
surface and therefore changing its temperature (Condon and Schmidt 1975; Hays, Imbrie, and
Shackleton 1976; Mitchell et al. 2021). For example, Earth’s temperature has different cycles of
approximately 100,000, 40,000, 20,000, 2100—2500, 1200—1800, 200, and 50—70 years, which are
in phase with the cycles of gravitational perturbations induced by celestial bodies in the solar sys-
tem, primarily Jupiter, Earth’s Moon, Uranus, Neptune and Saturn (Friis-Christensen and Lassen
1991; Hays, Imbrie, and Shackleton 1976; Lassen and Friis-Christensen 1995; Scafetta 2010; Scafetta
2016; Scafetta et al. 2016; Wang et al. 2012). Therefore, if orbital forcing has positively contributed
to Earth’s warming over the past 185 years, it would have exacerbated Earth’s warming. Conversely,
if the contribution has been negative, it would have partially masked anthropogenic warming,
affecting the overall patterns of temperature changes. While existing studies have highlighted
that the Earth’s climate system is modulated by a number of astrodynamical phenomena (Berger,
Loutre, and Laskar 1992; Zhang et al. 2015; 2021), they have not quantified the effects of the changes
in planetary orbits on the Earth’s temperature changes.

In this study, we developed a conceptual framework to investigate the effects of different plane-
tary orbits on Earth’s temperature changes from 1836 to 2020 across different time scales. For this
purpose, we first estimated the influence of greenhouse gases and solar radiation on Earth’s temp-
erature and built several mathematical models (see Section 2.3) that quantify the contribution of
different planetary orbital variations to Earth’s intra-annual temperature changes. A conceptual dia-
gram showing the effects of different orbits on Earth’s intra-annual temperature is shown in
Figure 1. The Earth’s rotation and the Moon’s revolution around the Earth affect the temperature
on the daily and lunar sidereal periods, respectively. Their influence on Earth’s intra-annual temp-
erature is represented by the sinusoidal-like function f; and the irregularly changing function f;,
respectively (see Figure 1). Considering only the Earth-Sun system, the influence of Earth’s revolu-
tion around the Sun on Earth’s intra-annual temperature can be represented by the function f; in
Figure 1. The curves fi, f,, and f; are superimposed to find the simultaneous effects of Earth’s
rotation, the Moon’s revolution around Earth, and Earth’s revolution around the Sun on Earth’s
temperature during each year.

The motions of the other seven major planets in the solar system (namely, Mercury, Mars, Jupiter,
Saturn, Neptune, Venus, and Uranus) have a subtle impact on the Earth’s temperature on intra-
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Figure 1. A simplified diagram showing the effects of different planetary orbits on Earth’s temperature T (i.e. global mean surface
temperature), which consists of two parts: (A) Physical part, based on our knowledge of the separation between the Sun and the
Earth and (B) the part deriving from the proposed mathematical method to quantify the effect of different planetary orbits on (A)
and hence on Earth’s temperature.

annual, interannual and longer time scales, as shown by the functions Z, ... Z; in Figure 1. Math-
ematically speaking, their influence on Earth’s temperature can be taken into account by superim-
posing the functions Z, ... Z; on the curves fj...f;. Furthermore, we quantified the respective
impacts of planetary orbital changes and CO, concentrations (the dominant greenhouse gas) on
Earth’s temperature changes on interannual and longer time scales by developing a robust math-
ematical model (see Section 2.4). In addition, a hybrid model (see Section 2.5) was developed
based on the long short-term memory (LSTM) and spectral domain approaches to forecast the
effects of planetary orbits on Earth’s temperature. This study advances our understanding of the
influence of planetary orbits and CO, concentrations on Earth’s temperature over a wide range of
time scales from hours to years. This understanding is of great importance for analyzing future cli-
mate change and assessing climate change mitigation policies and sustainable development practices.

2. Materials and methods
2.1. Materials

In this study, hourly near-surface air temperature data (0.25° x 0.25°) from 1979 to 2020 over the globe
are obtained from the ERA5 dataset generated by the European Centre for Medium-Range Weather
Forecasts (ECMWF). ERA5 is one of the most utilized datasets for climate studies (Graham, Hudson,
and Maturilli 2019). The utilized global temperature data are generated by combining simulated and
observed temperature data all over the world (Hersbach et al. 2020). The daily, sidereal monthly, and
annual mean temperatures are calculated using hourly data. The ERA5 dataset is available from 1979
and thus does not allow us to analyze changes in Earth’s temperature on an interannual scale. To
expand the temporal coverage of global temperature data, the daily mean temperature data from
the NOAA-CIRES-DOE Twentieth Century Reanalysis version 3 (20CR V3) dataset were used for
1836-2015. Unlike the ERA5 dataset, which assimilates upper-air and satellite data, the 20CRV3 data-
set assimilates only conventional near-surface observations (due to the lack of early satellite obser-
vations) to estimate temperature (Slivinski et al. 2019). To keep the two datasets consistent, the
ERAS5 data were treated as a reference benchmark, and a linear regression matching technique was
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used to adjust the 20CR Version 3 data (Cao et al. 2021). The hourly, daily and sidereal monthly temp-
erature data (1979—2020) derived from the ERA5 dataset were used to analyze and quantify the impact
of different astronomical mechanisms on the Earth’s temperature during a year. The annual mean
temperature data (1836—2020) derived from both ERA5 and 20CRV3 were used to investigate the
influence of the motion of all planets in the solar system on the Earth’s temperature.

Daily atmospheric CO, concentration data from 1979 to 2020 were downloaded from the
Scripps Institution of Oceanography archive (https://scrippsco2.ucsd.edu/data/atmospheric_co2/
index.h tml). This dataset was generated by averaging in situ and flask CO, measurements from
sampling stations. The sidereal monthly CO, concentrations (1979-2020) were derived from
daily CO, data. The yearly atmospheric CO, records from 1836 to 2020 were also provided by
the Scripps Institution of Oceanography. This dataset is mainly based on ice core data and the
annual average of direct observations. The daily and yearly motions of the solar system objects
were obtained from the NASA Jet Propulsion Laboratory (JPL) ephemeris during 1979—-2020
and 1836—2020, respectively (https://ssd.jpl.nasa.gov/horizons/app.html). The NASA JPL ephe-
meris provides the distance and velocity of the Earth relative to the Sun and the Moon, the distance
and velocity of the center of mass of the Earth-Moon system relative to the Sun, and lunar declina-
tion. The 1979-2020 daily lunar phase information was obtained from the Fourmilab Switzerland
website (http://www.fourmilab.ch/earthview/pacalc.html). The daily LOD (daily length of day) data
were obtained from the Earth’s orientation parameters provided by the International Earth
Rotation (IERS) Rapid Service/Prediction Centre at the U.S. Naval Observatory (https://www.
iers.org/TERS/EN/DataProducts/EarthOrientationData/eop.html).

2.2. The physical response of Earth’s temperature to different astronomical forcings

2.2.1. The impact of the Earth’s rotation on its temperature

Since the amplitude of the solar-induced temperature signal is negligible during Earth’s rotation
(Eddy, Gilliland, and Hoyt 1982), the quasi-sinusoidal diurnal variation (Supplementary Figure
S1) in Earth’s temperature (T') is mainly due to the uneven distribution of land and sea on the
Earth’s surface. For each point on Earth, the incoming solar irradiation and outgoing longwave
radiation changes during the day are mainly due to Earth’s rotation, causing the diurnal cycle of
temperature.

In this study, vernal equinoxes during the study period (1979—2020) were chosen for analyzing
global hourly temperatures (UTC time). We found large variations in global temperature from 4 am
to5am,7am to 8 am, 4 pm to 5 pm and 9 pm to 10 pm Figure 2 shows the global distribution of the
temperature difference between 4 am and 5 am, 7 am and 8 am, 4 pm and 5 pm, and 9 pm and
10 pm The Earth’s rotation highly affects the land surface temperature, while the near-surface
ocean temperature barely changes in the two consecutive hours. In Figure 2, the warming (red
color) of the land surface occurs from 5 am to 2 pm, while cooling (blue color) occurs from 2
pm to 5 am of the next day. Figure 3 indicates the globally averaged mean temperature difference
between two consecutive UTC times on the vernal equinoxes during 1979—2020. The average global
temperature varies significantly during 4 am - 5am, 7 am - 8 am, 4 pm - 5 pm, and 9 pm - 10 pm
The globally averaged temperature change reaches its peak positive value between 7 am and 8 am
(Figure 3) because a large area (i.e. the entire African continent and the central and western parts of
Eurasia) experiences warming (Figure 2(B)). On the other hand, the globally averaged temperature
change reaches its peak negative value between 9 pm and 10 pm (Figure 3) because most of the land
on Earth undergoes cooling, except for northeastern Eurasia, southern Australia and northwestern
North America (Figure 2(D)).

2.2.2. The impact of the Moon on Earth’s temperature
Figure 4(A) shows the change in the global daily temperature from 1979 to 2020. Earth’s tempera-
ture in each year generally rises until it reaches its maximum around the middle of the year and then
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Figure 2. The mean temperature difference between two consecutive UTC times ((A) 5 and 4 UTC [T (at 5 UTC) - T (at 4 UTC)], (B)
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(at 21 UTQ)]) on the vernal equinoxes from 1979 to 2020.

falls, which is mainly caused by the Earth’s revolution around the Sun. This regular rising and fall-
ing pattern in temperature is accompanied by slight irregular fluctuations. We believe that these
slight irregular fluctuations are mainly due to changes in lunar forcing exerted on Earth.

Lunar tides and their cycles are well known and clearly observed in ocean records (McKinnell
and Crawford 2007). The lunar tidal cycles (generated by the gravitational effect of the Moon on
Earth) may partially regulate ocean currents, thereby altering Earth’s temperature (Keeling and
Timothy 1997). The alternating asymmetric change in lunar gravitational forcing on the solid
Earth and the ocean causes the periodic oscillation of crustal stress, which triggers local natural dis-
asters and affects temperature changes locally and even globally (Mauk and Johnston 1973; Mauk
and Kienle 1973; Stroup et al. 2007). Additionally, the periodic change in lunar gravitational forcing
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Figure 4. (A) Changes in the global daily temperature during 1979—2020. (B) A schematic diagram of the Moon orbiting the Earth
in an orbit tilted to the celestial equator, which also depicts the lunar declination, lunar phase and the distance of the Moon from
the Earth.

on Earth’s atmosphere triggers the 27.3-day and 13.6-day atmospheric oscillatory systems and
affects weather changes (Li 2005). Moreover, Earth’s temperature is affected by reflection and infra-
red emission from the Moon (Balling and Cerveny 1995; Gee 1999). All change periodically during
the Moon’s orbit around the Earth. (C) The temporal variation of lunar declination, distance
between the Moon and the Earth, LOD and temperature difference (D2) of two consecutive days
from January 1979 to December 1979. The orange and green arrows represent the days on
which the lunar declination (§) is maximum and zero (i.e. the Moon is on the celestial equator),
respectively. In astronomy, lunar declination is defined as the angle between the Moon’s apparent
path (north or south of the celestial sphere) and the celestial equator.

By analyzing variations in daily lunar declination (5), the distance between the Moon and the
Earth, and the Earth’s rotation from 1979 to 2020, we found further evidence of the Moon’s effect



INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF DIGITAL EARTH e 7

on daily Earth’s temperature. In this study, the daily length of day (LOD) values were used as a
measure of the Earth’s angular velocity, which was calculated as the difference between the astronomi-
cally determined duration of the day and 86,400 SI seconds. In astronomy, & is defined as the angle
between the Moon’s apparent path north or south of the celestial sphere and the celestial equator.
Figure 4(B) schematically depicts the Moon orbiting the Earth in an orbit tilted toward the celestial
equator. Figure 4(C) shows the temporal variations in §, the temperature difference (D2) of two con-
secutive days and the LOD for 13 sidereal months from 1979 to 2020 (42 years). The variations in D2
and LOD show that both have the same rising and falling trends, implying that the rotation of the
Earth affects the variation in daily Earth temperature. On the other hand, it was shown in Section
2.2.1 that Earth’s rotation strongly affects the diurnal variation in Earth’s temperature. Thus, if the
rate of Earth’s rotation changes regularly with the Moon’s motion, it can further attest that the
Moon can indirectly affect daily global temperature fluctuations by affecting the Earth’s rotation.
The Moon revolves every ~27.32 days in its elliptical orbit, which is known as the sidereal
month. The change in LOD over the study period (1979—2020) consists of two primary oscillations:
27.3-day and 13.6-day oscillations, which correspond to the lunar sidereal period (Figure 4(C)). The
maximum (green arrows) LOD occurs when the Moon is on the celestial equator (8 =0). In con-
trast, the minimum (orange arrows) occurs when the extreme lunar declinations appear in the
northern or southern hemisphere (8§ = 8;) (Figs. 4B and 4C). Generally, changes in lunar declina-
tion are approximately one day earlier than those of LOD. Additionally, we found that the rising
and falling of LOD happen over 5-9 days and not necessarily a quarter of a sidereal month (Figure
4(C)). All the short (13 days) and long (14-15 days) LOD cycles contain the Moon’s perigee (P) and
apogee (A), respectively. Theoretically, the Moon moves slower and faster near the apogee and peri-
gee, respectively, which implies that LOD cycles with the apogee are slightly longer than those with
the perigee. These findings show that lunar declination and the variable velocity of the Moon
around the Earth affect Earth’s LOD. Meanwhile, all cycles with the perigee (P) have a higher
peak than the adjacent cycles with the apogee (A), implying that the Moon’s distance from the
Earth affects the LOD. The LOD cycle with the highest peak arises when the perigee (P) is located
near the peak and closer in time to new or full moons. All of the above findings clearly indicate that
the lunar revolution around Earth is an important cause of daily variations in Earth’s temperature.

2.2.3. The impact of the Earth’s revolution on Earth’s temperature

Figure 5 evaluates the effects of the Sun-Earth distance and the declination of the Sun on Earth’s
temperature. It is found that Earth’s temperature is positively correlated with both the Sun-Earth
distance and the Sun’s declination, with R* values of 0.914 and 0.786, respectively. This occurs
because the distance-induced temperature signal is insignificant compared to that of solar declina-
tion, leading to a positive correlation between Earth’s temperature and its distance from the Sun.

As noted in Section 2.2.1, Earth’s temperature change is largely attributed to land’s temperature
change. The solar declination is positive from April to September, and the Sun’s rays are directly
over the northern hemisphere where larger land areas exist, causing the land to absorb more
solar radiation and show a higher temperature. Once the solar declination reaches its maximum
value, the solar radiation absorbed by the land approaches its peak, and the global temperature
reaches a high of 16.15 °C. From October to March, the solar declination is negative, and the
Sun’s rays shine directly on the southern hemisphere, where smaller land areas exist. Hence, the
land and the whole of Earth absorb less solar radiation and exhibits relatively lower temperatures.
That is why Earth’s temperature is highly correlated with solar declination (Figure 5).

Earth absorbs more solar radiation and has a higher temperature when it is closer to the Sun. How-
ever, due to the low eccentricity of Earth’s orbit, the Sun-Earth distance at aphelion is only 1.033 times
larger than that at perihelion. The power of sunlight incident on Earth’s surface is inversely pro-
portional to the square of the Sun-Earth distance (Eddy, Gilliland, and Hoyt 1982; Willson 2014).
Therefore, the solar power reaching Earth’s surface at perihelion is only 6.8% higher than at aphelion.
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Figure 5. (Top row) Comparison of daily Earth’s temperature data averaged over the period 1979—2020 with the solar declina-
tion (left column) and the Earth-Sun distance (right column). Orange bands represent the standard deviation of the daily Earth’s
temperature during the study period. (Bottom row) Scatterplot of the daily Earth’s temperature data from 1979 to 2020 versus
the solar declination and Sun-Earth distance.

The effect of the Sun-Earth distance on Earth’s temperature is insignificant compared to that of solar
declination, leading to an inconsistency between Earth’s temperature and the Earth-Sun distance.

2.2.4. The impact of the motion of different planets on Earth’s temperature

Planetary motion directly and/or indirectly drives Earth’s climate change on secular, millennial, and
larger timescales (Eddy 1976; Scafetta 2010; Westerhold et al. 2020). Here, we performed a Fourier
transform analysis of the annual mean temperature from 1836 to 2020 (185 years). The results
showed that global temperature has fluctuations in approximately 3.5, 9.1, 12.19, 18.28, 20.14,
29.92 and 61.2 years after 1836, which correspond to both the short-term oscillations of Earth’s
rotation and astronomical cycles (Supplementary Table S1). This also implies that planetary motion
may indirectly influence interannual temperature by affecting Earth’s orbit and velocity.

2.3. Quantifying the intra-annual contribution of planetary orbits to changes in Earth’s
temperature

2.3.1. Model specification

The temporal variations in Earth’s temperature are mainly driven by its revolution and rotation.
These variations also differ from cycle to cycle (including diurnal and annual cycles) due to changes
in the positions of the Moon and planets relative to Earth. To quantify the contribution of different
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planetary orbits to Earth’s temperature, we developed a function describing the influence of differ-
ent orbits on Earth’s temperature over time. We performed a Fourier transform analysis of the
hourly temperature records for each year, which showed that (1) the amplitude to range ratio
(A/R) of the first few harmonic terms is nearly constant over the entire annual range, and (2)
the sum of A/R for the 24-h and 365-d terms exceeds 0.87. The range (R) in the Section 2.3
refer to the difference of the maximum and minimum hourly temperatures in a vyear,
Tynax — Tomin, unless otherwise indicated.

It is evident that the variations in Earth’s temperature during a year are mainly dependent on the
rotation and revolution of the Earth. The departure from 0.87 is indicative of the influence of other
factors on the variation in Earth’s temperature. This suggests that (1) a curve, X(t), can be used to
derive the annual variation in temperature, whose duration depends on the temporal variability of
the Earth’s revolution, and (2) the annual cycle curve (X(t)) can consist of a series of functions
describing the effect of different orbits on Earth’s temperature perturbations:

X(®) = fi() + L) + f5(8) + Z(1), (1)

where X(t) represents influence of all planetary orbits on the change in Earth’s temperature at time
t. X(t) was then determined by the summation of four functions, i.e. i, f2, f3, and Z. f1(¢), f2(¢) and
f3(t) represent the influences of Earth’s rotation, lunar revolution and Earth’s revolution on Earth’s
temperature changes at time ¢, respectively. Z(t) denotes the effects of the orbits of the other seven
planets (namely, Mercury, Mars, Jupiter, Saturn, Neptune, Venus and Uranus) in the solar system
on the change in Earth’s temperature at time f.

The motion of Earth (i.e. rotation and revolution) and its impact on Earth’s temperature are all
periodic (Sections 2.2.1 and 2.2.3). The Fourier transform analysis of hourly temperature data
revealed that the amplitudes of the harmonic terms corresponding to the rotation and revolution
period times are nearly constant. Thus, functions composed of harmonic terms can be used to
describe the effects of Earth’s rotation and Earth’s revolution on changes in Earth’s temperature
during a year.

h(t) =E}, cos[2—77(tl - hfn)] o o)
w;

f3(t) = As cos[2—7T(t — C)] + g, (3)
w3

where #; represents the #-th hour of the mth day of the nth sidereal month, and ¢ is the hour of the
year. E! and Aj are the harmonic amplitudes (which can be obtained by a Fourier transform analy-
sis), r};, and q are the exponential terms, and h;, and c are the optional phase shifts for f;(t) and f5(¢),
respectively. To improve the convergence of f () and f3(¢), an empirical knowledge about the hours
of their motion is needed. The widths w; and ws in the cosine terms are determined by the hours in
which they complete their periodic motions.

Given the physical continuity of Earth’s temperature, the influence functions of Earth’s rotation
and revolution on the temperature (i.e. f(t) and f3(t)) are presumed to be continuous in all
instances, including the junction time between two diurnal cycles (fp) and the junction time
between two consecutive years (t,). Herein, we evaluate the continuity of the influence functions
of the Earth’s rotation (f;(t)) and Earth’s revolution (f3(¢)). fi(t) for days m and m+1 can be
expressed as:

') =E;, cos|:2—77(t1 — h;)j| + (4)
[}

2
f1m+1(t) =E, COS|:w—1(t1 - hfn+1):| + s (5)
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For f(t) to be continuous at the junction time between two diurnal cycles (¢y), the following two
constraints should be fulfilled:

S Olizy = [ Olizgy» )

3ff”(t) B 3f1m+l(t)
( ot )'ftlo_< ot )ltz,()’ (7)

Substituting Equations (4) and (5) into (6) and their derivatives into (7) leads to:

2
E! sin[—" (tn — h;)]

Enm+l 2ar > (8)
sm[;l (tp — m+1)i|
2 2
o =Ep, cos|:w—7:(tlo — hfn):| + 71, —E, cos[;?(tlo - h’:n+1)1| , 9)

Equation (8) allows us to obtain E}, , | in terms of E},. Similarly, Equation (9) relates r}, , to r},. A
multiday continuous f; () model can be obtained by substltutmg (8) and (9) into (5). The total num-
ber of free parameters in the function f,(¢) for Day m (m > 2) is m + 1 (i.e. r for the first day and hY
to k7 ), and these free parameters are estimated with the Levenberg-Marquardt minimization algor-
ithm with a universal global optimization scheme (Gé6ttsche and Olesen 2009). E and r for each day
(except the first day) are calculated from (8) and (9), respectively.

Analogously, the function f;(¢) must be continuous in all instances, including the junction time

between two consecutive years (). f3(¢) for years i and i+ 1 can be expressed as:

fi(t) = A} cos[z?(t - ci):| +4, (10)
w3

flJrl(t) _ A1+1 COS[ 21+1( _ Ci+1)i| +qi+l, (11)

For f3(t) to be continuous at the junction time between two annual cycles (f), the following two
constraints should be fulfilled:

fgi(t)|t:to = 3i+1(t)|t:t0> (12)

afi(r) (i)
( ot )|t=t0_< ot >|t=tg7 (13)

Substituting Equations (10) and (11) into (12) and their derivatives into (13) leads to:

27T
Al sm|: (ty — ¢ ):|
AéJrl — (,()3 , (14)
sin 2.—77(1‘0 —
wl;rl
i+1 i 27 i i+1 s
q = A} cos J(to—c) +q — A" cos —(t )1, (15)
3

A multiyear continuous f3(t) model can be obtained by substituting (14) and (15) into (11). The
total number of free parameters in the function f;(t) for year i (i > 2) is i + 1 (i.e. q for the first
year and c! to ¢’), and these free parameters are estimated with the Levenberg — Marquardt
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minimization algorithm with a universal global optimization scheme (Gottsche and Olesen 2009).
Az and q for each year (except for the first year) are calculated from (14) and (15), respectively.

In each sidereal month, the Moon affects Earth’s temperature by different physical processes,
namely, the gravitational force, lunar phase changes, orbital oscillations, reflections, and infrared
emissions from the Moon’s surface. It is worth mentioning that these processes have different
cycles. In addition, the Earth-Moon system moves around the Sun, while the Moon orbits the
Earth. Such a complex system induces different feedback in the Earth system. Therefore, the influ-
ence of the Moon’s orbit on Earth’s temperature is irregular and varies among revolution periods,
which makes it extremely difficult to find an appropriate function to express the influence of the
Moon on Earth’s temperature.

As explained in Sections 2.2.2 and 2.2.3, temperature changes in two successive days are mainly
driven by the revolution of the Earth and Moon. Therefore, the temperature difference (D2)
between two subsequent days can be inferred by taking the derivative of the sum of the functions
that describe the influence of the revolution of the Earth and Moon on Earth’s temperature change,

d(f2+f3)
dt

ie. D2 = . It is evident that the influence of the Moon’s orbit on Earth’s temperature

(f2) can be calculated by subtracting the influence of Earth’s revolution (see Equation (3)) from the
antiderivative function (F) of D2 as follows:

FO = S [0a0 + Ae0di] + € = [pax0de + €, 16)

At = Falty) — [A3 cos[i—j (t — c>} + q} (17)

where Cis a constant, n represents the n-th sidereal month, and ¢, represents the f,-th hour of the n-
th sidereal month.

The influence (Z(t)) of the seven planets on Earth’s temperature can be determined by a physical
function that depends on the orbits of the planets and their positions. However, it is difficult to
build such a function because the physical mechanisms that relate the motion of a single planet
to Earth’s temperature still need to be further investigated, even though the movement of each pla-
net can be strictly calculated. In addition, the lack of sufficient data and the complexity of the phys-
ical processes linking the Earth’s temperature to the entire planetary system limit the determination
of this function (Scafetta 2010).

On the other hand, the impact of Earth’s revolution, the lunar revolution and Earth’s rotation on
Earth’s temperature occur periodically on a subannual timescale, and their cumulative effects on
Earth’s temperature changes are roughly similar in each cycle. The effect of solar forcing and the
change in CO, concentration in two consecutive years on Earth’s temperature is negligible, and
the seven planetary orbits mainly affect Earth’s temperature on interannual or even longer time
scales (Eddy, Gilliland, and Hoyt 1982; Milankovictch 1969; Scafetta 2010). Hence, it is hypoth-
esized that changes in Earth’s temperature between two consecutive years arise from the abovemen-
tioned seven planets in the solar system. Having said that, Z(¢) for year i can be calculated by taking
the difference of Earth’s temperatures in that year and the previous year as follows:

Z(t) = MT' — MT" !, (18)

where MT' and MT'™! are the mean temperatures of the Earth in years i and i — 1, respectively.
This study assumes that the contribution of different orbits to the annual Earth’s temperature
perturbations is equal to the annual temperature variation caused by different orbits divided by
the maximum annual temperature variation. Therefore, the contributions of Earth’s rotation and
revolution to fluctuations of Earth’s temperature in one year are calculated by dividing the magni-
tude of intra-annual temperature variations caused by each of them by the highest annual
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temperature change (see Equations 19—-20).

1k j -
EZn:l m=1 (Em)

&1 = ; " , (19)
! Tmax - Tmin
. Al
i 3
= —, 20
& T;nax - T;nin ( )

where g! and g} are the contributions of Earth’s rotation and revolution to annual Earth tempera-
ture variation in year i, respectively. k is the number of sidereal months in year i, j is the number of
days in the n-th sidereal month, and h is the total number of days in year i. T' ,_and T’ ; are the
maximum and minimum hourly temperatures of year i, respectively.

The contribution of lunar revolution to fluctuations of Earth’s temperature in one year are cal-
culated by dividing the magnitude of intra-annual temperature variations caused by lunar revolu-
tion by the highest annual temperature change.

1 k
D DN
gZ - Ti _ Ti )

max min

(21)

where g} is the contribution of the lunar revolution to annual Earth’s temperature variation in year i
and k is the number of sidereal months in year i. f;) and f;' = are the maximum and minimum
f2 (the influence of the Moon’s orbit on Earth’s temperature) in the sidereal month #, respectively.

The contribution (g;) of the orbits of other planets in the solar system to changes in the Earth’s
temperature during a year is given by.

0}
&= Ti _ Ti

max min

; (22)

where g’ is the contribution in year i of the orbits of other planets in the solar system to the change
in Earth’s temperature during a year.

2.3.2. Inferencing the model parameters of Section 2.3.1 utilizing historical temperature data
f1(t) quantifies the influence of Earth’s rotation on its temperature variation in a year. Building on
Section 2.2.1 above, the quasi-sinusoidal diurnal variation in Earth’s temperature is mainly due to
its rotation. We calculated the temperature difference (D1) of two consecutive hours for each day
from 1979 to 2020. A remarkable agreement is found between the D1 values of two consecutive
days. For example, the D1 values for January 1 and 2 from 1979 to 2020 are shown in Figure 6.
These results indicate that the variation in D1 is mainly determined by the rotation of the Earth.
Therefore, the changes in D1 can be used to quantify the impact of Earth’s rotation on the global
temperature in consecutive hours, which can be inferred by taking the derivative of the function
f1(t). The derivative of fi(¢) is fitted to the time series of D1 by using the Levenberg - Marquardt
scheme to determine its unknown parameters.

f2(t) quantifies the influence of the lunar revolution on Earth’s temperature variations in a year.
The changes in CO, concentration for two consecutive days have almost no effect on Earth’s temp-
erature. Thus, we can determine the change in Earth’s temperature over two consecutive days (due
to the motion of the Moon) by using Equations (16) — (18). To eliminate the impact of large vari-
ations in CO, concentration in two successive days on temperature, we utilized only D2 values for
days in which the CO, concentration was relatively stable.

The changes in Earth’s temperature each year can be attributed to variations in solar radiation
absorbed by the land and the speed of Earth’s rotation, which are induced by Earth’s revolution to a cer-
tain extent (see Section 2.2.3 above for details). Thus, intra-annual temperature changes can be used to
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Figure 6. The temperature difference (D1) of two consecutive hours on January 1 and 2 from 1979 to 2020. The red and blue
bands represent the standard deviation of the temperature difference data of two consecutive hours on January 1 and January 2,
respectively, during the study period.

quantify the contribution of Earth’s revolution to temperature. Additionally, the results of the Section
2.2.2 show that the influence of the Moon’s movement on intra-annual temperature changes is not neg-
ligible. Since the Moon orbits Earth once per sidereal month, we can reasonably assume that the Moon’s
effect on Earth’s temperature changes is approximately similar each month. The sidereal monthly Earth
temperature averaged over the study period (1979—-2020) is compared with the corresponding solar
declination (Figure 7(A)). Figure 7(B) shows the scatterplot of the mean sidereal monthly Earth temp-
erature versus the corresponding solar declination for each sidereal month during the study period. It
was found that solar declination had a stronger correlation with the mean sidereal monthly temperature
(with an R? 0f 0.928) than the daily temperature (with an R?0f0.786 (Figure 5)). This further suggest that
the variation in mean sidereal monthly temperature is driven by Earth’s revolution.

The CO, concentration in two successive sidereal months is almost constant. Therefore, the temp-
erature difference of consecutive sidereal months (D3) can be used to quantify the impact of the Earth’s
revolution on temperature. To further exclude the influence of CO, on temperature, we used only the
D3 values of sidereal months with stabilized CO, concentrations. The function f;(f) quantifies the
influence of Earth’s revolution on its temperature variation in a year, whereas D3 can be inferred by
taking the derivative of the function f3(¢). It is evident that the derivative of f3(¢) can be fitted to
the time series of D3 by using the Levenberg - Marquardt scheme to obtain its unknown parameters.

Z(t) quantifies the influence of all planets in the solar system on the intra-annual variations in
Earth’s temperature. To eliminate the influence of CO, changes on variations in Earth’s tempera-
ture, we considered the temperature difference between two successive years in which the CO, con-
centration remained nearly unchanged.
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Figure 7. (A) Comparison of sidereal monthly Earth’s temperature data averaged over the period 1979—2020 with solar declina-
tion. The orange band represents the standard deviation of sidereal monthly Earth’s temperature data during the study period.
(B) Scatterplot of sidereal monthly Earth temperature data versus solar declination during the study period.

2.4. Quantifying the contribution of planetary orbits to changes in Earth’s temperature
on an interannual scale

2.4.1. Model specification
In this study, the variation in Earth’s temperature at various time intervals can be defined by.

Tits — Ti = Pigsi + Vigsis (23)

where T;y; — T; is the temperature difference between years i + s and i, and P;;; and Vi, are the
effects of planetary orbits and greenhouse gases on changes in Earth’s temperature between years i
+ s and i, respectively.

Ample physical evidence shows that CO, is the most important gas for controlling Earth’s temp-
erature (Lacis et al. 2010). On the other hand, it is difficult to obtain the records of other greenhouse
gases before 1979. Hence, we equate Earth’s temperature change caused by other greenhouse gases
with the effect of CO,. Equation (23) can be rewritten as 24 based on the near-linear relationship
between CO, and Earth’s temperature change (Figure SPM.10; IPCC Cambridge University Press,
2021).

Tits — Ti = Pipsi +dVigs, i X v, (24)

where dV;y; ; is the difference in CO, concentration between years i + s and i. v is the value of the
Earth’s temperature change caused by 1 ppm CO..

If the effect (v) resulting from a 1 ppm CO, concentration change on Earth’s temperature is
obtained, we can accurately quantify the effect of planetary orbits on Earth’s temperature change
using Equation (24). The estimates from Equation(18) suggest that the effect of planetary orbits
(Z) on Earth’s temperature in different years is irregular. Therefore, it is assumed that the effects
of the planet’s orbit on Earth’s temperature at various time intervals (P;ys;) can be equal to the
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mean (Z) derived from Z during the study period (1836—2020).

Z — Z?:l |Zl|
n b

(25)

Pii=2, (26)

where Z; denotes the effect of planetary orbits on Earth’s temperature change between years i + 1
and i, which can be obtained from Equation (18). n is the number of Z;. Then, we can calculate
the effect (vit, ;) of 1 ppm CO, on temperature at various time intervals by

Ty —Ti—Z

(s € [2,184],i € [1836, 2020 — s]), 27)
AVigs,

Vits, i =
To further improve the estimation accuracy, the mean (v) of v;y, ; is utilized to approximate the
effect (v) of a 1 ppm increase in CO, concentration on global temperature change. In this way, we
obtain the effect of a unit change in CO, concentration on Earth’s temperature, and then the effect
of planetary orbits on Earth’s temperature (P;;,;) between years i + s and i can be obtained via

Pisi=Tips — Ti —dVigs, i X 9, (28)

where ¥ is the optimal approximation of the real effect of 1 ppm CO, on global temperature change,
which is obtained by calculating the average value of all v, ;.

2.4.2. Model validation

Figure 8(A) shows that Earth’s temperature has increased since 1836 (red line). The upward trend in
Earth’s temperature from 1836 to the present can be approximated by fitting a quadratic function to
Earth’s temperature records. We can then approximately remove this upward trend using the quad-
ratic fit function, which is shown by the histogram in Figure 8(A). It can be seen that the histogram
has two large and clear sinusoidal-like cycles during 1836—1964. Each of them has a period of approxi-
mately 61 years and a peak-to-trough amplitude of approximately 0.30-0.35 °C. In fact, there was a
small change in greenhouse gas concentrations before the 1910s, and anthropogenic emissions also
did not show any 61-year cycles before the 1940s (Hansen et al. 2007). Thus, the 61-year cycle temp-
erature change should be caused by changes in the planet’s orbit. Furthermore, the histogram was
smoothed (black line) and shifted by 61 (red line) and 2 x 61 =122 (blue line) years (see Figure
8(B)). A shift of 61 years was chosen to be consistent with the highest temperature period in Table
S1. Figure 8(B) shows that the oscillations of Earth’s detrended temperature among the 1850—1910,
1910—1970 and 1970—2020 periods (each period consisting of 60 years) are fairly similar, and the Pear-
son correlation coefficient of detrended temperatures among the three periods ranges from 0.74 to
0.86.Itis evident that the 61-year cycle temperature change in Figure 8(B) is caused by planetary orbital
changes. Therefore, Earth’s detrended temperature in Figure 8(A) can represent the impact of the pla-
net’s orbit on Earth’s temperature change. In addition, the evident strong symmetry between the 1880-
1920 and 1940-1980 periods indicates that the data in Figure 8(A) before 1920 and 1940—1980 are
more representative of the impact of the planet’s orbit on Earth’s temperature change.

We converted the Earth’s detrended temperatures in Figure 8(A) to the effect of planetary orbits
on Earth’s temperature changes in different years using 1836 as the benchmark. This can be done by
subtracting the detrended temperatures of Earth in 1836 from Earth’s detrended temperature
records, which is shown with the blue line in Figure 9. Then, we compared the result with that
of our model. The comparison shows that the results of both approaches are consistent during
the study period, and they almost completely coincide before 1900. Moreover, a remarkable coinci-
dence of the two curves is found from 1940 to 1980, which also corresponds to the more represen-
tative detrended temperatures. Furthermore, our results exhibit a quantitative concordance with the
subtraction of the black line from the red line in Figure 4 of Hennessy’s study (Hennessy et al. 2004).
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Figure 8. (A) Earth’s temperature record and the detrended temperature of its quadratic fit; (B) eight-year moving average of the
detrended temperature of its quadratic fit and plotted against itself shifted by 61 and 122 years.

These outcomes show that the estimates of the effect of planetary orbits on Earth’s temperature
changes from our model have high confidence.

2.5. Forecasting the effect of planetary orbits on Earth’s temperature from 2021 to 2050

To predict the effect (P) of planetary orbit changes on Earth’s temperature, we constructed a hybrid
forecast model based on long short-term memory (LSTM) (Xiao et al. 2019; Zhong, Hu, and Zhou
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Figure 9. The effect of planetary orbits on global temperature changes in different years (using 1836 as the benchmark) based on
the detrended temperature method and the method of this study.
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2019) and the spectral domain approach (Ghil et al. 2002), which can overcome the deficiency that
LSTM based on the recursive strategy is very sensitive to the accumulation of errors with the fore-
cast horizon. The hybrid forecast model uses the P reconstructed by the spectral domain method as
the input value of the LSTM method and waveform change feature of the predicted P value (2020-
2050) determined by the spectral domain approach to improve the accuracy of LSTM model P fore-
casting from 2021 to 2050.

2.5.1. Reconstructing and forecasting P using the spectral domain method

Since P exhibits significant fluctuations (Figure 9), it can be reconstructed and forecasted reliably if
its phases and frequencies are accurately determined. Based on harmonic approximation theory (i.e.
harmonic approximation models can simulate partial periodic time series (Scafetta 2021; Wang
et al. 2020)), we developed a harmonic approximation model for reconstructing and forecasting
P using all statistically relevant oscillations that could be identified from its historical time series.
The spectral domain approach can determine the periodic components embedded in a time series
by computing the associated periods, amplitudes, and phases, and these individual periodic com-
ponents can be combined to reconstruct and predict the future evolution of the time series.
Thus, the relevant oscillations (i.e. periodic components) can be extracted using spectral analysis
methods to build a harmonic approximation model. In this study, fast Fourier transform (FFT)
and multitaper (MTM) methods were used to identify spurious spectral peaks and extract periodic
components of the P time series. It is worth mentioning that if the FFT spectral peaks were not ver-
ified by the MTM, they were excluded from the harmonic modeling of the P time series.

Based on the identified significant peaks of the P time series and information from the FFT and
MTM decompositions (Supplementary Figure S2), the associated periodic components were recon-
structed in the time domain using the harmonic approximation model. The combination of oscil-
latory signals (P) is written in continuous time as.

M
P, =U+ ZAM sin (27f,, (t — 1836) + 0,,), (29)

m=1

where f, A, and ¢ are the frequency, amplitude, and phase of the sine wave, respectively. ¢ is the year,
and M is the number of extracted significant peaks. U is set to 0.0567 and 0.0713 when the FFT and
MTM frequencies are used, respectively.

2.5.2. Forecasting P based on the LSTM method

LSTM is a recurrent neural network that is capable of learning long-term dependencies between
samples in a sequence by updating states based on both the inputs for the current time step and
network states of what was output in the prior time step methods (Supplementary Text). This capa-
bility makes LSTM a suitable method for predicting P.

The hyperparameters of LSTM (e.g. the number of layers and the number of neurons in each
layer) should be tuned to improve its performance. In this study, 10% of the data from the training
dataset are selected randomly to tune the hyperparameters of LSTM via the Bayesian optimization
method (Cao et al. 2023). We tested different numbers (from 1 to 5) of LSTM layers and combined
the one, two, and three dense layers (also called the fully connected layers). Finally, we chose 4
layers (two LSTM layers and two dense layers) with 64, 32, 64 and 1 neurons. Meanwhile, we per-
formed batch normalization after each hidden layer of the network. The best performance was
obtained for a mini-batch size of 32. The mean square error (MSE) was used as the loss function.
The Adam, RMSprop, AdaGrad, Nesterovs, SGD and Adadelta schemes were tested, and finally, the
Adam scheme was adopted as the optimizer. Furthermore, the number of epochs and the length of
historical input data (timestep) affect P predictions. Through extensive experimentation, we found
that the optimal configuration was 300 epochs and a timestep of 53 years, ensuring the highest pre-
dictive accuracy (Supplementary Figure $4).
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2.5.3. Hybrid forecast model based on LSTM and the spectral domain approach

Figure 10 shows the architecture of the proposed hybrid forecast model based on LSTM and the spec-
tral domain approach. We chose a rolling prediction scheme for the hybrid forecast model. In this
scheme, the spectral domain method is initially applied to reconstruct P from 1837 to 2020 and pre-
dict P from 2021 to 2050. Next, the LSTM model is trained to find a pattern between P at time ¢; and
the input sequence values of its 53 preceding moments at times #;_1, ;_,, and #;_s3 (also called a time
window) using input sequence [P, PP ], where P is the historical values during 1837—-2020, and
PP and PM are the P values during 1837—2020 from the FFT and MTM methods, respectively. The
future prediction is performed based on the input sequence values in its preceding 53 moments using
the identified patterns. Then, their predictions on each horizon are combined through averaging to
produce the final prediction. The final prediction is used as the latest element of the input sequence to
update the sequence, which is further used to predict one more year ahead P. By repeating this pro-
cess, k-year predictions can be achieved. Finally, we predicted P from 2021 to 2050.

3. Results
3.1. The physical response of Earth’s temperature to different astronomical forcings

Our analysis (see Section 2.2) reveals that Earth’s temperature variation over different time scales is
related to changes in Earth’s motion (its revolution and rotation) and, to a lesser extent, to the other
planetary motions. Since the amplitude of the solar-induced temperature signal is negligible during
Earth’s rotation (Eddy, Gilliland, and Hoyt 1982), variations in Earth’s surface albedo influence the
amount of solar radiation absorbed throughout the day, resulting in a quasi-sinusoidal diurnal
temperature variation. The change in Earth’s temperature in two successive hours is primarily
due to the variations in the land temperature (see Section 2.2.1 for further details). By analyzing
the temporal variations in daily lunar declination, Earth-Moon distance, Earth’s temperature and
Earth’s rotation data from 1979 to 2020, it is found that lunar declination and Moon-Earth distance
can indirectly influence Earth’s temperature by affecting the speed of Earth’s rotation (see Section

P sequences
[Bgsrs Bisg > oo ]

Input sequences
B B B
P P5 B

Reconstruction and forecast of P based T
on the spectral domain method

v v v v v
Signal Signal Signal Signal Prediction model Servelas
reconstruction reconstruction prediction prediction based on LSTM e e
based on FFT based on MTM based on FFT based on MTM method clormant
(1837-2020) (1837-2020) (2021-2050) (2021-2050) (1 year ahead) and update
[ I ] the P
¢ sequences

Combine predictions

Final prediction

Prediction of 1
year ahead (P)

Figure 10. The architecture of the proposed hybrid forecast model based on the LSTM and spectral domain approaches for pre-
dicting P. FFT and MTM denote the fast Fourier transform and multitaper methods, respectively.
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2.2.2 for more information). Additionally, the slow periodic changes in the solar declination and, to
a much lesser extent, the Sun-Earth distance mainly cause seasonal and latitudinal variations in
insolation, leading to changes in Earth’s temperature during a year (see Section 2.2.3). In addition,
the up and down swings of the Sun’s position relative to the equatorial plane (caused by the revolu-
tion of the Earth) triggers the seasonal variation of Earth’s rotation in each year (weak deceleration
(72 days), strong acceleration (110 days), strong deceleration (109 days), and weak acceleration (66
days)), which also contributes to oscillations of the temperature difference between two successive
days. The Fourier transform analysis of the annual mean Earth’s temperature from 1836 to 2020
also shows that planetary motion may have influenced interannual variations in Earth’s tempera-
ture by affecting Earth’s orbit and velocity (see Section 2.2.4).

3.2. Contribution of planetary orbits to changes in Earth’s temperature during the year

The parameters of developed mathematical model (Section 2.3) are inferred using historical temp-
erature data to determine the contribution of planetary orbits to Earth’s intra-annual temperature
changes. Figure 11(A) shows that the orbital forcings (i.e. Earth’s revolution around the Sun, Earth’s
rotation, the Moon’s revolution around the Earth and other planet motions) explain ~ 99.79% of
the temperature variation during the year (1979—2020), while the contribution attributable to other
factors (e.g. changes in greenhouse gas concentrations, other human drivers due to aerosols, ozone
and land-use change) is only approximately 0.21%. Earth’s revolution, Earth’s rotation, the Moon’s
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Figure 11. (A) Boxplot of the contributions of various planetary orbits and other factors (e.g. changes in greenhouse gas con-
centrations, other human-related drivers including aerosols, ozone and land-use change) to hourly changes in Earth’s tempera-
ture during the year (boxplot: middle line, median; box, interquartile range (IQR); whiskers, 1.5xIQR). (B) The magnitude of the
annual Earth’s temperature variations in response to (Il) Earth’s revolution, (Ill) Earth’s rotation, (IV) Moon’s revolution, (V) other
planets, and (VI) other factors from 1979 to 2020, and (1) is the observed maximum Earth’s annual temperature change over the
period 1979—2020. The Earth’s temperature changes in each plot are color coded based on their kernel density. The dashed blue,
black, and green colors represent the minimum, mean, and maximum of Earth’s temperature changes.
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revolution, and other planet motions contribute ~ 75.36%, 15.91%, 8.26% and 0.26% to the intra-
annual Earth’s temperature change during 1979—2020, respectively (Figure 11(A)). Figure 11(B)
shows annual variations in Earth’s temperature due to different orbital forcings and other factors
from 1979 to 2020. In this figure, temperature changes are color coded based on their kernel den-
sity. The observed maximum annual temperature change (i.e. the difference in the maximum and
minimum hourly temperatures in that year) from 1979 to 2020 is approximately 4.73-5.46 °C, with
a mean of 5.06 °C. The ranges of temperature variations induced by the Earth’s revolution, Earth’s
rotation, the Moon’s revolution, and the motion of the planets are 3.56-4.15, 0.78-0.82, 0.36-0.47,
and - 0.25-0.23 °C, respectively, with means of 3.81, 0.81, 0.41 and 0.01 °C (Figure 11(B)). The total
temperature changes due to other factors (e.g. changes in greenhouse gas concentrations, other
human-related drivers including aerosols, ozone and land-use change) are ~ 0.01 °C (Figure 11(B)).

Based on the mathematical model developed by us, every 26.8° of the Earth’s orbit around the
Sun (i.e. approximately one sidereal month), 15° of the Earth’s rotation (i.e. approximately one
hour), and 13.2° of the lunar revolution around the Earth (i.e. approximately one day) cause the
Earth’s temperature to vary over the ranges of —1.295 to 1.163, —0.404 to 0.3, and —0.192 to
0.221°C with means of 0.634, 0.069, and 0.041°C, respectively.

3.3. Contribution of planetary orbits to changes in Earth’s temperature on interannual
and longer time scale

We quantified changes in Earth’s temperature induced by planetary orbits and CO, concentrations
from 1837 to 2020 relative to year 1836 (Figure 12; see Section 2.4). Furthermore, we developed a
hybrid forecast model based on LSTM and a spectral domain approach to forecast the effect of pla-
netary orbits on Earth’s temperature over 2021-2050 using historical values over 1837-2020
(Figure 12; see Section 2.5). Six conclusions can be drawn from this figure: (1) the influence of pla-
netary orbits on Earth’s temperature during 1837—2020 can be characterized by sinusoidal-like
cycles of ~60 years, with a peak-to-trough amplitude of approximately 0.25-0.3 °C; (2) these cycles
show a general declining trend from 1837 to 2050, implying that the warming effect of planetary
orbits on the Earth’s temperature is gradually decreasing; (3) planetary orbits warmed the Earth
during 1840-1870, 1903-1945, and 1980 - present by ~ 0.27, 0.19, and 0.14 °C, respectively. On
the other hand, they had an overall cooling effect during 1870—1903 and 1945—1980 of approxi-
mately 0.33 and 0.29 °C, respectively. This suggests that several oscillations in the global tempera-
ture data since 1836 are mainly caused by planetary orbital changes; (4) planetary orbits will
generally cause the global temperature to increase by ~0.13 °C from 2020 to 2027 and decrease
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Figure 12. Earth’s temperature changes due to changes in planetary orbits and CO, concentrations from 1837 to 2050 relative to
1836.
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by ~0.25 °C from 2027 to 2050; (5) the warming effect of CO, was gradual before ~1950, but it
became rapid after ~1950; and (6) the increasing speed of CO, and the warming effect of Earth
caused by it are higher than the impact of the change of the planetary orbits, and the temperature
of the Earth will continue to rise in the future.

It should be noted that in the process of quantifying the effects of different planetary orbits (i.e.
Earth’s rotation, the Moon’s revolution around Earth, Earth’s revolution around the Sun and the
common motion of the seven major planets) on changes in Earth’s temperature, our model assumes
that the effect of total solar radiative on Earth’s temperature remains constant for two consecutive
hours, two consecutive days, two consecutive sidereal months and two consecutive years, which can
help us remove the effect of solar forcing change on Earth’s temperature change (see Section 2.3).
Early measurements of solar radiation lacked continuous high accuracy, which may have led to
some solar-induced temperature changes being included in our estimates. However, it is crucial
to note that the variation in solar radiation is at most 0.5% and approximately 0.1% over a few
days and years, respectively. Consequently, the impact of these variations on consecutive changes
in Earth’s temperature is deemed negligible (Eddy, Gilliland, and Hoyt 1982). Therefore, this has
little effect on our results, and we take the average of these consecutive estimates as the final esti-
mate, which further reduces the error of the model estimate.

Furthermore, our analysis indicates that orbital forcings may trigger a cooling of approximately
0.25 °C over the next 30 years. However, this cooling effect remains smaller than the projected
warming caused by anthropogenic CO, emissions, which is estimated to range between 0.3 and
1.0 °C over the same period, depending on future emission pathways and climate feedbacks
(IPCC Cambridge University Press, 2013; IPCC Cambridge University Press, 2021; Rogelj, Mein-
shausen, and Knutti 2012; Rogelj et al. 2016). While our study highlights the potential influence
of orbital forcings on Earth’s temperature, it also underscores that such mechanisms are insufficient
to counteract the warming driven by human activities. This study provides a systematic perspective
on Earth’s temperature variations and offers insights for predicting future climate trends.

Acknowledgments

The authors are grateful to reviewers and the editor for their constructive comments and suggestions on this paper.
The authors would like to thank the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science Biological and Environmental
Research (BER), the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Climate Program Office, the NOAA Physical
Sciences Laboratory, and the European Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts (ECMWF) for providing the
climate reanalysis data, the Scripps Institution of Oceanography for providing the concentrations of CO,, the NASA
Jet Propulsion Laboratory Developmental Ephemeris for providing the ephemerides for solar-system bodies, and the
International Earth Rotation and Reference Systems Service Rapid Service/Prediction Centre for providing the daily

length of day data.

Disclosure statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the authors.

Funding

This project is funded under the Key Project of Natural Science Foundation of Ningxia Department of Science and
Technology (No. 2024AC02032), Fengyun Satellite Application Pilot Program “Development and Application of
Fengyun all-weather Land Surface Temperature Spatiotemporal Fusion Dataset” (FY-APP-2022.0205) and Natural
Science Foundation of Henan (252300420827).

Author contributions

KM designed the research. MC, KM, Bateni, JC, and Heggy contributed to the results analysis. All authors discussed
the results and contributed to the writing of the paper.



22 (&) M.CAOETAL

Data availability statement

The data that support the findings of this study are openly available. Temperature data can be obtained from the
website of the Climate Data Store (https://cds.climate.copernicus.eu/cdsapp#!/dataset/reanalysis-era5-single-levels-
monthly-means). Daily atmospheric CO, concentration data were downloaded from the Scripps Institution of
Oceanography archive (https://scrippsco2.ucsd.edu/data/atmospheric_co2/index.html). Daily lunar phase infor-
mation was obtained from the Fourmilab Switzerland website (http://www.fourmilab.ch/earthview/pacalc.html).
The daily LOD data were obtained from the Earth’s orientation parameters provided by the International Earth
Rotation (IERS) Rapid Service/Prediction Centre at the U.S. Naval Observatory (https://www.iers.org/IERS/EN/
DataProducts/EarthOrientationData/eop.html). All codes are available at https://doi.org/10.5281/z enodo.7045240.

References

Balling, Robert C., and Randall S. Cerveny. 1995. “Influence of Lunar Phase on Daily Global Temperatures.” Science
267 (5203): 1481-1483. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.267.5203.1481.

Berger, A., M. F. Loutre, and J. Laskar. 1992. “Stability of the Astronomical Frequencies Over the Earth’s History for
Paleoclimate Studies.” Science 255 (5044): 560-566. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.255.5044.560.

Bloschl, Giinter, Julia Hall, Juraj Parajka, A. P. Perdigao Rui, Bruno Merz, Berit Arheimer, T. Aronica Giuseppe, et al.
2017. “Changing Climate Shifts Timing of European Floods.” Science 357 (6351): 588-590. https://doi.org/10.
1126/science.aan2506.

Bradley, Raymond S., and Philip D. Jonest. 1993. “’Little Ice Age’ Summer Temperature Variations: Their Nature and
Relevance to Recent Global Warming Trends.” The Holocene 3 (4): 367-376. https://doi.org/10.1177/
095968369300300409.

Briffa, K. R., T. S. Bartholin, D. Eckstein, P. D. Jones, W. Karlén, F. H. Schweingruber, and P. Zetterberg. 1990. “A
1,400-Year Tree-Ring Record of Summer Temperatures in Fennoscandia.” Nature 346 (6283): 434-439. https://
doi.org/10.1038/346434a0.

Cao, M., K. Mao, Sayed M. Bateni, Changhyun Jun, Jiancheng Shi, Yongming Du, and Guoming Du. 2023.
“Granulation-based LSTM-RF Combination Model for Hourly sea Surface Temperature Prediction.”
International Journal of Digital Earth 16 (1): 3838-3859. https://doi.org/10.1080/17538947.2023.2260779.

Cao, M., K. Mao, Y. Yan, J. Shi, H. Wang, T. Xu, S. Fang, and Z. Yuan. 2021. “A New Global Gridded Sea Surface
Temperature Data Product Based on Multisource Data.” Earth System Science Data 13 (5): 2111-2134. https://doi.
org/10.5194/essd-13-2111-2021.

Carleton, Tamma A., and M. Hsiang Solomon. 2016. “Social and Economic Impacts of Climate.” Science 353 (6304):
aad9837. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aad9837.

Cionco, R. G., and R. H. Compagnucci. 2012. “Dynamical Characterization of the Last Prolonged Solar Minima.”
Advances in Space Research 50 (10): 1434-1444. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2012.07.013.

Cionco, R. G., S. M. Kudryavtsev, and W. W. H. Soon. 2021. “Possible Origin of Some Periodicities Detected in Solar-
Terrestrial Studies: Earth’s Orbital Movements.” Earth and Space Science 8 (8): €2021EA001805. https://doi.org/
10.1029/2021EA001805.

Condon, J. J., and R. R. Schmidt. 1975. “Planetary Tides and Sunspot Cycles.” Solar Physics 42 (2): 529-532. https://
doi.org/10.1007/BF00149930.

Eddy, John A. 1976. “The Maunder Minimum.” Science 192 (4245): 1189-1202. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.192.
4245.1189.

Eddy, John A, Ronald L. Gilliland, and Douglas V. Hoyt. 1982. “Changes in the Solar Constant and Climatic Effects.”
Nature 300 (5894): 689-693. https://doi.org/10.1038/300689a0.

Fletcher, Sara, E. Mikaloff, and Hinrich Schaefer. 2019. “Rising Methane: A New Climate Challenge.” Science 364
(6444): 932-933. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aax1828.

Friis-Christensen, E., and K. Lassen. 1991. “Length of the Solar Cycle: An Indicator of Solar Activity Closely
Associated with Climate.” Science 254 (5032): 698-700. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.254.5032.698.

Gee, Henry. 1999. “Moonlight and Global Warming.” Nature, 4-9. https://doi.org/10.1038/news99062.

Ghil, M., M. R. Allen, M. D. Dettinger, K. Ide, D. Kondrashov, M. E. Mann, A. W. Robertson, et al. 2002. “Advanced
Spectral Methods for Climatic Time Series.” Reviews of Geophysics 40 (1): 3-1-3-41. https://doi.org/10.1029/
2000RG000092.

Gottsche, Frank-M., and Folke-S. Olesen. 2009. “Modelling the Effect of Optical Thickness on Diurnal Cycles of Land
Surface Temperature.” Remote Sensing of Environment 113 (11): 2306-2316. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2009.06.006.

Graham, Robert M., Stephen R. Hudson, and Marion Maturilli. 2019. “Improved Performance of ERA5 in Arctic
Gateway Relative to Four Global Atmospheric Reanalyses.” Geophysical Research Letters 46 (11): 6138-6147.
https://doi.org/10.1029/2019GL082781.

Gribbin, John. 1973. “Planetary Alignments, Solar Activity and Climatic Change.” Nature 246 (5434): 453-454.
https://doi.org/10.1038/246453a0.


https://cds.climate.copernicus.eu/cdsapp#!/dataset/reanalysis-era5-single-levels-monthly-means
https://cds.climate.copernicus.eu/cdsapp#!/dataset/reanalysis-era5-single-levels-monthly-means
https://scrippsco2.ucsd.edu/data/atmospheric_co2/index.html
http://www.fourmilab.ch/earthview/pacalc.html
https://www.iers.org/IERS/EN/
https://doi.org/10.5281/z
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.267.5203.1481
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.255.5044.560
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aan2506
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aan2506
https://doi.org/10.1177/095968369300300409
https://doi.org/10.1177/095968369300300409
https://doi.org/10.1038/346434a0
https://doi.org/10.1038/346434a0
https://doi.org/10.1080/17538947.2023.2260779
https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-13-2111-2021
https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-13-2111-2021
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aad9837
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2012.07.013
https://doi.org/10.1029/2021EA001805
https://doi.org/10.1029/2021EA001805
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00149930
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00149930
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.192.4245.1189
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.192.4245.1189
https://doi.org/10.1038/300689a0
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aax1828
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.254.5032.698
https://doi.org/10.1038/news99062
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000RG000092
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000RG000092
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2009.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1029/2019GL082781
https://doi.org/10.1038/246453a0

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF DIGITAL EARTH e 23

Guiot, J., A. Pons, J. L. de Beaulieu, and M. Reille. 1989. “A 140,000-Year Continental Climate Reconstruction from
Two European Pollen Records.” Nature 338 (6213): 309-313. https://doi.org/10.1038/338309a0.

Hansen, J., M. Sato, R. Ruedy, P. Kharecha, A. Lacis, R. Miller, L. Nazarenko, et al. 2007. “Climate Simulations for
1880-2003 with GISS ModelE.” Climate Dynamics 29 (7-8): 661-696. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00382-007-0255-8.

Hays, J. D., John Imbrie, and N. J. Shackleton. 1976. “Variations in the Earth’s Orbit: Pacemaker of the Ice Ages.”
Science 194 (4270): 1121-1132. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.194.4270.1121.

Hennessy, K., Kathleen McInnes, Kevin Walsh, Albert Pittock, J. Bathols, and R. Suppiah. 2004. “Climate Change in
the Northern Territory.”

Hersbach, Hans, Bill Bell, Paul Berrisford, Shoji Hirahara, Andras Horanyi, Joaquin Mufioz-Sabater, Julien Nicolas,
et al. 2020. “The ERAS5 Global Reanalysis.” Quarterly Journal of the Royal Meteorological Society 146 (730): 1999-
2049. https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.3803.

Hinnov, Linda A. 2013. “Cyclostratigraphy and Its Revolutionizing Applications in the Earth and Planetary Sciences.”
Geological Society of America Bulletin 125 (11-12): 1703-1734. https://doi.org/10.1130/b30934.1.

IPCC. 1990. Climate Change: The IPCC Scientific Assessment Contribution of Working Group I to the First Assessment
Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. New York: Cambridge University Press.

IPCC. 1996. “Climate Change 1995: The Science of Climate Change.” In The Contribution of Working Group 1 to the
Second Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. New York: Cambridge University
Press.

IPCC. 2001. “Climate Change 2001: The Scientific Basis.” In Contribution of Working Group I to the Third Assessment
Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. New York: Cambridge University Press.

IPCC. 2007. “Summary for Policymakers.” In: Climate Change 2007: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of
Working Group I to the Fourth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

IPCC. 2013. “Summary for Policymakers.” In: Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of
Working Group I to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

IPCC. 2021. “Summary for Policymakers.” In: Climate Change 2021: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of
Working Group I to the Sixth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Keeling, Charles D., and P. Whorf Timothy. 1997. “Possible Forcing of Global Temperature by the Oceanic Tides.”
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 94 (16): 8321-8328. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.94.16.8321.
Kump, Lee. 2018. “Climate Change and Marine Mass Extinction.” Science 362 (6419): 1113-1114. https://doi.org/10.

1126/science.aav736.

Lacis, Andrew A., A. Schmidt Gavin, David Rind, and A. Ruedy Reto. 2010. “Atmospheric CO2: Principal Control
Knob Governing Earth’s Temperature.” Science 330 (6002): 356-359. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1190653.
Lainey, Valéry, Luis Gomez Casajus, Jim Fuller, Marco Zannoni, Paolo Tortora, Nicholas Cooper, Carl Murray, et al.
2020. “Resonance Locking in Giant Planets Indicated by the Rapid Orbital Expansion of Titan.” Nature Astronomy

4 (11): 1053-1058. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-020-1120-5.

Lashof, Daniel A., and Dilip R. Ahuja. 1990. “Relative Contributions of Greenhouse Gas Emissions to Global
Warming.” Nature 344 (6266): 529-531. https://doi.org/10.1038/344529a0.

Lassen, K., and E. Friis-Christensen. 1995. “Variability of the Solar Cycle Length During the Past Five Centuries and
the Apparent Association with Terrestrial Climate.” Journal of Atmospheric and Terrestrial Physics 57 (8): 835-
845. https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9169(94)00088-6.

Laufkotter, Charlotte, Jakob Zscheischler, and L. Frélicher Thomas. 2020. “High-impact Marine Heatwaves
Attributable to Human-Induced Global Warming.” Science 369 (6511): 1621-1625. https://doi.org/10.1126/
science.aba0690.

Levitus, Sydney, I. Antonov John, Julian Wang, L. Delworth Thomas, W. Dixon Keith, and J. Broccoli Anthony. 2001.
“Anthropogenic Warming of Earth’s Climate System.” Science 292 (5515): 267-270. https://doi.org/10.1126/
science.1058154.

Li, Guoqing. 2005. “27.3-day and 13.6-day Atmospheric Tide and Lunar Forcing on Atmospheric Circulation.”
Advances in Atmospheric Sciences 22 (3): 359-374. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02918750.

Lin, Jialin, and Taotao Qian. 2019. “Switch Between El Nino and La Nina is Caused by Subsurface Ocean Waves
Likely Driven by Lunar Tidal Forcing.” Scientific Reports 9 (1): 13106. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-
49678-w.

Maeder, Andre M., and Vesselin G. Gueorguiev. 2021. “On the Relation of the Lunar Recession and the Length-of-
the-day.” Astrophysics and Space Science 366 (10): 101. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10509-021-04004-7.

Marsicek, Jeremiah, Bryan N. Shuman, Patrick J. Bartlein, Sarah L. Shafer, and Simon Brewer. 2018. “Reconciling
Divergent Trends and Millennial Variations in Holocene Temperatures.” Nature 554 (7690): 92-96. https://doi.
org/10.1038/nature25464.

Mauk, F. J., and M. J. S. Johnston. 1973. “On the Triggering of Volcanic Eruptions by Earth Tides.” Journal of
Geophysical Research 78 (17): 3356-3362. https://doi.org/10.1029/JB078i017p03356


https://doi.org/10.1038/338309a0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00382-007-0255-8
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.194.4270.1121
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.3803
https://doi.org/10.1130/b30934.1
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.94.16.8321
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aav736
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aav736
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1190653
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-020-1120-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/344529a0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9169(94)00088-6
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aba0690
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aba0690
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1058154
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1058154
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02918750
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-49678-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-49678-w
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10509-021-04004-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature25464
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature25464
https://doi.org/10.1029/JB078i017p03356

24 M. CAOET AL.

Mauk, F. ], and J. Kienle. 1973. “Microearthquakes at St. Augustine Volcano, Alaska, Triggered by Earth Tides.”
Science 182 (4110): 386-389. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.182.4110.386.

McKinnell, Stewart M., and William R. Crawford. 2007. “The 18.6-Year Lunar Nodal Cycle and Surface Temperature
Variability in the Northeast Pacific.” Journal of Geophysical Research: Oceans 112 (C2). https://doi.org/10.1029/
2006JC003671.

Milankovictch, Milutin. 1969. Canon of Insolation and the ice-age Problem (Kanon der Erdbestrahlung und Seine
Anwendung auf das Eiszeitenproblem) Belgrade, 1941. Springfield, VA: Israel Program for Scientific Translations.

Mitchell, Ross N., Thomas M. Gernon, Grant M. Cox, Adam R. Nordsvan, Uwe Kirscher, Chuang Xuan, Yebo Liu,
Xu Liu, and Xiaofang He. 2021. “Orbital Forcing of ice Sheets During Snowball Earth.” Nature Communications 12
(1): 4187. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-24439-4.

Raymo, M. E,, K. Ganley, S. Carter, D. W. Oppo, and J. McManus. 1998. “Millennial-scale Climate Instability During
the Early Pleistocene Epoch.” Nature 392 (6677): 699-702. https://doi.org/10.1038/33658.

Rogelj, Joeri, Malte Meinshausen, and Reto Knutti. 2012. “Global Warming Under old and new Scenarios Using
IPCC Climate Sensitivity Range Estimates.” Nature Climate Change 2 (4): 248-253. https://doi.org/10.1038/
nclimate1385.

Rogelj, Joeri, Michiel Schaeffer, Pierre Friedlingstein, Nathan P. Gillett, Detlef P. van Vuuren, Keywan Riahi, Myles
Allen, and Reto Knutti. 2016. “Differences Between Carbon Budget Estimates Unravelled.” Nature Climate Change
6 (3): 245-252. https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2868.

Scafetta, Nicola. 2010. “Empirical Evidence for a Celestial Origin of the Climate Oscillations and Its Implications.”
Journal of Atmospheric and Solar-Terrestrial Physics 72 (13): 951-970. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jastp.2010.04.015.

Scafetta, Nicola. 2016. “High Resolution Coherence Analysis Between Planetary and Climate Oscillations.” Advances
in Space Research 57 (10): 2121-2135. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2016.02.029.

Scafetta, Nicola. 2021. “Reconstruction of the Interannual to Millennial Scale Patterns of the Global Surface
Temperature.” Atmosphere 12 (2): 147. https://doi.org/10.3390/atmos12020147.

Scafetta, Nicola, Franco Milani, Antonio Bianchini, and Sergio Ortolani. 2016. “On the Astronomical Origin of the
Hallstatt Oscillation Found in Radiocarbon and Climate Records Throughout the Holocene.” Earth-Science
Reviews 162:24-43. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2016.09.004.

Slivinski, Laura C., Gilbert P. Compo, Jeffrey S. Whitaker, Prashant D. Sardeshmukh, Benjamin S. Giese, Chesley
McColl, Rob Allan, et al. 2019. “Towards a More Reliable Historical Reanalysis: Improvements for Version 3
of the Twentieth Century Reanalysis System.” Quarterly Journal of the Royal Meteorological Society 145 (724):
2876-2908. https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.3598.

Stroup, D. F.,, D. R. Bohnenstiehl, M. Tolstoy, F. Waldhauser, and R. T. Weekly. 2007. “Pulse of the Seafloor: Tidal
Triggering of Microearthquakes at 9°50'N East Pacific Rise.” Geophysical Research Letters 34: L15301. https://doi.
org/10.1029/2007GL030088.

Wang, T., H. Leung, J. Zhao, and W. Wang. 2020. “Multiseries Featural LSTM for Partial Periodic Time-Series
Prediction: A Case Study for Steel Industry.” IEEE Transactions on Instrumentation and Measurement 69 (9):
5994-6003. https://doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2020.2967247.

Wang, Zhiren, Dexing Wu, Xuejia Song, Xueen Chen, and Stephen Nicholls. 2012. “Sun-Moon Gravitation-Induced
Wave Characteristics and Climate Variation.” Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres 117: D07102. https://
doi.org/10.1029/2011JD016967.

Westerhold, Thomas, Norbert Marwan, Joy Drury Anna, Diederik Liebrand, Claudia Agnini, Eleni Anagnostou, S. K.
Barnet James, et al. 2020. “An Astronomically Dated Record of Earth’s Climate and its Predictability Over the Last
66 Million Years.” Science 369 (6509): 1383-1387. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aba6853.

Williams, George E. 2000. “Geological Constraints on the Precambrian History of Earth’s Rotation and the Moon’s
Orbit.” Reviews of Geophysics 38 (1): 37-59. https://doi.org/10.1029/1999RG900016.

Willson, Richard C. 2014. “ACRIM3 and the Total Solar Irradiance Database.” Astrophysics and Space Science 352 (2):
341-352. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10509-014-1961-4.

Xiao, Changjiang, Nengcheng Chen, Chuli Hu, Ke Wang, Jianya Gong, and Zeqiang Chen. 2019. “Short and mid-
Term Sea Surface Temperature Prediction Using Time-Series Satellite Data and LSTM-AdaBoost Combination
Approach.” Remote Sensing of Environment 233:111358. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2019.111358.

Yasuda, Ichiro. 2018. “Impact of the Astronomical Lunar 18.6-yr Tidal Cycle on El-Nifo and Southern Oscillation.”
Scientific Reports 8 (1): 15206. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-33526-4.

Zhang, Xu, Stephen Barker, Gregor Knorr, Gerrit Lohmann, Russell Drysdale, Youbin Sun, David Hodell, and Fahu
Chen. 2021. “Direct Astronomical Influence on Abrupt Climate Variability.” Nature Geoscience 14 (11): 819-826.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41561-021-00846-6.

Zhang, Shuichang, Xiaomei Wang, U. Hammarlund Emma, Huajian Wang, M. Mafalda Costa, J. Bjerrum Christian,
N. Connelly James, Baomin Zhang, Lizeng Bian, and E. Canfield Donald. 2015. “Orbital Forcing of Climate 1.4
Billion Years ago.” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 112 (12): E1406-E1413. https://doi.org/10.
1073/pans.1502239112.

Zhong, Liheng, Lina Hu, and Hang Zhou. 2019. “Deep Learning Based Multi-Temporal Crop Classification.” Remote
Sensing of Environment 221:430-443. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2018.11.032.


https://doi.org/10.1126/science.182.4110.386
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JC003671
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JC003671
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-24439-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/33658
https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate1385
https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate1385
https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2868
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jastp.2010.04.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2016.02.029
https://doi.org/10.3390/atmos12020147
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2016.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.3598
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007GL030088
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007GL030088
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2020.2967247
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JD016967
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JD016967
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aba6853
https://doi.org/10.1029/1999RG900016
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10509-014-1961-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2019.111358
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-33526-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41561-021-00846-6
https://doi.org/10.1073/pans.1502239112
https://doi.org/10.1073/pans.1502239112
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2018.11.032

Peer review status:

This is a non-peer-reviewed preprint submitted to EarthArXiv.



Evaluation and prediction of the Effects of Planetary Orbital Variations to

Earth’s Temperature Changes

Mengmeng Cao'f, Kebiao Mao'*, Sayed M. Bateni?, Jing M. Chen**, Essam Heggy™,
Jong-Seong Kug’, Xinyi Shen®

IState Key Laboratory of Efficient Utilization of Arid and Semi-arid Arable Land in Northern China, Institute of
Agricultural Resources and Regional Planning, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing, 100081,
China.

’Department of Civil and Environmental Engineering and Water Resources Research Center, University of Hawaii
at Manoa, Honolulu, HI 96822, USA.

3School of Geographical Sciences, Fujian Normal University, Fuzhou, 350117, China.

“Department of Geography and Planning, University of Toronto, Ontario, Canada M5S 3G3.

SViterbi School of Engineering, University of Southern California, Los Angeles, CA 90089, USA.

%Jet Propulsion Laboratory, California Institute of Technology, Pasadena, CA 91109, USA.

"Division of Environmental Science & Engineering, Pohang University of Science and Technology, Korea.
8School of freshwater sciences, University of Wisconsin Milwaukee, Milwaukee, W1, 53204, USA.
*Correspondence to: maokebiao@caas.cn

tThese authors contributed equally to this work and should be considered co-first authors.

Declarations:
Conflict of Interest: The authors declared that they have no conflict of interest.

Funding: Key Project of Natural Science Foundation of Ningxia Department of Science and
Technology (No. 2024AC02032), Fengyun Satellite Application Pilot Program "Development and
Application of Fengyun all-weather Land Surface Temperature Spatiotemporal Fusion Dataset"
(FY-APP-2022.0205).

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of
Science Biological and Environmental Research (BER), the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration Climate Program Office, the NOAA Physical Sciences Laboratory, and the
European Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts (ECMWF) for providing the climate
reanalysis data, the Scripps Institution of Oceanography for providing the concentrations of CO2,
the NASA Jet Propulsion Laboratory Developmental Ephemeris for providing the ephemerides for
solar-system bodies, and the International Earth Rotation and Reference Systems Service Rapid
Service/Prediction Centre for providing the daily length of day data.

Citation: Cao M., Mao K., Sayed M. B., Chen J., Heggy E., Kug J., Shen X., Evaluation and
prediction of the Effects of Planetary Orbital Variations to Earth’s Temperature Changes,
EarthArXiv, 2024, 12, DOI: https://doi.org/10.31223/X52T56 .



https://doi.org/10.31223/X52T56

Cover letter

Three years ago, we completed our research work on " Evaluation and prediction of the Effects
of Planetary Orbital Variations to Earth’s Temperature Changes", and then we submitted the paper
to the journal Science, and later it was submitted to the journal Nature. We told the editors that this
work is very valuable and meaningful, and will comprehensively promote our consideration of the
impact of planet orbits in climate change research. They conducted multiple reviews and
discussions, and finally suggested that we submit the paper to a professional journal. After we
switched to several professional journals, the editors still couldn't find suitable reviewers. The
reason is that the research direction we are currently conducting is a completely new direction.
Although the editors invited over 50 reviewers from around the world, two of them gave high
praise. Although few others gave negative reviews, they did not provide further comments or
refuse to review this paper.

Although a little previous analyses have been conducted, this original work will
comprehensively open up how we consider the impact of planetary orbit changes in climate
change research, which will make this research a milestone. Therefore, we have decided not to
wait anymore because EarthArXiv provides a great platform for showcasing research that is
highly innovative and difficult to recognize at the moment, promoting progress and
communication in new research directions. In addition, we also conducted another original
research “Influence and Prediction of Planetary Orbital Changes on Earth's Atmospheric
Water Vapor Variations” . These two papers are as follows, and please provide guidance
from you. Many thanks for them and for you.

1. Cao M., Mao K., Sayed M. B., Chen J., Heggy E., Kug J., Shen X., Evaluation and prediction
of the Effects of Planetary Orbital Variations to Earth’s Temperature Changes, EarthArXiv,
2024, 12, DOI: https://doi.org/10.31223/X52T56 .

2. XuL.,Mao K., Sayed M., Cao M, Dube T., Guo Z., Abiodun B., Yuan Z., Maaza M., Influence
and Prediction of Planetary Orbital Changes on Earth's Atmospheric Water Vapor Variations,
EarthArXiv, 2025, 1, DOI: https://doi.org/10.31223/X5CM69 .

Keywords: Planetary Orbital Variations, Earth’s Temperature Changes, Climate Change
Dates Published: 2024-12-11 23:05

License: CC BY Attribution 4.0 International


https://doi.org/10.31223/X52T56
https://doi.org/10.31223/X5CM69

Evaluation and prediction of the Effects of Planetary Orbital Variations
to Earth’s Temperature Changes

Mengmeng Cao'f, Kebiao Mao'*¥, Sayed M. Bateni?, Jing M. Chen®*, Essam Heggy™*,
Jong-Seong Kug’, Xinyi Shen®

IState Key Laboratory of Efficient Utilization of Arid and Semi-arid Arable Land in Northern China, Institute
of Agricultural Resources and Regional Planning, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing, 100081,
China.

’Department of Civil and Environmental Engineering and Water Resources Research Center, University of
Hawaii at Manoa, Honolulu, HI 96822, USA.

3School of Geographical Sciences, Fujian Normal University, Fuzhou, 350117, China.

“Department of Geography and Planning, University of Toronto, Ontario, Canada M5S 3G3.

SViterbi School of Engineering, University of Southern California, Los Angeles, CA 90089, USA.

®Jet Propulsion Laboratory, California Institute of Technology, Pasadena, CA 91109, USA.

"Division of Environmental Science & Engineering, Pohang University of Science and Technology, Korea.
8School of freshwater sciences, University of Wisconsin Milwaukee, Milwaukee, W1, 53204, USA.
*Correspondence to: maokebiao@caas.cn

tThese authors contributed equally to this work and should be considered co-first authors.

Abstract: Existing climate studies mainly assessed the effect of greenhouse gases and aerosols,
among other forcings on Earth’s temperature. None of them has not evaluated the effect of the
planetary orbital changes on Earth’s temperature. Here, we deconvolved the effects of greenhouse
gases and planetary orbital changes on Earth’s temperature and to forecast the latter at different
time scales. Our results suggest that Earth’s revolution and rotation prompted ~75.4% and 15.9%
of the observed Earth’s intra-annual temperature changes, while Moon’s revolution and other
planet motions accounted for 8.3% and 0.3%, respectively. Planetary orbits contributed to ~11.5%
of global warming since 1837 and will continue to warm the Earth by ~0.13 °C from 2020 to 2027.
However, planetary orbits may trigger ~0.25 °C of Earth’s cooling from 2027 to 2050, which is
still below the impact of CO; and will not be enough to reverse the warming trend in the short
term. The changes in Earth's temperature are determined by the orbital changes of planets
and the impact of human activities. The changes in planetary orbits are beyond human
control, so studying the impact of planetary orbit changes on Earth's temperature changes
is crucial for the long-term development of humanity. This study has opened up a new
research direction for climate change and is of milestone significance.

Main Text: Changes in Earth’s temperature (i.e., the average global temperature) govern the
evolution of its climatic, biological and hydrologic conditions, which in turn define the planet
habitability for both humans and organisms '**. Earth’s temperature has risen by approximately
1.37 °C and 0.86 °C since 1836 and 1979, respectively, mostly attributed to the increase in
greenhouse gases %, Six separate assessment reports from the United Nations (UN)
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) during the last decades concluded that global
warming is mainly driven by greenhouse gas emissions due to human activities °'#. Only the fifth
and sixth IPCC reports quantified the human-induced contribution to the observed temperature
change using long-term observational datasets and improved climate models.

The concentration of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere has risen monotonically since 1836,
while Earth’s temperature records show significant oscillations over the same period. Additionally,
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the rise in Earth’s temperature appears to be part of a long-term warming that began before the
industrial era in the 17th century '>!¢, Moreover, paleoclimate data from various sources (e.g., ice
cores, deep-sea sediments, tree rings, pollen, corals and glaciers) demonstrate preindustrial
temperature oscillations 7?2, Taken together, these observations imply that the drivers of global
warming are complex and that other factors can modulate the greenhouse gas effect.

Planetary orbital changes have been important drivers of temperature variation throughout Earth’s
evolution as they impact heat transfer from the sun to the upper atmosphere 232, While these
orbital changes are minor and account for a few centimeters per year 2?426-28  their integrated
effect over the last 185 years on the changes in global temperature can be examined if we
successfully deconvolve the augmentation caused by greenhouse gases. Unlike the steady increase
in greenhouse gas concentrations in the atmosphere over the past 185 years that has continuously
increased Earth’s temperature, the effect of planetary orbits on Earth’s temperature is complex.
The external gravitational forces acting on the Earth during its revolution vary due to planetary
geometry, ultimately perturbing the orbital geometry of Earth 2?8, Some basic parameters of
Earth’s orbit, such as eccentricity, axial tilt, and the precession of equinoxes, vary cyclically,
resulting in complex interactions among various components of the Earth’s system and therefore
periodically changes Earth’s temperature 2"-*-*!. For example, Earth’s temperature has different
cycles of approximately 100000, 40000, 20000, 2100—2500, 1200—1800, 200, and 50—70 years,
which are in phase with the cycles of gravitational perturbations induced by planets of the solar
system, primarily Jupiter, Moon, Uranus, Neptune and Saturn 2%3!-3_ Therefore, their positive
contribution can exacerbate anthropogenic warming of Earth. In contrast, a negative contribution
of planetary orbits to Earth’s temperature can attenuate human-induced warming for a short time-
scale, causing oscillations in Earth’s temperature. While existing studies have highlighted that the
Earth’s climate system is modulated by a number of astrodynamical phenomena 37, they did not
quantify the effect of the changes in planetary orbits on the Earth’s temperature changes.

To address this deficiency in comprehensive assessment of Earth’s temperature variation, we
developed a conceptual framework to investigate the effect of different planetary orbits on Earth’s
temperature change from 1836 to 2020 for different time scales. For this purpose, we first
eliminated the influence of greenhouse gases on the Earth’s temperature and built several
mathematical models that quantify the contribution of different planetary orbital variations to
Earth’s intra-annual temperature changes. A conceptual diagram showing the effect of different
orbits on the Earth’s intra-annual temperature is shown in Fig. 1. The Earth’s rotation and the
Moon’s revolution around the Earth affect the temperature on the daily and lunar sidereal periods,
respectively. Their influence on the Earth’s intra-annual temperature is represented by the
sinusoidal-like function f; and the irregularly changing function f,, respectively (see Fig. 1).
Considering only the Earth-Sun system, the influence of the Earth’s revolution around the Sun on
the Earth’s intra-annual temperature can be represented by the function f; in Fig. 1. The curves f;,
f2, and f3 are superimposed to find the simultaneous effects of Earth’s rotation, Moon’s revolution
around Earth, and Earth’s revolution around the Sun on Earth’s temperature during each year.

The motions of the other seven major planets in the solar system (namely, Mercury, Mars, Jupitar,
Saturn, Neptune, Venus and Uranus) have a subtle impact on the Earth’s temperature on intra-
annual and interannual time scales, as shown by the functions Z;—Z77 in Fig. 1. Mathematically
speaking, their influence on the Earth’s temperature can be taken into account by superimposing
the functions Z1—Z7 on the curves f; — f5. Furthermore, we quantified the respective impacts of
planetary orbital changes and CO: concentrations (the dominant greenhouse gas) on Earth’s
temperature changes on an interannual time scale by developing a robust mathematical model. In
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addition, a hybrid model was developed based on the long short-term memory (LSTM) and
spectral domain approaches to forecast the effect of planetary orbits on Earth’s temperature. This
study advances our understanding of the influence of planetary orbits and CO> concentrations on
Earth’s temperature over a wide range of time scales from hours to years. This understanding is of
great importance for analyzing future climate change and assessing climate change mitigation
policies and sustainable development practices.
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Fig. 1. A simplified diagram showing the effects of different planetary orbits on the Earth’s
temperature (T), which consists of two parts: (A) Physical based on our knowledge of the
separation between the sun and the earth (B) the proposed mathematical method to quantify the
effect of different planetary orbits on (A) and hence on the Earth’s temperature.

Results
The physical response of Earth’s temperature to different orbits

Our analyses reveal that the Earth’s temperature variation over different time scales is related to
the Earth’s motion state (its revolution and rotation) and, to a lesser extent, the other planets’ orbital
motions. Since the variation of the solar-induced temperature is negligible during each Earth’s
rotation *, the quasi-sinusoidal diurnal variation in Earth’s temperature (Supplementary Fig. S1)
is mainly due to the uneven distribution of land and sea on the Earth’s surface causing a difference
in surface albedo. The change in the Earth’s temperature in two successive hours is due to the
variations in the land temperature (see Section 1.1 in the Supplementary Materials for further
details). By analyzing the temporal variations in daily lunar declination (), Earth-Moon distance,
Earth’s temperature and Earth’s rotation data from 1979 to 2020 (Supplementary Fig. S4), it is
found that lunar declination and Moon-Earth distance can indirectly influence Earth’s temperature
by affecting the speed of Earth’s rotation (see Section 1.2 in the Supplementary Materials for more
information). Additionally, the slow periodic changes in the solar declination and, to a much lesser
extent, the Sun-Earth distance mainly cause seasonal and latitudinal variations in insolation,
leading to changes in the Earth’s temperature during a year (see Section 1.3 in the Supplementary
Materials). In addition, the up and down swing of the Sun’s position relative to the equatorial plane
(caused by the revolution of the Earth) triggers the seasonal variation of the Earth’s rotation in
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each year (weak deceleration (72 days), strong acceleration (110 days), strong deceleration (109
days), and weak acceleration (66 days)), which also contributes to oscillations of the temperature
difference between two successive days (Supplementary Fig. S4C). The Fourier transform analysis
(Supplementary Table S1) of the annual mean Earth’s temperature from 1836 to 2020 also shows
that planetary motion may have indirectly impacted the interannual Earth’s temperature by
affecting Earth’s orbit and velocity (Supplementary Section 1.4).

Contribution of planetary orbits to changes in Earth’s temperature during the year

The developed mathematical model (see Section 1 in Methods) is merged with historical
temperature data to determine the contribution of planetary orbits to Earth’s intra-annual
temperature changes. Fig. 2A shows that the orbital forcings (i.e., Earth’s revolution around the
Sun, Earth’s rotation, Moon’s revolution around the Earth and other planet motions) cause ~ 99.79%
of the temperature change during the year (1979-2020), while the contribution attributable to other
factors (e.g., changes in greenhouse gas concentrations, other human drivers due to aerosols, ozone
and land-use change) is only approximately 0.21%. Earth’s revolution, Earth’s rotation, the
Moon’s revolution, and other planet motions contribute ~ 75.36%, 15.91%, 8.26% and 0.26% to
the intra-annual Earth’s temperature change during 1979-2020, respectively (Fig. 2A). Fig. 2B
shows the annual Earth’s temperature variations due to different orbital forcings and other factors
from 1979 to 2020. In this figure, temperature changes are color coded based on their kernel
density. The observed maximum annual temperature change (i.e., the difference in the maximum
and minimum hourly temperatures in that year) from 1979 to 2020 is approximately 4.73—-5.46 °C,
with a mean of 5.06 °C. The ranges of temperature variations induced by the Earth’s revolution,
Earth’s rotation, the Moon’s revolution, and the motion of the planets are 3.56—4.15, 0.78-0.82,
0.36-0.47, and -0.25-0.23 °C, respectively, with means of 3.81, 0.81, 0.41 and 0.01 °C (Fig. 2B).
The total temperature changes due to other factors (e.g., changes in greenhouse gas concentrations,
other human-related drivers including aerosols, ozone and land-use change) are ~ 0.01 °C (Fig.
2B).
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Fig. 2. (A) Boxplot of the contributions of various planetary orbits and other factors (e.g., changes
in greenhouse gas concentrations, other human-related drivers including aerosols, ozone and land-
use change) to the Earth’s intra-annual temperature changes during 1979-2020 (boxplot: middle
line, median; box, interquartile range (IQR); whiskers, 1.5xIQR). (B) The magnitude of the annual
Earth’s temperature variations in response to (II) Earth’s revolution, (III) Earth’s rotation, (IV)
Moon’s revolution, (V) other planets, and (VI) other factors from 1979 to 2020, and (I) is the
observed maximum Earth’s annual temperature change over the period 1979-2020. The Earth’s
temperature changes in each plot are color coded based on their kernel density. The dashed blue,
black, and green colors represent the minimum, mean, and maximum of Earth’s temperature
changes.

Based on our developed mathematical model, every 26.8° of the Earth’s orbit around the Sun (i.e.,
approximately one sidereal month), 15° of the Earth’s rotation (i.e., approximately one hour), and
13.2° of the lunar revolution around the Earth (i.e., approximately one day) cause the Earth’s
temperature to vary over the ranges of -1.295-1.163, -0.404-0.3, and -0.192-0.221°C with means
0f 0.634, 0.069, and 0.041°C, respectively.



Contribution of planetary orbits to changes in Earth’s temperature on an interannual scale

We quantified the contribution of planetary orbits and CO; concentrations to Earth’s temperature
changes from 1837 to 2020 using the year 1836 as the benchmark (Fig. 3A). The contribution of
planetary orbits to the interannual variations in Earth’s temperature was dominant (more than 50%)
before 1920, with the highest value of 97.6% in 1837. On the other hand, interannual changes in
the Earth’s temperature were mainly controlled by the increase in CO, concentration after 1920,
especially in the last two decades. Notably, the contribution of CO» to Earth’s warming from 2000—
2020 was approximately 86% (see Section 2 in Methods).

Figure 3B compares the influence of planetary orbits on the Earth’s temperature with that of the
CO; concentration from 1837 to 2020. We developed a hybrid forecast model based on LSTM and
a spectral domain approach to forecast the effect of planetary orbits on Earth’s temperature over
2021-2050 using historical values over 1837-2020 (Fig. 3B; see Section 3 in Methods). Five
conclusions can be drawn from this figure: (1) the influence of planetary orbits on the Earth’s
temperature during 1837—2020 can be characterized by sinusoidal-like cycles of ~60 years, with a
peak-to-trough amplitude of approximately 0.25-0.3 °C; (2) These cycles show a general declining
trend from 1837 to 2050, implying that planetary orbits have a cooling effect on the Earth over
more than two centuries; (3) Planetary orbits generally warmed up the Earth during 1840-1870,
1903-1945, and 1980—present by ~ 0.27, 0.19, and 0.14 °C, respectively. On the other hand, they
had an overall cooling effect during 1870—1903 and 1945—1980 of approximately 0.33 and 0.29 °C,
respectively; (4) Planetary orbits will generally cause the global temperature to increase by
~0.13 °C from 2020 to 2027 and decrease by ~0.25 °C from 2027 to 2050; and (5) The warming
effect of CO2 was gradual (almost linear) before ~1950, but it became rapid (almost exponential)
after ~1950.
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Fig. 3. (A) The contribution of planetary orbits and CO; concentrations to Earth’s temperature
changes from 1837 to 2020 using 1836 as the benchmark. (B) Earth’s temperature changes due to
changes in planetary orbits and CO> concentrations from 1837 to 2020 and values of Earth’s



temperature change from 2020 to 2050 obtained using the forecast model developed based on the
LSTM and spectral domain methods.

It should be noted that in the process of quantifying the effects of different planetary orbits (i.e.,
Earth’s rotation, lunar revolution, Earth’s revolution and the common motion of the seven major
planets) on changes in Earth’s temperature, our model assumes that the effect of total solar
radiative output on Earth’s temperature remains constant for two consecutive hours, two
consecutive days, two consecutive sidereal months and two consecutive years, which can help us
remove the effect of solar forcing change on Earth’s temperature change. Although the lack of
successive accurate measurements of solar radiation in the early days will inevitably lead to partial
inclusion of solar-induced temperature changes in our estimates, variation of solar radiation is at
most 0.5% and ~0.1% in a few days and a few years, respectively, so their effects on successive
changes in Earth’s temperature are very small *°. Therefore, this has little effect on our model, and
we take the average of these consecutive estimates as the final estimate, which further reduces the
error of the model estimate.

Furthermore, according to the CO»-induced temperature change trend in Fig. 3B, if human beings
do not take appropriate measures, the Earth’s temperature will rise by approximately 0.43 °C
(based on the impact of CO; on the Earth’s temperature from 1837 to 2020) or even by 1.2 °C
(based on the impact of COz on the Earth’s temperature from 1950 to 2020) over the next 30 years.
In addition, temperature projections by the end of the 21st century under four RCPs (i.e., RCP2.6,
RCP4.5, RCP6.0 and RCP8.5) and five illustrative scenarios (i.e., SSP1-1.9, SSP1-2.6, SSP2-4.5,
SSP3-7.0 and SSP5-8.5) show that global surface temperature will continue to increase until at
least mid-century >3, Among them, the warming rate is the largest under the highest emission
scenario (i.e., RCP8.5 and SSP5-8.5), which is projected to warm at a rate greater than 0.3 °C per
decade in 2020-2100 '2!>#! Even under the very low emissions scenario considered (RCP2.6 and
SSP1-1.9), a further warming of about 0.15 °C per decade would be expected over the next three
decades (2020-2050) 21342, While our results suggest that the planet’s orbit will trigger a
maximum cooling of the Earth by approximately 0.32 °C over the next 30 years, it will not be
enough to reverse the warming trend. This research and analysis can help us more systematically
understand Earth’s temperature change and develop carbon reduction measures, thereby helping
humanity effectively control temperature change to below 2 °C or even 1.5 °C in the 21st century.
The changes in Earth's temperature are determined by the orbital changes of planets and
the impact of human activities. The changes in planetary orbits are beyond human control,
so studying the impact of planetary orbit changes on Earth's temperature changes is crucial
for the long-term development of humanity. This study has opened up a new research
direction for climate change and is of milestone significance.

Main References

1 Bloschl, G. et al. Changing climate shifts timing of European floods. Science 357, 588-590,
doi:10.1126/science.aan2506 (2017).

2 Carleton Tamma, A. & Hsiang Solomon, M. Social and economic impacts of climate.
Science 353, aad9837, doi:10.1126/science.aad9837 (2016).

3 Kump, L. Climate change and marine mass extinction. Science 362, 1113-1114,
doi:10.1126/science.aav736 (2018).

4 Laufkotter, C., Zscheischler, J. & Frolicher Thomas, L. High-impact marine heatwaves

attributable to human-induced global warming. Science 369, 1621-1625,
doi:10.1126/science.aba0690 (2020).



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

Fletcher Sara, E. M. & Schaefer, H. Rising methane: A new climate challenge. Science 364,
932-933, doi:10.1126/science.aax1828 (2019).

Lacis Andrew, A., Schmidt Gavin, A., Rind, D. & Ruedy Reto, A. Atmospheric CO2:
Principal Control Knob Governing Earth’s Temperature. Science 330, 356-359,
doi:10.1126/science.1190653 (2010).

Lashof, D. A. & Ahuja, D. R. Relative contributions of greenhouse gas emissions to global
warming. Nature 344, 529-531, doi:10.1038/344529a0 (1990).

Levitus, S. ef al. Anthropogenic Warming of Earth's Climate System. Science 292, 267-
270, doi:10.1126/science. 1058154 (2001).

IPCC. Climate Change: The IPCC Scientific Assessment Contribution of Working Group
I to the First Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.
(Cambridge University Press, 1990).

IPCC. Climate Change 1995: The Science of Climate Change, the Contribution of Working
Group 1 to the Second Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change. (Cambridge University Press, 1996).

IPCC. Summary for Policymakers. In: Climate Change 2007: The Physical Science Basis.
Contribution of Working Group I to the Fourth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. (Cambridge University Press, 2007).

IPCC. Summary for Policymakers. In: Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis.
Contribution of Working Group I to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change. (Cambridge University Press, 2013).

IPCC. Summary for Policymakers. In: Climate Change 2021: The Physical Science Basis.
Contribution of Working Group I to the Sixth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change. (Cambridge University Press, 2021).

IPCC. Climate Change 2001: The Scientific Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the
Third Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. (Cambridge
University Press,2001).

Bradley, R. S. & Jonest, P. D. 'Little Ice Age' summer temperature variations: their nature
and relevance to recent global warming trends. 7The Holocene 3, 367-376,
doi:10.1177/095968369300300409 (1993).

Scafetta, N. Reconstruction of the Interannual to Millennial Scale Patterns of the Global
Surface Temperature. Atmosphere 12, doi:10.3390/atmos12020147 (2021).

Briffa, K. R. et al. A 1,400-year tree-ring record of summer temperatures in Fennoscandia.
Nature 346, 434-439, doi:10.1038/346434a0 (1990).

Brook, E. J. & Buizert, C. Antarctic and global climate history viewed from ice cores.
Nature 558, 200-208, doi:10.1038/s41586-018-0172-5 (2018).

Guiot, J., Pons, A., de Beaulieu, J. L. & Reille, M. A 140,000-year continental climate
reconstruction from two European pollen records. Nature 338, 309-313,
doi:10.1038/338309a0 (1989).

Klyashtorin, L. B., Borisov, V. & Lyubushin, A. Cyclic changes of climate and major
commercial stocks of the Barents Sea. Marine Biology Research S, 4-17,
doi:10.1080/17451000802512283 (2009).

Marsicek, J., Shuman, B. N., Bartlein, P. J., Shafer, S. L. & Brewer, S. Reconciling
divergent trends and millennial variations in Holocene temperatures. Nature 554, 92-96,
doi:10.1038/nature25464 (2018).

Raymo, M. E., Ganley, K., Carter, S., Oppo, D. W. & McManus, J. Millennial-scale climate
instability during the early Pleistocene epoch. Nature 392, 699-702, doi:10.1038/33658
(1998).



23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

Croll, J. XIII. On the physical cause of the change of climate during geological epochs.
The London, Edinburgh, and Dublin Philosophical Magazine and Journal of Science 28,
121-137, doi:10.1080/14786446408643733 (1864).

Gribbin, J. Planetary Alignments, Solar Activity and Climatic Change. Nature 246, 453-
454, doi:10.1038/246453a0 (1973).

Tardif, D. et al. Orbital variations as a major driver of climate and biome distribution during
the greenhouse to icehouse transition. Science Advances 7, eabh2819,
doi:10.1126/sciadv.abh2819.

Zachos, J. C., Flower, B. P. & Paul, H. Orbitally paced climate oscillations across the
Oligocene/Miocene boundary. Nature 388, 567-570, doi:10.1038/41528 (1997).
Milankovictch, M. Canon of insolation and the ice-age problem (Kanon der
Erdbestrahlung und seine Anwendung auf das Eiszeitenproblem) Belgrade, 1941. (1969).
Scafetta, N. Empirical evidence for a celestial origin of the climate oscillations and its
implications. Journal of Atmospheric and Solar-Terrestrial Physics 72, 951-970, doi:
10.1016/j.jastp.2010.04.015 (2010).

Balling Robert, C. & Cerveny Randall, S. Influence of Lunar Phase on Daily Global
Temperatures. Science 267, 1481-1483, doi:10.1126/science.267.5203.1481 (1995).
Condon, J. J. & Schmidt, R. R. Planetary tides and sunspot cycles. Solar Physics 42, 529-
532, doi:10.1007/BF00149930 (1975).

Hays, J. D., Imbrie, J. & Shackleton, N. J. Variations in the Earth's Orbit: Pacemaker of
the Ice Ages. Science 194, 1121-1132, doi:10.1126/science.194.4270.1121 (1976).
Friis-Christensen, E. & Lassen, K. Length of the Solar Cycle: An Indicator of Solar
Activity Closely Associated with Climate. Science 254, 698,
doi:10.1126/science.254.5032.698 (1991).

Lassen, K. & Friis-Christensen, E. Variability of the solar cycle length during the past five
centuries and the apparent association with terrestrial climate. Journal of Atmospheric and
Terrestrial Physics 57, 835-845, doi:10.1016/0021-9169(94)00088-6 (1995).

Scafetta, N. High resolution coherence analysis between planetary and climate oscillations.
Advances in Space Research 57,2121-2135, doi:10.1016/j.asr.2016.02.029 (2016).
Scafetta, N., Milani, F., Bianchini, A. & Ortolani, S. On the astronomical origin of the
Hallstatt oscillation found in radiocarbon and climate records throughout the Holocene.
Earth-Science Reviews 162, 24-43, doi:10.1016/j.earscirev.2016.09.004 (2016).

Wang, Z., Wu, D., Song, X., Chen, X. & Nicholls, S. Sun-Moon gravitation-induced wave
characteristics and climate variation. Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres 117,
doi:10.1029/2011JD016967 (2012).

Berger, A., Loutre, M. F. & Laskar, J. Stability of the Astronomical Frequencies Over the
Earth's History for Paleoclimate Studies. Science 255, 560-566,
doi:10.1126/science.255.5044.560 (1992).

Zhang, S. et al. Orbital forcing of climate 1.4 billion years ago. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences 112, E1406-E1413, doi:10.1073/pnas.1502239112 (2015).

Zhang, X. et al. Direct astronomical influence on abrupt climate variability. Nature
Geoscience 14, 819-826, doi:10.1038/s41561-021-00846-6 (2021).

Eddy, J. A., Gilliland, R. L. & Hoyt, D. V. Changes in the solar constant and climatic
effects. Nature 300, 689-693, doi:10.1038/300689a0 (1982).

Rogelj, J., Meinshausen, M. & Knutti, R. Global warming under old and new scenarios
using IPCC climate sensitivity range estimates. Nature Climate Change 2, 248-253,
doi:10.1038/nclimate1385 (2012).

9



42 Rogelj, J. et al. Differences between carbon budget estimates unravelled. Nature Climate
Change 6, 245-252, doi:10.1038/nclimate2868 (2016).



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

Methods:

1) Quantifying the intra-annual contribution of planetary orbits to changes in Earth’s
temperature

1.1) Model specification

The temporal variations in Earth’s temperature are mainly driven by the Earth’s revolution and
rotation. The temporal variations in Earth’s temperature also differ from cycle to cycle (including
diurnal and annual cycles) due to the changes in the position of the Moon and other planets relative
to the Earth. To quantify the contribution of different planetary orbits to the Earth’s temperature,
we developed a function describing the influence of different orbits on the Earth’s temperature
over time. We performed a Fourier series analysis of the hourly temperature records, which showed
that 1) the amplitude to range ratio (A/R) of the first few harmonic terms is nearly constant over
the entire annual range, and 2) the sum of A/R for the 24°-h and 365°-d terms exceeds 0.87.

It is evident that the variations in the Earth’s temperature during a year are mainly dependent on
the rotation and revolution of the Earth. The departure from 0.87 is indicative of the influence of
other factors on the variation in Earth’s temperature. This suggests that (1) a unit curve, X(t), can
be used to derive the annual variation in temperature, whose duration depends on the temporal
variability of the Earth’s revolution, and (2) the annual cycle unit curve (X(t)) can consist of a
series of functions describing the effect of different orbits on the Earth’s temperature perturbations.

X(@®) = 1) + () + f3(6) + Z(D) (1)

where X (t) represents the transformed influence of all planetary orbits on the change in Earth’s
temperature at time ¢. The transformed influence is the influence value divided by the range, and
the ranges in the section refer to the difference of the maximum and minimum hourly temperatures
in a year, Tyqx — Tmin» Unless otherwise indicated. X (t) was then determined by the summation
of four functions, i.e., fi, f>, f3, and Z. f; (t), f>(t) and f5(t) represent the transformed influence
of Earth’s rotation, lunar revolution and Earth’s revolution on Earth’s temperature changes at time
t, respectively. Z(t) denotes the transformed effect of the orbits of the other seven planets (namely,
Mercury, Mars, Jupitar, Saturn, Neptune, Venus and Uranus) in the solar system on the change in
the Earth’s temperature at time .

f1(t) and f5(t) can be obtained by dividing the influence of Earth’s rotation and revolution on
Earth’s temperature on shorter time scales within the annual temperature cycle by the range. The
motion of the Earth (i.e., rotation and revolution) and its impact on the Earth’s temperature are all
periodic. The Fourier series analysis of hourly temperature data revealed that the amplitudes of the
harmonic terms corresponding to the rotation and revolution period times are nearly constant. Thus,
functions composed of harmonic terms can be used to describe the effects of Earth’s rotation and
Earth’s revolution on changes in Earth’s temperature during a year.

fi®) = = cos | 2 (6 — i) | + 72— @)

Tmax_Tmm
f5(t) = T—scos[ (t— c)] —_— (3)

max~— { min Tmax_Tan

where t; represents the t;-th hour of the mth day of the nth sidereal month, and # is the hour of the
year. EJ}, and A are the harmonic amplitudes (which can be obtained by a Fourier series analysis),
1 and q are the exponential terms, and h}}, and c are the optional phase shifts for f; (t) and f5(t),
respectively. To improve the convergence of f; (t) and f5(t), a priori knowledge about the hours
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of their motion is needed. The widths w; and w; in the cosine terms are determined by the hours
in which they complete their periodic motions.

Given the physical continuity of Earth’s temperature, the influence functions of Earth’s rotation
and revolution on the temperature (i.e., f;(t) and f5(t)) are presumed to be continuous in all
instances, including the junction time between two diurnal cycles (t;0) and the junction time
between two consecutive years (t,). Herein, we evaluate the continuity of the influence functions
of the Earth’s rotation (f;(t)) and Earth’s revolution (f5(t)). f;(t) for Days m and m+1 can be
expressed as:
n .,.n
AT = 52— cos |22 (t — W) | + (4)

Tmax—Tmin Tmax—Tmin

AT = B cos [ (¢ — )| + i 5)

Tmax—Tmin Tmax—Tmin

For f;(t) to be continuous at the junction time between two diurnal cycles (t;0), the following two
constraints should be fulfilled:

flm(t)ltztlo = f1m+1(t)|t=tlo (6)

(afl(;:(t)) |t=tlo _ (%:1(”) |t=tlo o

Substituting Equations (4) and (5) into (6) and their derivatives into (7) leads to:
B ER sin[i—j(tlo—h?n)]

n
= _ 8
m+1 sin[i—l(tlo—hgﬁl)] (8)
2 2
Tm+1 = Ej cos [w—i (tyo — h?n)] + rp — EJ. ., cos [w—i (tjo — h;‘nﬂ)] 9)

Equation (8) allows us to obtain E;; , ; in terms of EJ}. Similarly, Equation (9) relates 1., to 1.
A multiday continuous f; (t) model can be obtained by substituting (8) and (9) into (5). The total
number of free parameters in the function f; (t) for Day m (m = 2) is m+1 (i.e., r for the first day
and hl to h}, ), and these free parameters are estimated with the Levenberg—Marquardt
minimization algorithm with a universal global optimization scheme *. E and r for each day
(except the first day) are calculated from (8) and (9), respectively.

Analogously, the function f;(t) must be continuous in all instances, including the junction time
between two consecutive years (ty). f5(t) for years i and i+1 can be expressed as:

f3' (1) = T i COS [— t—c )] (10)

max T min

i+1 _ Azttt 2 +1 gitt
f3 (t) T T cos [a) l+1( ct )] Ti+1, o —Ti+1 (11)

min

For f5(t) to be continuous at the junction time between two annual cycles (t,), the following two
constraints should be fulfilled:

f3' O le=t, = 27O le=t, (12)

af:'(®) ()
( Zt )|t=t0:( 36t >|t=t0 (13)

Substituting Equations (10) and (11) into (12) and their derivatives into (13) leads to:
Ast sin[j—;(to—ci)]

:ﬁl(to_ci+1)]

i+1 _
A" =

(14)

sin[
w
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gt = A3' cos [i—’; (to — c‘)] +q' — 43" cos [% (to — cl“)] (15)
A multiyear continuous f5(t) model can be obtained by substituting (14) and (15) into (11). The
total number of free parameters in the function f5(t) for year i (i = 2) is i+1 (i.e., q for the first
year and ¢! to c!), and these free parameters are estimated with the Levenberg—Marquardt
minimization algorithm with a universal global optimization scheme *. A3 and q for each year
(except the first year) are calculated from (14) and (15), respectively.

f>(t) is obtained by dividing the influence of the lunar revolution on the Earth’s temperature by
the range. In each sidereal month, the Moon affects the Earth’s temperature by different physical
processes, namely, the magnetic force, lunar phase changes, orbital oscillations, reflections, and
infrared emissions from the Moon’s surface. It is worth mentioning that these processes have
different cycles. In addition, the Earth-Moon system moves around the Sun, while the Moon orbits
the Earth. Such a complex system induces different feedbacks in the Earth system. Therefore, the
influence of the Moon’s orbit on the Earth’s temperature is irregular and varies among revolution
periods, which makes it extremely difficult to find an appropriate function to express the influence
of the Moon on the Earth’s temperature.

As explained in Supplementary Sections 1.2 and 1.3, the temperature changes in two successive
days are mainly driven by the revolution of the Earth and Moon. Therefore, the temperature
difference (D2) between two subsequent days can be inferred by taking the derivative of the sum
of the functions that describe the influence of the revolution of the Earth and Moon on the Earth’s

. d L . .
temperature change, i.e., D2 = %. It is evident that the influence of the Moon’s orbit on the

Earth’s temperature (y) can be calculated by subtracting the influence of Earth’s revolution (see
Equation 3) from the antiderivative function (F) of D2 as follows:

F(6) = < [[(fa(®) + () dt] + € = [ D2(t)dt + C (16)
Yu(ts) = Fa(ts) —[Ascos | (¢ = )] + q] (17)

where C is a constant, n represents the n-th sidereal month, and t; represents the t¢-th hour of the
n-th sidereal month.

The function f5(t) for the n-th sidereal month of the i-th year is calculated by dividing the
influence of the Moon’s orbit on the Earth’s temperature (y) by the range:

1 n(ts
f(©)} = 22— (18)

Tmax—Tmin

Z(t) can be calculated by dividing the influence of the abovementioned seven planets in the solar
system on Earth’s temperature during a year by the range. The influence of the seven planets on
Earth’s temperature can be determined by a physical function that depends on the orbits of the
planets and their positions. However, it is difficult to build such a function because the physical
mechanisms that relate the motion of a single planet to Earth’s temperature still need to be further
investigated, even though the movement of each planet can be strictly calculated. In addition, the
lack of sufficient data and the complexity of the physical processes linking the Earth’s temperature
to the entire planetary system limit the determination of this function %,

On the other hand, the impacts of the Earth’s revolution, lunar revolution and Earth’s rotation on
Earth’s temperature occur periodically on a subannual timescale, and their cumulative effects on
Earth’s temperature changes are roughly similar in each cycle. The effect of solar forcing and the
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change in CO:> concentration in two consecutive years on Earth’s temperature is negligible, and
seven planetary orbits mainly affect Earth’s temperature on interannual or even longer time scales
27,2849 Hence, it is hypothesized that changes in the Earth’s temperature between two consecutive
years arise from the abovementioned seven planets in the solar system. Having said that, Z(t) for
year i can be calculated by normalizing the difference of Earth’s temperatures in that year and the
previous year by the difference of the maximum and minimum hourly temperatures in that year as

follows:
; MT!-MT "1
Z(t)l = —(Timax—Timin) (19)

where MT! and MT!~?! are the mean temperatures of the Earth in years i and i — 1, respectively.
T max and T,y are the maximum and minimum hourly temperatures of year i, respectively.

This study defines that the contribution of different orbits to the annual Earth’s temperature
perturbations is equal to the annual temperature variation caused by different orbits divided by the
maximum annual temperature variation. Therefore, the contributions of Earth’s rotation and
revolution to the intra-annual fluctuation of Earth’s temperature are calculated by dividing the
magnitude of intra-annual temperature variations caused by each of them by the highest annual
temperature change (see Eqgs. 20—21).
P ak R
e e 20)
gh= @1
3 Timax_Timin
where gt and g& are the contributions of Earth’s rotation and revolution to the annual Earth
temperature variation in year i, respectively. k is the number of sidereal months in year i, j is the
number of days in the n-th sidereal month, and # is the total number of days in year i.

The normalized intra-annual temperature variation caused by lunar revolution is given by
1
% Z%:ﬂ%?lax‘yglin)

ETimax_ETimin

g: = (22)
where g} is the contribution of the lunar revolution to the annual Earth’s temperature variation in
year i and k is the number of sidereal months in year i. yjn,, and y);;, are the maximum and
minimum Y (the influence of the Moon’s orbit on the Earth’s temperature) in the sidereal month
n, respectively.

The contribution (g,) of the orbits of other planets in the solar system to the changes in the Earth’s
temperature during a year is numerically equal to the transformed influence (Z (t)).

gt = Z(®)" (23)

where g, is the contribution in year i of the orbits of other planets in the solar system to the change
in the Earth's temperature during a year.

1.2) Combination of the model from Section 1.1 and historical temperature data

f1(t) quantifies the influence of Earth’s rotation on its intra-annual temperature variation. Building
on Section 1.1 of the Supplementary Materials, the quasi-sinusoidal diurnal variation in Earth’s
temperature (Supplementary Fig. S1) is mainly due to its rotation. We calculated the temperature
difference (D1) of two consecutive hours for each day from 1979 to 2020. A remarkable agreement
is found between the D1 values of two consecutive days. For example, the D1 values for January
1 and 2 from 1979-2020 are shown in Extended Data Fig. 1. These results indicate that the variation
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in D1 is mainly determined by the rotation of the Earth. Therefore, the changes in D1 can be used
to quantify the impact of Earth’s rotation on the global temperature in consecutive hours, which
can be inferred by taking the derivative of the function f; (t). The derivative of f; (t) is fitted to
the time series of D1 by using the Levenberg—Marquardt scheme to obtain its unknown parameters.

f>(t) quantifies the influence of the lunar revolution on the intra-annual Earth’s temperature
variations. The changes in CO; concentration for two consecutive days have almost no effect on
the Earth’s temperature. Thus, we can determine the change in Earth’s temperature over two
consecutive days (due the motion of the Moon) by using Equations (16) — (18). To eliminate the
impact of large variations in CO; concentration in two successive days on temperature, we utilized
only D2 values for days in which the CO2 concentration was relatively stable.

The changes in the Earth’s temperature during each year can be attributed to the variations in solar
radiation absorbed by the land and the speed of the Earth’s rotation, which are induced by the
Earth’s revolution to a certain extent (Supplementary Section 1.3). Thus, the intra-annual
temperature change can be used to quantify the contribution of the Earth’s revolution to the
temperature. Additionally, the results of the Supplementary Materials (Section 1.2) show that the
influence of the Moon’s movement on the intra-annual temperature changes is not negligible. Since
the Moon orbits the Earth once per sidereal month, we can reasonably assume that the Moon’s
effect on Earth’s temperature changes is approximately similar in each month. The sidereal
monthly Earth’s temperature averaged over the study period (1979-2020) is compared with the
corresponding solar declination (Extended Data Fig. 2A). Extended Data Fig. 2B shows the
scatterplot of the mean sidereal monthly Earth’s temperature versus the corresponding solar
declination for each sidereal month during the study period. It was found that the solar declination
had a stronger correlation with the mean sidereal monthly temperature (with an R? of 0.928) than
the daily temperature (with an R? of 0.786 (Supplementary Fig. S5)). This further suggest that the
variation in the mean sidereal monthly temperature is driven by Earth’s revolution.

The CO; concentration in two successive sidereal months is almost constant. Therefore, the
temperature difference of consecutive sidereal months (D3) can be used to quantify the impact of
the Earth’s revolution on temperature. To further exclude the influence of CO2 on temperature, we
used only the D3 values of sidereal months with stabilized CO concentrations. The function
f3(t) quantifies the influence of Earth’s revolution on the intra-annual variations in Earth’s
temperature, whereas D3 can be inferred by taking the derivative of the function f5(t). It is evident
that the derivative of f5(t) can be fitted to the time series of D3 by using the Levenberg—
Marquardt scheme to obtain its unknown parameters.

Z(t) quantifies the influence of all planets in the solar system on the intra-annual variations in
Earth’s temperature. To eliminate the influence of CO2 changes on variations in the Earth’s
temperature, we considered the temperature difference of two successive years in which the CO»
concentration was almost unchanged.

2) Quantifying the contribution of planetary orbits to changes in Earth’s temperature on an
interannual scale

In this study, the variation in Earth’s temperature at various time intervals can be defined by
Equation 24:

Tivs = Ti = Piysi + Vigs, (24)
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where Tj;¢ — T; is the temperature difference between years i+s and 7, and P;,¢; and Vg ; are the
effects of planetary orbits and greenhouse gases on changes in Earth’s temperature between years
i+s and i, respectively.

Ample physical evidence shows that CO> is the most important gas for controlling Earth’s
temperature °. On the other hand, it is difficult to obtain the records of other greenhouse gases
before 1979. Hence, we equate Earth’s temperature change caused by other greenhouses with the
effect of CO,. Equation 24 can be rewritten as 25 based on the near-linear relationship between
CO; and Earth’s temperature change '°.

Tipvs —T; = Piysi +dVips; XV (25)

where dV, ; is the difference in CO2 concentration between years i+s and i. v is the value of the
Earth’s temperature change caused by 1 ppm CO..

If the effect of a unit change in CO> concentration (v) on the Earth’s temperature is obtained, we
can accurately quantify the effect of planetary orbits on Earth’s temperature change using Equation
25. The estimates from Equation 19 show that the effect of planetary orbits (Z) on the Earth’s
temperature in different years is small and irregular, ranging from -0.3 °C to 0.26 °C (Extended
Data Fig.3). Therefore, it is assumed that the effects of the planet’s orbit on the Earth’s temperature
at various time intervals (P;,s;) can be equal to the mean (Z) derived from Z during the study
period (1836—2020).

7 — 2z 26)

n
Piysi=2 (27)

where Z; denotes the effect of planetary orbits on Earth’s temperature change between years i+1
and 7, which can be obtained from Equation 19. n is the number of Z;. Then, we can calculate the
effect (v;45,;) of 1 ppm CO, on temperature at various time intervals by Equation 28.

Tiys—Ti—Z
v P S
1+s,1 dVL'+5,i

(s € [2,184],i € [1836,2020 — s]) (28)

To further improve the estimation accuracy, the mean (¥) of v;,; is utilized to approximate the
effect (v) of a 1 ppm increase in CO» concentration on the global temperature change. In this way,
we obtain the effect of a unit change in CO2 concentration on the Earth’s temperature, and then
the effect of planetary orbits on the Earth’s temperature (P;,;) between years i+s and i can be
obtained via

Pisi=Tips —Ti —dViysi XU (29)

where U is the optimal approximation of the real effect of 1 ppm CO; on global temperature
change, which is obtained by calculating the average value of all v; ;.

Finally, the contribution of planetary orbitals (/,) and CO> (I..) to Earth’s temperature change can
be obtained by

10 — |Pi+s,i| (30)

T |Prasi|+aAVissixD
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I=1-1, (31)

Based on the mathematical model, we can quantify the contribution of planetary orbits to changes
in Earth’s temperature on an inter-annual scale. Robustness tests of the model show that the
estimates of the effect of planetary orbits on the Earth’s temperature changes from our model have
high confidence (Supplementary Section 3).

3) Forecasting the effect of planetary orbits on Earth’s temperature from 2021—2050

To further predict the effect of planetary orbit changes (P) on the Earth’s temperature, we
constructed a hybrid forecast model based on long short-term memory (LSTM) **# and spectral
domain approaches (i.e., Fast Fourier transform (FFT) and multitaper (MTM) methods) %, which
can overcome the defect that LSTM based on the recursive strategy is very sensitive to the
accumulation of errors with the forecasting horizon. The hybrid forecast model uses the P
reconstructed by the spectral domain method as the input value of the LSTM method and
waveform change feature of the predicted P value (2020-2050) determined by the spectral domain
approach to improve the accuracy of LSTM model P forecasting from 2021— 2050.

Extended Data Fig. 4 shows the architecture of the proposed hybrid forecast model based on LSTM
and the spectral domain approach. We chose a rolling prediction scheme for the hybrid forecast
model. In this scheme, the spectral domain method is initially applied to reconstruct P from 1837
to 2020 and predict P from 2021 to 2050 (Supplementary Section 4). Next, the LSTM model
(Supplementary Section 5) is trained to find a pattern between the P at time t; and the input
sequence values of its 53 preceding moments at times t;_4, t;_,, and t;_s3 (also called a time
window) using input sequence [P, PF, PM], where P is the historical P values during 1837-2020,
and PF and PM are the P values during 1837—2020 from the FFT and MTM methods, respectively.
The future prediction is determined based on the input sequence values in its preceding 53
moments using the identified patterns. Then, their predictions on each horizon are combined to
produce the final prediction. The final prediction is used as the latest element of the input sequence
to update the sequence, which is further used to predict one more year ahead P. By repeating this
process, k-year-ahead predictions can be achieved. Finally, we predicted the P from 2021 to 2050,
as shown in Fig. 3B.
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Extended Data Fig. 1.

The temperature difference (D1) of two consecutive hours on January 1 and 2 from 1979-2020.
The red and blue bands represent the standard deviation of the temperature difference data of two
consecutive hours on January 1 and January 2, respectively, during the study period
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(A) Comparison of sidereal monthly Earth’s temperature data averaged over the period 1979-2020
with solar declination. The orange band represents the standard deviation of sidereal monthly
Earth’s temperature data during the study period. (B) Scatterplot of sidereal monthly Earth
temperature data versus solar declination during the study period.
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Extended Data Fig. 3.

The effect of planetary orbits on changes in Earth’s temperature for two consecutive years.

21



P sequences
[Ezm > P1838’ " onzo ]

\ 4

Reconstruction and forecast of P based

on the spectral domain method

v v v v
Signal Signal Signal Signal
reconstruction reconstruction prediction prediction

based on FFT
(1837-2020)

based on MTM
(1837-2020)

based on FFT
(2021-2050)

based on MTM
(2021-2050)

P o B B

t-1 t-1

Input sequenceﬂ

dl

S5F DM

b B BS i
SF DM

AP A o

A 4

Prediction model
based on LSTM
method
(1 year ahead)

A 4

Combine predictions

Extended Data Fig. 4.

The architecture of the proposed hybrid forecast model based on the LSTM and spectral domain approaches for predicting P. FFT and
MTM denote the fast Fourier transform and multitaper methods, respectively.

A 4

Serve as
the latest
element
and update
the P
sequences

[Final prediction]

A 4

Prediction of 1
year ahead (P)

22



Supplementary Materials for

Evaluation and prediction of the Effects of Planetary Orbital Variations to Earth’s
Temperature Changes

Mengmeng Cao'f, Kebiao Mao'*¥, Sayed M. Bateni?, Jing M. Chen**, Essam Heggy>®, Jong-
Seong Kug’, Xinyi Shen®

Correspondence to: maokebiao@caas.cn

tThese authors contributed equally to this work and should be considered co-first authors.

This PDF file includes:

Supplementary text Sections S1 to S5 on pages 2-7.
Figs. S1 to S10 on pages 8-19.

Tables S1 on page 20.

References on page 21.



Supplementary Text

1 The phyvsical response of Earth’s temperature to different orbits

1.1) The impact of the Earth’s rotation on its temperature

Since the amplitude of the solar-induced temperature signal is negligible during the Earth’s
rotation !, the quasi-sinusoidal diurnal variation (Fig. S1) in Earth’s temperature (7) is mainly due
to the uneven distribution of land and sea on the Earth’s surface. For each point on Earth, the
incoming solar radiation and outgoing longwave radiation changes during the day are mainly due
to the Earth’s rotation, causing the diurnal cycle of temperature. In this study, vernal equinoxes
during the study period (1979—2020) were chosen for analyzing global hourly temperatures. We
found large variations in the global temperature from 4 a.m. to 5 a.m., 7 a.m. to 8 a.m., 4 p.m. to 5
p.m. and 9 p.m. to 10 p.m. Fig. S2 shows the global distribution of the temperature difference
between 4 a.m. and 5 a.m., 7 a.m. and 8 a.m., 4 p.m. and 5 p.m., and 9 p.m. and 10 p.m. The Earth’s
rotation highly affects the land surface temperature (LST), while the near-surface ocean
temperature barely changes in the two consecutive hours. In Fig. S2, the warming (red color) of
the land surface occurs from 5 a.m. to 2 p.m., while cooling (blue color) occurs from 2 p.m. to 5
a.m. of the next day. Fig. S3 indicates the globally averaged mean temperature difference between
two consecutive UTC times on the vernal equinoxes during 1979-2020. The average global
temperature varies significantly during4 a.m. -5 a.m., 7a.m. -8 am., 4 p.m. -5 p.m., and 9 p.m.
— 10 p.m. The globally averaged temperature change reaches its peak positive value between 7 a.m.
and 8 a.m. (Fig. S3) because a large area (i.e., the entire African continent and the central and
western parts of Eurasia) experiences warming (Fig. S2B). On the other hand, the globally
averaged temperature change finds its peak negative value between 9 p.m. and 10 p.m. (Fig. S3)
because most of the land on Earth undergoes cooling, except for northeastern Eurasia, southern
Australia and northwestern North America (Fig. S2D).

1.2) The impact of the Moon on Earth’s temperature

Fig. S4A shows the change in the global daily temperature from 1979 to 2020. The Earth’s
temperature in each year generally rises until it reaches its maximum around the middle of the year
and then falls, which is mainly caused by the Earth’s revolution around the Sun. This regular rising
and falling pattern in the temperature is accompanied by slight irregular temperature fluctuations.
We believe that these slight irregular fluctuations are mainly due to the changes in lunar forcing
exerted on Earth.

Lunar tides and their cycles are well known and clearly observed in ocean records 2. The lunar
tidal cycles (which are generated by the gravitational effect of the Moon on Earth) may partially
regulate ocean currents, thereby altering Earth’s temperature *. The alternating asymmetric change
in lunar gravitational forcing on the solid Earth and the ocean causes the periodic oscillation of
crustal stress, which triggers local natural disasters and affects temperature changes locally and
even globally “°. Additionally, the periodic change in the lunar gravitational forcing on the Earth’s
atmosphere triggers the 27.3-day and 13.6-day atmospheric oscillatory systems and affects weather
changes ’. Moreover, the Earth’s temperature is affected by reflection and infrared emission from
the Moon *?.

By analyzing variations in daily lunar declination (§), the distance between the Moon and the Earth,
and the Earth’s rotation from 1979 to 2020, we found further evidence of the effect of the Moon
on the daily Earth’s temperature. In this study, the daily length of day (LOD) values were used as
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a measure of the angular velocity of the Earth, which was calculated as the difference between the
astronomically determined duration of the day and 86400 SI seconds. In astronomy, § is defined
as the angle between the Moon’s apparent path north or south of the celestial sphere and the
celestial equator. Fig. S4B schematically depicts the Moon orbiting the Earth in an orbit tilted
toward the celestial equator. Fig. S4C shows the temporal variations in J, the temperature
difference (D2) of two consecutive days and the LOD for 13 sidereal months from 19792020 (42
years). The variations in D2 and LOD show that they both have the same rising and falling trends,
implying that the rotation of the Earth affects the variation in daily Earth’s temperature. On the
other hand, it was shown in Section 1.1 that Earth’s rotation strongly affects the diurnal variation
in Earth’s temperature. Thus, if the rate of Earth’s rotation changes regularly with the Moon’s
motion, it can further attest that the Moon can indirectly affect the daily global temperature
fluctuations by affecting the Earth’s rotation.

The Moon revolves every ~27.32 days in its elliptical orbit, which is known as the sidereal month.
The change in LOD over the study period (i.e., 1979—-2020) consists of two primary oscillations,
namely, 27.3-day and 13.6-day oscillations, which correspond to the lunar sidereal period (Fig.
S4C). The maximum (green arrows) LOD occurs when the Moon is on the celestial equator (6 =
0). In contrast, the minimum (orange arrows) occurs when the extreme lunar declinations appear
in the northern or southern hemisphere (6= L) (Figs. S4B and 4C). Generally, changes in the lunar
declination are approximately one day earlier than those of LOD. Additionally, we found that the
rising and falling of LOD happen over 5 to 9 days and not necessarily a quarter of a sidereal month
(Fig. S4C). All the short (13 days) and long (14-15 days) LOD cycles contain the Moon’s perigee
(P) and apogee (A), respectively. Theoretically, the Moon moves slower and faster near the apogee
and perigee, respectively, which implies that LOD cycles with the apogee are slightly longer than
those with the perigee. These findings show that lunar declination and the variable velocity of the
Moon around the Earth affect the Earth’s LOD. Meanwhile, all cycles with the perigee (P) have a
higher peak than the adjacent cycles with the apogee (A), implying that the Moon’s distance from
the Earth affects the LOD. The LOD cycle with the highest peak arises when the perigee (P) is
located near the peak and closer in time to new or full moons. All of the above findings clearly
indicate that the lunar revolution around Earth is an important cause of daily variations in Earth’s
temperature.

1.3) The impact of the Earth’s revolution on the Earth’s temperature

Fig. S5 evaluates the effects of the Sun-Earth distance and the declination of the Sun on the Earth’s
temperature. It is found that the Earth’s temperature is positively correlated with the Sun-Earth
distance and the Sun’s declination, with correlation coefficients (R?) of 0.914 and 0.786,
respectively. This happens because the distance-induced temperature signal is insignificant
compared to that of solar declination, leading to a positive correlation between the Earth’s
temperature and its distance from the sun.

As noted in Section 1.1, Earth’s temperature change is largely attributed to land’s temperature
change. The solar declination is positive from April to September, and the Sun’s rays are directly
over the northern hemisphere where larger land areas exist, causing the land to absorb more solar
radiation and show a higher temperature. Once the solar declination reaches its maximum value,
the solar radiation absorbed by the land approaches its peak, and the global temperature reaches a
high value of 16.15 °C. From October to March, the solar declination is negative, and the Sun’s
rays shine directly on the southern hemisphere, where smaller land areas exist. Hence, the land



absorbs less solar radiation and exhibits a relatively lower temperature. That is why the Earth’s
temperature is highly correlated with solar declination (Fig. S5).

The Earth absorbs more solar radiation and has a higher temperature when it is closer to the Sun.
However, due to the low eccentricity of the Earth’s orbit, the Sun-Earth distance at the aphelion is
only 1.033 times larger than that at the perihelion. The power of sunlight incident on the Earth’s
surface is inversely proportional to the square of the Sun-Earth distance '!°. Therefore, the sunlight
power that reaches the Earth’s surface at the perihelion is only 6.8% higher than that at the aphelion.
The effect of the Sun-Earth distance on the Earth’s temperature is insignificant compared to that
of solar declination, leading to an inconsistency between the Earth’s temperature and the Earth-
Sun distance.

1.4) The impact of the motion of different planets on the Earth’s temperature

Planetary motion directly and/or indirectly drives Earth’s climate change on secular, millennium,
and larger timescales '!"13. Here, we performed a Fourier transform analysis of the annual mean
temperature from 1836 to 2020 (185 years). The results showed that the global temperature has
fluctuations in approximately 3.5, 9.1, 12.19, 18.28, 20.14, 29.92 and 61.2 years after 1836, which
correspond to both the short-term oscillations of Earth’s rotation and astronomical cycles (Table
S1). This also implies that planetary motion may indirectly influence the interannual Earth’s
temperature by affecting the Earth’s orbit and velocity.

2 Materials

In this study, hourly near-surface air temperature data (0.25°*0.25°) from 1979-2020 over the
globe are obtained from the ERAS dataset generated by the European Centre for Medium-Range
Weather Forecasts (ECMWF). ERAS is one of the most utilized datasets for climate studies '4. The
utilized global temperature data are generated by combining simulated and observed temperature
data all over the world !°. The daily, sidereal monthly, and annual mean temperatures are calculated
using hourly data. The ERAS dataset is available from 1979 and thus does not allow us to analyze
changes in Earth’s temperature on an interannual scale. To expand the temporal coverage of global
temperature data, the daily mean temperature data from the NOAA-CIRES-DOE Twentieth
Century Reanalysis version 3 (20CR V3) dataset were used for 1836-2015. Unlike the ERAS
dataset, which assimilates upper-air and satellite data, the 20CRV3 dataset assimilates only
conventional near-surface observations (due to the lack of early satellite observations) to estimate
temperature '¢. To keep the two datasets consistent, the ERAS data were treated as a reference
benchmark, and a linear regression matching technique was used to adjust the 20CR Version 3
data. The hourly, daily and sidereal monthly temperature data (1979—-2020) derived from the ERAS
dataset were used to analyze and quantify the impact of different astronomical mechanisms on the
Earth’s temperature during a year. The annual mean temperature data (1836—2020) derived from
both ERAS and 20CRV3 were used to investigate the influence of the motion of all planets in the
solar system on the Earth’s temperature.

Daily atmospheric CO> concentration data from 1979 to 2020 were downloaded from the Scripps
Institution of Oceanography archive (https://scrippsco2.ucsd.edu/data/atmospheric _co2/index.h
tml). This dataset was generated by averaging in situ and flask CO, measurements from sampling
stations. The sidereal monthly CO> concentrations (1979-2020) were derived from daily CO> data.
The yearly atmospheric CO records from 1836-2020 were also provided by the Scripps Institution
of Oceanography. This dataset is mainly based on ice core data and the annual average of direct
observations. The daily and yearly motions of the solar system objects were obtained from the



NASA Jet Propulsion Laboratory (JPL) ephemeris during 1979-2020 and 1836—2020,
respectively (https://ssd.jpl.nasa.gov/horizons/app.html). The NASA JPL ephemeris provides the
distance and velocity of the Earth relative to the Sun and the Moon, the distance and velocity of
the center of mass of the Earth-Moon system relative to the Sun, and lunar declination. The 1979-
2020 daily lunar phase information was obtained from the Fourmilab Switzerland website
(http://www.fourmilab.ch/earthview/pacalc.html). The daily LOD data were obtained from the
Earth’s orientation parameters provided by the International Earth Rotation (IERS) Rapid
Service/Prediction Centre at the U.S. Naval Observatory (https://www.iers.org/IERS/EN/
DataProducts/EarthOrientationData/eop.html).

3 Robustness tests of methods

Fig. S6 A shows that Earth’s temperature has increased since 1836 (red line). The upward trend in
the Earth’s temperature from 1836 to the present can be approximated by fitting a quadratic
function to the Earth’s temperature records. We can then approximately remove this upward trend
using the quadratic fit function, which is shown by the histogram in Fig. S6 A. It can be seen that
the histogram has two large and clear sinusoidal-like cycles during 1836—1964. Each of them has
a period of approximately 61 years and a peak-to-trough amplitude of approximately 0.30-0.35 °C.
In fact, there was a small change in greenhouse gas concentrations before the 1910s, and
anthropogenic emissions also did not show any 61-year cycles before the 1940s !”. Thus, the 61-
year cycle temperature change should be caused by changes in the planet’s orbit. Furthermore, the
histogram was smoothed (black line) and shifted by 61 (red line) and 2 X 61 =122 (blue line)
years (see Fig. S6B). A shift of 61 years was chosen to be consistent with the highest temperature
period in Table S1. Fig. S6B shows that the oscillations of Earth’s detrended temperature among
the 1850—1910, 1910—1970 and 1970—2020 periods (each period consists of 60 years) are fairly
similar, and the Pearson coefficient of detrended temperatures among the three periods ranges from
0.74 to 0.86. It is evident that the 61-year cycle temperature change in Fig. S6B is caused by
planetary orbital changes. Therefore, the Earth’s detrended temperature in Fig. S6 A can represent
the impact of the planet’s orbit on the Earth’s temperature change. In addition, the evident strong
symmetry between the 1880-1920 and 1940-1980 periods indicates that the data in Fig. S6A
before 1920 and 1940—1980 are more representative of the impact of the planet’s orbit on the
Earth’s temperature change.

We converted the Earth’s detrended temperatures in Fig. S6A to the effect of planetary orbits on
the Earth’s temperature changes in different years using 1836 as the benchmark. This can be done
by subtracting the 1836 Earth’s detrended temperatures from the Earth’s detrended temperature
records, which is shown with the blue line in Fig. S7. Then, we compared the result with that of
our model (Fig. S7). The comparison shows that the results of both approaches are consistent
during the study period, and they almost completely coincide before 1900. Moreover, a remarkable
coincidence of the two curves is found from 1940—1980, which also corresponds to the more
representative detrended temperatures in Fig. S6A. These outcomes show that the estimates of the
effect of planetary orbits on the Earth’s temperature changes from our model have high confidence.

4 Reconstructing and forecasting P using the spectral domain method

Since the effects of different planetary orbits on the Earth’s temperature change exhibit obvious
periodicity, there are significant fluctuations in P (Fig. 3B of Main Text). Thus, P can be
reconstructed and forecasted reliably if its phases and frequencies are accurately determined.
Based on harmonic approximation theory (i.e., harmonic approximation models can simulate



partial periodic time series '®!°), we developed a harmonic approximation model for reconstructing
and forecasting P using all statistically relevant oscillations that could be identified from its
historical time series. The spectral domain approach can determine the periodic components
embedded in a time series by computing the associated periods, amplitudes, and phases, and these
individual periodic components can be combined to reconstruct and predict the future evolution of
the time series. Thus, the relevant oscillations (i.e., periodic components) can be extracted using
spectral analysis methods to build a harmonic approximation model. In this study, fast Fourier
transform (FFT) and multitaper (MTM) methods were used to identify spurious spectral peaks and
extract periodic components of P time series. It is worth mentioning that if the FFT spectral peaks
were not verified by the MTM, they were excluded from the harmonic modeling of the P time
series.

Based on the identified significant peaks of the P time series and information from the FFT and
MTM decompositions, the associated periodic components were reconstructed in the time domain
using the harmonic approximation model. The combination of oscillatory signals (P) is written in
continuous time as

P.=U+3YM_, A, sin(2nf,,(t — 1836) + @,,) (1)

where f, A, and ¢ are the frequency, amplitude, and phase of the sine wave, respectively. ¢ is the
year, and M is the number of extracted significant peaks. U is set to 0.0567 and 0.0713 when the
FFT and MTM frequencies are used, respectively.

Figs. S8 A and B show reconstructed P values from Equation 1 based on the information from the
FFT and MTM decompositions, respectively. In addition, the periodic components obtained from
the FFT and MTM spectral peak frequencies are shown in the same figure. It is evident that both
approaches can reproduce the oscillations in P well, and thus, both methods can be used to predict
P.

5 Forecasting P based on the LSTM method

LSTM is a recurrent neural network that is capable of learning long-term dependencies between
samples in a sequence by updating states based on both the inputs for the current time step and
network states of what was output in the prior time step. LSTM has the form of repeating modules
of a neural network, and the repeating module is composed of four interactive parts, including a
memory cell C, a forget gate f;, an input gate i;, and an output gate O; (Fig. S9).

As illustrated in the second repeating module in Fig. S9, P; is used as the input vector of LSTM in
which the gates f;, i;, and O, as well as the candidate cell state C'; are all controlled by (P; , hy_4 ).
f+ and i; are then used to update the cell state C; . O; determines how much information is
propagated to time step t+1. These gates are comprised of a sigmoid fully connected neural
network layer and a pointwise multiplication operation. The working mechanism of the gates and
information flow can be represented as follows:

fe = U(Wf “[he—1, Pl + bf) (2)
ip = oW~ [he—q, Pl + b)) A3)
C'y = tanh(W, - [h¢—q, Pc] + b) “4)
C=f0OCG1+i:OC, (5)
0r = oWy * [he—1, Pe] + bo) (0)
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h; = 0 O tanh(C;) (7)

where the transformations o from inputs to i, f, and O all use sigmoid functions. W and b contain
the corresponding network weights and bias parameters, respectively. h is the hidden state. The
operation © is elementwise multiplication (Hadamard product), and tanh(l) is the hyperbolic
tangent function, which operates piecewise on each element of the vector .

The hyperparameters of LSTM (e.g., the number of layers and the number of neurons in each layer)
should be tuned to improve its performance. In this study, 10% of the data from the training dataset
are selected randomly to tune the hyperparameters of LSTM via the Bayesian optimization method.
We tested different numbers (from 1 to 5) of LSTM layers and combined the one, two, and three
dense layers (also called the fully connected layers). Finally, we chose 4 layers (two LSTM layers
and two dense layers) with 64, 32, 64 and 1 neurons. Meanwhile, we performed batch
normalization after each hidden layer of the network. The best performance was obtained for a
mini-batch size of 32. The mean square error (MSE) was used as the loss function. The Adam,
RMSprop, AdaGrad, Nesterovs, SGD and Adadelta schemes were tested, and finally, the Adam
scheme was adopted as the optimizer.

In addition to the hyperparameters of LSTM, the number of epochs and length of historical input
data (timestep) affect P predictions. Fig. SI0A shows that the magnitude of the loss function varies
with the number of epochs in the LSTM model. It can be seen that the loss function remains almost
constant for the epoch number of 300. Fig. S10B demonstrates the variations in the determination
coefficient (R?), the mean absolute error (MAE) and the root mean square error (RMSE) with
timestep. The optimal timestep is set to 53, which means that we use the previous 53 years’ input
sequence to predict the 54th years’ P.
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Fig. S1.

Diurnal cycle of Earth’s temperature during the vernal equinox, summer solstice, autumn equinox
and winter solstice during the study period. The band around each curve is the standard deviation
of the temperature time series.
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The mean temperature difference between two consecutive UTC times ((A) 5 and 4 UTC [T (at 5
UTC)-T (at4 UTC)], (B) 8and 7 UTC [T (at 8 UTC)—T (at 7 UTC)], (C) 17 and 16 UTC [T (at
17UTC)—T (at 16 UTC)], and (D) 22 and 21 UTC [T (at 22 UTC) —T (at 21 UTC)]) on the vernal
equinoxes from 1979-2020.
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Fig. S3.

The spatially averaged mean temperature difference over the period 1979-2020 between two
adjacent UTC times.
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(A) Changes in the global daily temperature during 1979-2020. (B) A schematic diagram of the Moon orbiting the Earth in an orbit
tilted to the celestial equator, which also depicts that the lunar declination, lunar phase and the distance of the Moon from the Earth all
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change periodically during the Moon’s orbit around the Earth. (C) The temporal variation of lunar declination, distance between the
Moon and the Earth, LOD and temperature difference (D2) of two consecutive days from January 1979 to December 1979. The orange
and green arrows represent the days on which the lunar declination (8) is maximum and zero (i.e., the Moon is on the celestial equator),
respectively. In astronomy, lunar declination is defined as the angle between the Moon’s apparent path (north or south of the celestial

sphere) and the celestial equator.
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(Top row) Comparison of daily Earth’s temperature data averaged over the period 1979-2020 with
the solar declination (left column) and the Earth-Sun distance (right column). Orange bands
represent the standard deviation of the daily Earth’s temperature during the study period. (Bottom
row) Scatterplot of the daily Earth’s temperature data from 1979 to 2020 versus the solar

declination and Sun-Earth distance.
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(A) Earth’s temperature record and the detrended temperature of its quadratic fit; (B) eight-year
moving average of the detrended temperature of its quadratic fit and plotted against itself shifted
by 61 and 122 years.
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The effect of planetary orbits on global temperature changes in different years (using 1836 as the
benchmark) based on the detrended temperatures method and the method of this study.
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Fig. S8.

The effect of planetary orbits (P) on the Earth’s temperature from 1837-2020 from the model of
the methods section (red solid line with marker) and Equation (1) (black solid line with marker)
using (A) the information from the FFT decomposition and (B) the information from the MTM
decomposition. The remaining solid lines in A and B represent the periodic components obtained
based on FFT and MTM spectral peak frequencies, respectively.
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(A) The value of the loss function varies with the number of epochs in the LSTM for P prediction.

(B) The relationship between the accuracy and the timestep of the LSTM.
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Table S1.

The periods of the power spectrum of the Earth’s temperature from 1836 to 2020 based on the
FFT arithmetic corresponding to variation cycles of the Earth’s rotation rate and astronomical

periods.

Temperature periods

(yr)

Earth rotation periods

(yr)

Astronomical periods
(yr)

3.5

4

Quasi-four yrs tidal cycle

9.1

9.2

The sunspot cycle (8.9-9.4 yrs); long-term
lunar cycle (~9.1 yrs); the opposition-
synodic cycle of Jupiter and Saturn (~10

yr8s)

11.33-12.19

12.15

The sunspot cycle (9.9-13.035 yrs); the
alignment cycle of Venus, Earth and Jupiter
(~11 yrs); the period of Jupiter (11.86 yrs);
the synodic period of Jupiter and Neptune
(12.78 yrs)

18.28-20.14

18.6
19.855

The luni-solar node cycle (18.61 yrs);

the synodic period of Jupiter and Saturn
(19.858 yrs); the similar synodic period of
Mercury (19.99 yrs)

29.92

29.783

The period of Saturn (29.42 yrs); the
similar synodic period of Saturn (30.02
yrs); the period of polar shift (29.8 yrs)

~61

59.555

The sunspot cycle (~57.1 yrs); the
repetition of the combined orbits of Jupiter
and Saturn (~ 60 yrs)
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