xii CONTENTS
Manned Space Cabin Systems
Ttveene B. Konrkcer
1. Introduction 159
1I. The Human TFactor 160
111, Life-Support System 174
1V. Present and Future Systcm‘; 256
References 259
Radiation and Man in Space
HerMANN J. SCHAEFER
1. Introduction T i VLT VMRt IO I I - |
1I. The Primary Cocmn- Radiation and Its Transition in the Atmosphere 271
111. Time Variations of Cosmic Ray Intensily . 303
IV. High Intensity Radiation Fields in Space . 37
V. Conclusion 335
References 337
Nutrition in Space Flight
& Roperr G. TiscHER
I. Prelude to Manned Space Tlight . 341
1I. The Beginnings of In-Flight Feeding . ! 343
111, Development of Interest in Space Flight . 345
1V. Work Being Done in Government Agencies . 348
V. Other Agencies Associated with Space Feeding . 350
VI. Development of the Literature on Space Teeding . 351
VII. Space Flight: The Man for the Job 352
VIII. Cabin Environment ) 355
IX. The Closed Cycle Swsiom‘s ; 357
X. Ideal and Idealized Solutions to lhr' (Jlnscll (,y( ]p th]r\m . 369
References 378
Appendix. A Decimal Classification System for Astronautics
Heivz Hermany Koene
Introduction 383
Classifications . 387-396
Aursor INDEX | 397
Sussect INDEX . 403

XI1L
XIIIL.
XI1V.

XV.

Interplanetary Rocket Trajectories *

Derek F. LAwWDEN

University of Canterbury, Christehurch, New Zealand

. Review of the Problems .
11.
II1.
1Vv.
. The Case of Impulsive Thrusts .
VI.
VIIL.
VIII.
IX.

. Eseape from and Entry into Circular Orbits
XI.

The Generalized Mayer Problem
Optimal Aseent into a Circular Orbit
Optimal Rocket Trajectories in Vacuo .

The Primer on a Keplerian Are . . ‘
Optimal Transfer between Coplan.r I*lhpa(‘s ;
Coplanar Terminal Ellipses of Sm: 1l Eccentricity
Transfer between Non-coplanar Orbits .

Optimal Transfer between Two Planets
A. General Theory .

B. Transfer between Circular Orh:{s -1bout '1\\0 l’] uwts .

C. Transfer between the Surfaces of Two Planets .
Optimal Transfer between Planets in Given Positions
Correction for Nonuniformity of the Sun’s Field .
General Theory of Correctional Maneuvers
Perturbation Maneuvers .

References |

I. Review of the Problems

This chapter is concerned with the mathematical problem of determining
the optimal track along which a rocket vehicle may be transferred from a
launching point on the surface of one planet of the solar system to a desti-

nation point on the surface of a second planet.

The first planet will be

designated the departure planct or D-planet and the second the arrival
planct or A-planet.

* Much of the material in this chapter was originally prepared as a report for the
Research Division of Radiation, Ine., Orlando, TFlorida, on Contract AF 33(616)-5992
from the Weapons Guidance Laboratory, Wright Air Development Center, Dayton,

Ohio.
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2 DEREK F. LAWDEN

Optimization of the rocket trajectory has to be performed in respeet Lo
{wo major variables, (2) the propellant consumption, and (b) the time of
transit. In general, it will be desirable to minimize both these factors by
appropriate choice of the trajectory. However, these two requirements
prove to be in direct conflict and a compromise will have to be sought.
Until more powerful propellant combinations than are at present known
become available, it will be necessary to weight this compromise very
heavily in favor of a reduction in propellant consumption rather than in
the time of transit. In the early years of planctary exploration, remotely
controlled unmanned probes will presumably be employed and the time
of transit will, in any case, be a factor of small importance. FFor such jour-
neys, trajectories of least propellant expenditure will be followed. However,
the saving in food, water, oxygen and the other essential supplies for a
manned expedition following upon a reduction in the time of transit, may
be greater than the consequent propellant increase. An overall economy
will then have been effected. For such an expedition, a compromise trajec-
tory will therefore have to be found.

Having made a decision with regard to the interplanctary trajectory
to be followed, it will be necessary to consider the mode of entry into this
trajectory from the launching point on the D-planet (usually the earth).
It seems likely that the degree of control which will be exercised over the
vehicle’s motion during the ascent will be insufficiently precise to justify
a direct, transfer from the launcher into the interplanetary orbit. Instead,
it is to be expected that the vehicle will first be transferred into a satellite
orbit, as close as possible to a previously computed ecircular orbit, either in
its final form or in sections to be assembled in space. Intry into the inter-
planetary orbit would then be made by the application of a carefully timed
and directed impulse from the motors and initiated from the ground control
station. In the ease of a probe, this maneuver could only be performed
successfully provided remote control of the orientation of the rocket axis
was sufficiently precise to ensure that the thrust was properly directed.
However, this is very largely a servo-engineering problem and will not be
further considered in this Chapter. It seems feasible that suitably located
compressed air jets or internal flywheels could be used to control the
orientation of the rocket. Such devices would be linked to an element
sensitive to the rocket’s orientation and the combination formed into a
closed servo control loop.

During its motion along the interplanetary trajectory between the two
planets, it will be necessary to make sufficient observations of the rocket’s
position and velocity to establish the elements of its orbit. This, inevitably,
will differ from the previously computed optimal trajectory and it will be
necessary to apply a small correctional thrust as soon as possible after the
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divergence has been noticed. Again, a fine control over the rocket orienta-
tion will be necessary if this, and later, correctional thrusts are to be
applied effectively. Also, a method of rapidly computing the magnitude
and direction of a correctional impulse must be found.

A precise computation of the trajectory of the rocket as it moves be-
tween the planetary terminals would be a laborious proeess involving a
step-by-step numerical integration best performed by a large scale auto-
matic ealeulator. ITowever, for many purposes, it will be sufficient to divide
the transfer maneuver into three phases, (a) in proximity to the D-planet,
(b) in interplanetary space and (¢) in proximity to the A-planet. During
cach of these phases, the attraction of a single body is dominant and the
influence of any other can be disregarded. Thus, during the first phase, by
referring the motion to a frame moving with the D-planet, the effect of the
sun’s attraction can be reduced to that of a small perturbing force, due
only to the non-uniformity of the sun’s field in the neighborhood of the
planet. It will be shown in Section XIII that this force causes spatial and
velocity changes of magnitudes smaller than those to be expected as a
result of the inevitable launching errors and consequently there appears
to be little point in making any allowance for them. These errors ean be
corrected later on the trajectory, at the same time when the launching
errors are corrected by the applieation of a small thrust from the motors.
During the second phase, the vehicle will have receded to a great distance
from the D-planet and its motion will be governed almost entirely by the
attraction of the sun. The points which have been made in respect of the
first phase apply equally to the third phase. It is clear, therefore, that the
whole trajectory may be regarded as comprising a guccession of Keplerian
ares and this approximation will be employed in much of the work de-
seribed lafer.

1t may happen that it is advantageous to introduce further phases into
the space-ghip’s motion, during which it passes close to an attracting body
other than one of the planets of departure and arrival. Thus, a rocket
whose destination is Mars, might purposely be lnunched into a trajectory
carrying it close to the moon with the object of acquiring momentum
without the expenditure of propellant by making use of this body’s attrac-
tion. Again, the trajectory might be chosen to permit a close encounter
with one of the Martian moons, with the intention of conserving propellant
at the destination planet. Sueh maneuvers are called  perturbation
mancuners,

Il. The Generalized Mayer Problem

As first pointed out by Cicala [1] and later amplified by Micle [2-4],
the problem of minimizing the propellant expenditure of a rocket can be
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arranged in the form of a caleulus of variations problem of Mayer type
and hence solved by known techniques [5]. In this Section, the Mayer
problem will be stated in a generalized form, embracing within its scope
all later problems concerning the ealeulation of optimal trajectories under
various conditions. The solution to this problem will be stated and will
then be employed as a basis for subsequent investigations.

The generalized Mayer problem may be stated thus: z,(f) (¢ = 1,2, ..., n)
are n unknown funetions of an independent variable ¢, which are to be
defined for values of ¢ extending over the range tp = ¢t =< ;. These functions
have to satisfy the m first order differential equations

¢j(£r!0:£h"hx|‘; it‘) =0 (J = 112! ey M < n): (1)

where the x (k = 1, 2, ..., q) are g parameters whose values are also un-
known. The values taken by the functions x(t) at the end points of the
interval (lo, &) will be denoted thus:

xi(t)) = xio x:(th) = x4. (2)
These values are to satisfy the p equations
Villo, by, 20, xq) = 0 (I=12.,p = 2n+2). (3)
J is a given function of &y, &y, v, 24, i.c.
J = J(lo,tr, 20, Tar)- 4)

It is required to choose the functions x;, subject to the constraints (1) and
(3), the end points t, 1, and the values of the i, so that J is minimized.

To obtain a rigorous solution to this problem, it is necessary to state at
the outset the assumptions which may be made concerning the analytical
properties of the functions ¢;, ete., and to specify the set of functions x;
which are admissible for the purpose of minimizing J. However, apart
from the statement that the x; will always be supposed continuous and
their first derivatives, the #; continuous except at a finite number of
points, these assumptions will not be made explicit, since it is our object
to apply known results rather than to describe the most gencral circum-
stances in which they are valid. The reader interested in this aspect should
consult Bliss [5].

Let A1, Ae, ..., Am denote Lagrange multipliers depending upon ¢ and to
be determined subsequently. Let F' be the function defined by the equation

F = \;¢;. (5)

Here, as elsewhere in this chapter, the usual summation convention is
== tieainvaenoet {0 repeated lower ease literal subseripts. Let vy, va, ooy v,
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be constant multipliers, also to be determined later and let H be defined
by the equation,

I ez J 4+ vy (6)

Then, the functions a; which winimize J necessarily satisfy the second
order differentinl equations

31' d/ ol ) : )
v dt(az) =0  (i=12,.,n), @)

at all points where the & are continuous. These are the Euler equations.
Also, at the end points ¢ = t, { = {, it is necessary that

#o gt / =0, 8
g:f 01.1 ta + [:I %%dt =), Q)
:Tﬁ, - (%)u =0, (10)
gj‘%+(g—£)1=(}, (11)
‘["h g:—: dt = 0, (12)
wherei = 1,2,..,nand k = 1,2, ..., q.

Together with the m constraints (1), the n LSuler equations, which are
of the second order, determine the m + n functions x;, A, apart from
2(m + n) constants of integration. The (2n + ¢ + 2) Eqs. (8)~(12), to-
gether with the p constraints (3) and the 2m equations obtained by setting
t =lo, t = tyin Eqs. (1), determine the p constants v;, the end points f,,
ls, the parameters «, and the 2(m + n) constants of integration.

The derivatives &; may be discontinuous, but at each such discontinuity
the Weierstrass—Erdmann corner conditions must be satisfied. These require
that the following expressions shall be continuous at the discontinuity:

ar " ar
6.1",-' ey at;
Writing
. o Ol 4
. K=1F = &g (13)
it may be shown that
dN _ 99 :
di A a C
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It follows that, if the ¢; are not explicitly dependent upon ¢,

K = constant. (13b)

This is a first integral of the Euler equations. It is clear from the
Weierstrass—Tirdmann corner conditions that the constant right-hand
member of this equation is not affected by a discontinuity.

Ill. Optimal Ascent into a Circular Orbit

To illustrate the conditions upon an optimal trajectory listed in Section
11, the problem of transferring a rocket from a launching platform into a
cireular orbit about the earth with minimum expenditure of propellant
will now be considered. It will be supposed that the vehicle is launched
with zero initial velocity and that the initial direction of projection is not
preseribed. The final velocity at the end of the powered trajectory is to be
horizontal and of given magnitude U (satellite velocity) and at this terminal
the rocket’s height is to be ¥ above the launching point. It will be supposed
that the propellant expenditure is a preseribed function of the time after
launching {, so that the component of aceeleration f due to the motor
thrust is also a given function of {. It is required, therefore, to calculate
the thrust direction program yielding the prescribed final conditions in
the shortest possible time. Ior simplicity, aerodynamic forces, earth
curvature and rotation and variation of gravity with height will be neg-
lected. The effects of these factors can be expected to be small over the
powered are, which is relatively short. '

Taking axes Ox horizontally, Oy vertically through the launching point
0, it will be assumed that the rocket’s motion is confined to the plane Oxy.
Let (x, y) be the coordinates of the rocket at time ¢, (u,») its velocity
components in the directions of the axes, and 6 the angle made by the
direction of the motor thrust with the horizontal. Then the equations of
motion of the rocket can be expressed in the form

pr=8—u=0,

pp=y—v=0, (14)
¢ =1 — fcos @ = 0,

=04 ¢g— fsing =0,

g being the gravitational acceleration. In the particular problem being
considered, the constraints (1) take the form of Eqs. (14) and govern the
five unknown functions x, y, u, v, 8 (the a;). We shall suppose that launch-
ing takes place at the instant ¢ = 0. Then, the boundary conditions are
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‘lbl = Iy = ": 'ibﬁ | Y = “r

Vo= 1yo =0, Vir=m— U=\,

l,(/:g:-u[;:", %=i‘1=0 15
. <)

Yo =1 = 0, o5

Vs =1y =0,

These represent the end constraints (3) for the problem. Finally

I =1 (16)
is to be minimized by choic ions : isfyi
oy oy choice of the functions =, y, u, v, satisfying Iigs.

The Lagrange function takes the form

F =M@ = u) + My — ) + M1t — fcos 0) + M@+ g — fsing)  (17)
and the uler equations (7) are aceordingly

-A[=.Xzzx:1‘l-,\1=k.;+)g=0, (18)

Jssin 0 — X\ cos 0) = 0. (19)

Tt follows from these equations that

M o= —a, A = - N o= al - b, M=c + d. (20}

ct 4+ d
at + b’ (21)

a, b, ¢, d being constants. We conclude, therefore, that the thrust direction
program must be such that the tangent of the thrust angle 8 is a bilinear
function of the time. Sinee this result has been obtained without reference
to the boundary conditions (15), it is implied that the thruét directiolnj
program v."iI[ take this form for any mission to be accomplished in a uﬁi-
form gravitational field and in the absence of aerodynamic forces. It is
t.lmrefurt? of very great generality. Lawden [6-8] and Fried and Richardson
[E}].obtmned this form of optimal thrust direction program when investi-
gating other rocket maneuvers in s uniform field.
The function i [Iq. (6)] is now written down thus:

=+ ity + valjo + vyue + vavy + gty
T = Y) + w(u — U) + v (22)
The conditions (8)—(12) then yield the equations

tan 0 =

vs + vido + vagio + vty + pity = 0,
| —f— vr,_?}] + P;r?.f.[ + ngi'l = 0, (23)
! P Al‘ﬂ = M,n o Bl )\a.n Ll s M,n =1

AMa =1 + Mg =1y + M,l =1 + M= 0.

H
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Fliminating the v, the following conditions remain:
A= 0 MI} + Natt + Ml = ], (2[-)

both to be satisfied at t = {1. The first of these conditions shows that a = 0
and henee that {
tan 0 = £1 -+ g (25)
b b

that is, tan 0 is linear in £ . . ‘ )

Given f explicitly as a function of ¢, 0 1s determinable from Im.;. (25)
and it follows that the Eqs. (14) can be integrated to yield equations of
the trajectory. The four constants of integration must be chosen so th.:xt.
the four boundary conditions at t = 0, viz. x =y =u =0 = 0, are satis-
fied. There are three boundary conditions to be catisfied at ¢ = {;. These
cuffice to fix the unknown ratios ¢/b, d/b and the duration of th(? maneuver
{,. The remaining condition (24) has no practical significance; it serves to
determine b, ¢, d, individually.

In the particular case when f is constant, if @ = —¢/band 6y, 6y are the
initinl and final values of the thrust angle respectively, it can be shown
that the three conditions just referred to may be written in the form

; [tan 6 + scc fo)
all = fl”gltan 0y + sec 6, )’

CO8 %(80 == 31)’ (26)
sin %(90 + B[)

2a?Y + all = f(sin 0, — sin By)sce Oy sec 0y

I_
o=

Equations (26) can be solved numerically for «, 8, 6; when g, {'f, Y are
given and the trajectory is then completely determined. If U = 5 miles/sec,
Y = 51 miles, it will be found that

a= 25X 107 0y = 30° 6 = 0°.

Fmploying Eq. (25), it is immediately deducible from these results that
it = 231 see.

IV. Optimal Rocket Trajectories in Vacuo

The general astronautical problem of optimizing a rocket t.mjecl'.or:v
with respect to the propellant expenditure, may be expressed mathemati-
cally thus: D and A are two given points in a given gravitational field; the
\'elr‘mit-y of a rocket being specified at these points, it is rnquin‘:-ed to connec t
them by a curve along which the rocket can be navigated w1_th minimum
expenditure of propellant. Thus D might be a given launching point on
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the earth’s surface or a point on a circular satellite orbit about this body;
in the firgt ease the specified rocket velocity at D would be the velocity of
the earth in its orbit compounded with a velocity due to its rotation; in
the second ease an additional velocity due to the motion in the satellite
orbit would also have to be taken into aceount. A might be a point on the
Martion surface or on a satellite orbit about this planct. The times of
departure and/or arrival may, or may not, be previously fixed. If any part
of the trajectory is immersed in a planetary atmosphere, aerodynamic
forces will operate upon the rocket and the acrodynamic characteristics
of the vehicle must be supposed known. In this Seetion we shall assume
that all such forces are negligible and that the only forces acting upon the
rocket are gravity and the motor thrust.

If Oxyars is an inertial frame of reference consisting of three orthogonal
axes and if f; ( = 1, 2, 3) denote the three components along these axes of
the gravitational attraction per unit mass at the point (xy, x», ;) at the
time ¢, we shall assume that the f; are known functions of ¢, to, {1, &k, @1,
where {p is the instant of departure, {, is the instant of arrival and the
ke (k= 1,2, ..., ¢ are parameters whose physical significance will change
from problem to problem. Thus

Jo =Tty bo, by xx, 21, 22, T3). (27)

The equations of motion of a rocket moving in the field can be written

. ¢ .

bi = — ﬁﬁl’i"fi= 0, (28)
¢),’i;‘ = .'I"l' — = “, (2”)
¢ = M+ 8 =0, (30)

where the »; are veloeity components, ¢ is the jet veloeity, the I; ave the
direction cosines of the thrust direction, 8 is the rate of propellant expendi-
ture and 7 = 1, 2, 3. The identity

=04+ 0L+5L2-1=0 31

must also be added to the constraints (28)-(30).

For any particular rocket, g will be positive and bounded and thus
0 £ B = B. Following Miele [4], we shall make 8 a monotonic increasing
function of a parameter a (of no particular physical significance), such
that as e traverses the range (—e, ), g increases from 0 to B. The func-
tional relationship will be chosen so that dB/da = 0 for sufficiently large
positive or negative a. Thus, the vanishing of dg/da will imply that either
B = 0orp3 = B,ic. that the motors are either shut down or are operating
at maximum thrust. During the maneuver. o will ho eaman foneiiooee
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The positions of D and A and the velocity of the rocket at these points
will be supposed specified, leading to boundary conditions in the form

Yi=xp—d; =0, (32)
Viss = 2a — a; = 0, (33)
Yigg = vio — Dy = 0, (34)
Vi =ty — A; = 0, (35)

where 7 = 1, 2, 3, and d; and a; are the coordinates of the points of depar-
ture and arrival respectively and the D; and A; are the components of the
rocket velocity at these points respectively. The instants of departure and
arrival may, or may not, be specified. If they are, then additional boundary
conditions exist, viz.

Vi3 =ty — T = 0, (36)
Yu=4L—Ty=0. (37)

All the constraints have now been stated. There are eleven functions
of { subject to these constraints but otherwise arbitrary, viz., the x;, the
vi, the l;, M, a. These will be chosen so as to minimize the characteristic
velocity of the maneuver, viz.

V = clog(M,/My). (38)

The Lagrange function I takes the form

F = \; (i!,' — :ﬁ% Bl; — f.) + A.‘.m(i’i = U.‘) + )\?(ﬂ[ y i '6)
+ Rg(t].e + Iy + 13'3 - 1)1 (39)

the summation convention being operative. The eleven Iluler equations
are accordingly

N =N (40)
Niys = —-)\:'g%ﬁ (41)
0= -3‘111; BNtk (42)
Xy = 1—,&—2 A\, (43)
0= (—j‘} A+ )\?) %’ - (44)

where 7 and j range over (1, 2, 3).
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IFrom Tiqs. (10), (41) it follows that the X; satisfy the three equations

A ;
Nio= A i (15)
Relative to rectangular Cartesinn frames, the f; are known to be the com-
ponents of a vector. 1t follows that, relative to such frames, df;/dx; are
the components of a second rank tensor and Eq. (45) is accordingly a
vector equation. The quantities A; can therefore be treated as the compo-
nents of a vector, which will be referred to as the primer [10].
From the qs. (42) it follows that
2M . i
N=TENl (=1,2,3), (16)
i.e. that the primer is always parallel to the thrust direction (unless g == 0,
when there is no thrust).

I'rom 1iqs. (44), it may be concluded that

g [

cither 5 = 0 or A = i A (47)

In the second event, by consideration of Fq. (43), it follows that

b =
or
L by = el (48)
A M= )

Integration now yields the result

constant

% il

]

A (+9)

and henee, from the second alternative (47),
A = constant. (50)
But the X; are the direction ratios of the thrust, so that
L= N/VAE + A + A 1)
It now follows from 5. (50) that,
4 m_):' = constant, (52)

i.e. that the primer is of constant magnitude.
Now, as shown in reference [11], the Tigs. (45) possess no integral in
the form of Ilq. (52). The first alternative (47) is accordingly forced, im ply-
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ing that 8 = 0 or B, i.e. that the motors must either be shut down or
operating at maximum power.

If 8 = 0, the rocket coasts under gravity alone, the components of the
primer are determined by the Tiqs. (45), A\; = constant, \s = 0 and the I;
are indeterminate.

1f B = B, the thrust and primer are aligned and hence 13q. (51) is valid.
From Eq. (46), it may accordingly be deduced that

B s
N = Ec'ﬁ Va4 N N (53)
and from Eq. (43) that
B AT N .
k?“-"’jf_z PYLIE S VLI S VRR (54)

Since the optimal trajectory comprises ares of two types, (a) null-
thrust ares and (b) maximum thrust ares, it is necessary to consider the
Weierstrass—Erdmann corner conditions to be satisfied at the instants the
motor is energised or closed down. Tt will be found that the conditions for
the continuity of the aF/di, are that the X (i = 1, 2, 3,4, 5, 6, 7) should be
continuous at such an instant. Since Ay = —M, ete, thig implies that the
primer and its first derivative are continuous. There is no condition on As.
I — #; 9F /di; is continuous if

C
— A (H Bl; + f‘) — Nipati + N8

is continuous. Since the f; and v; are necessarily continuous and the A; have
been proved continuous, this last condition requires only the continuity of

s
— BN — NaB. Hh
T, B ] (55)

Consider an instant at which the motors are brought info operation at
maximum thrust. ITmmediately prior to the instant, 8 = 0. Hence, immedi-
ately afterwards it is necessary that

LAl — MB =0,

M
i.e. that
A o= 'jr:f Al = J\r_f M2 N+ A% (56)

However, if the motors are brought into operation at the instant of
departure, corner conditions are not appropriate and condition (56) 18 not
applicable.
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Similarly, Iiq. (56) is to be true at any instant when the motors are
closed down, provided this is not the instant of arrival.

Over any portion of the optimal trajectory which lies in a time-invariant
gravitational field, the first integral (13b) of the Euler equations is avail-
able. This takes the form

c
N (7B 12) = a0 N1 D)
: = constant. (57)
Making use of the constraints (28)-(31) and the Iuler equations (40), (41),
this can be written

Xefi =K & 8 (f; Rilj m) = constant. (58)

(_Jondititm (56) being satisfied upon entry into or exit from a phase of
maximum thrust, it follows that the quantity

c
B (:“f Al — }\7)

is continuous through the value zero at such instants. X, X;, »; and f; are
also continuous. The constant appearing in the right-hand member of Eq.
(58) accordingly takes the same value over the whole of the optimal
trajectory.

Consider now the constraints (32)-(37) imposed upon the conditions
atb the end points. The function I7 is first formed thus:

M
H = clogjﬂ{ 4 vilwi — di) + vip(ea — @) + vigs(vio — Di)
4 vip(va — A+ vialte — To) + vu(ts = Th),  (59)

\\.-'here vz = 0 if the time of departure is not specified and vy = 0 if the
time of arrival is not specified. Conditions (8)—(12) can now be written
down, as shown:

ikl . _!}__1- i alrr .
Yy ¥ilin Vipalin + i'l-fnijn e . }\.(,')?n dt = U, ({10)
cosadi 4 c hoaf; ;
iy vipsda + ovipela — EMl = /; )\.-é—t'lfﬂ. = (), (61)
vi — Aigan = 0 vigs — Nip = 0, (62)
viya + Npaa = 0 viro + A =0, (6:3)

e s 2B e :
i, ANao=10 =50 4+ A= 0, (64)
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h 1
] xi L gy, (65)
fo ax‘-‘

If the times of departure and arrival are specified, conditions (60)-(64)
serve only to determine the »; and do not provide additional information
concerning the optimal trajectory. If, however, the time of departure is to
be chosen so that the propellant expenditure is minimized, then vy = 0
and, by eliminating »;, viys between Eqs. (60) and (62), a nontrivial end
condition upon the optimal trajectory is found. This is

Ay + N + 77 M' = M “f B.g{: dt- (66)

at the point of departure. Similarly, if the instant of arrival is not given,
the following condition is to be satisfied upon arrival:

: WL :
AN + Nipa®s MM »—f 3ty dt. (67)
In view of I£qgs. (30), (40), these conditions can be written
" . [ h Of. '
l;‘b.‘ - A.‘b,‘ e ﬂfﬁ = L R{ afn dfr ('[)8)
upon departure and
; LR O 5
ity — Ay — i g = / 30 dl (69)

upon arrival.

A7 is constant along an arc of null-thrust and is determined by Eq. (54)
over an are of maximum thrust. Iiquations (64) show that at the end
points A; must satisfy the condition

A = ¢/M. (70)

The g Iqgs. (65) serve to determine the optimal values of the «;.

This completes the set of conditions necessarily satisfied by an optimal
trajectory. The simpler form to which these conditions reduce in a case of
prime importance for the subsequent theory will be investigated in the
next Section.

V. The Case of Impulsive Thrusts

In very many of the problems which will be investigated later, although
B is finite, the thrust duration necessary to effect the required velocity
changes will be small by comparison with the times spent coasting along
the null-thrust arcs (a few minutes by comparison with hundreds of days).
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[ will accordingly be possible, with very great accuracy, to regard the
thrust as impulsive and to negleet the rocket motion during a phase of
maximum thrust, i.e. the optimal trajectory will be taken to eomprise
null-thrust ares meeting at junction points at which the impulses are
applied.

On account of the relatively shovt duration of a thrust phase, the com-
ponents of the primer and their first derivatives as determined by Iqs. (45)
will remain very nearly constant over this period and we shall neglect any
variation in these gquantities over such a phase. But it has been proved
that these quantities arve all continuous upon entry into and exit from such
a phase. It follows that they are continuous aeross a junction point from
the end of one null-thrust are to the commencement of the next. This is
the first set of simplified conditions.

Suppose that a phase of maximum thrust commences at { = h and
terminates at ¢ = k. Then, integrating Iiq. (54) over the interval (b, ),
it will be found that during this phase A; inereases by

k] e e
Ay = —¢ [ VA A N
o

N YR v vl G /‘k M g
IU ' ) M F A+ A

where an infegration by parts has been earried out to yield the Fq. (?l)
But, since condition (56) is to be satisfied at each end of the interval (A, A
(provided neither is an end point of the trajectory), it follows from l;q.

(71) that
"k Y
] L (72)
h

MVAE+ At A2

Neglecting the variation in the \;, A; during this phase, condition (72)
hecomes
Ak kdl =
VA4 Nt A+ N M-

The integral is clearly nonzero and thus it follows that
Ah =0, (74)
at a junction point.

The above argument is invalidated if the point at which the impulse is

‘applied is a terminal of the trajectory and condition (74) is not necessarily

satisfied at such a point.
If an impulsive thrust is applied at the point of departure, during this
short phase the variation of A; is governed by Eq. (54). Neglecting the
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variation in the components of the primer during this phase, . (51) ean
be integrated over the duration of the thrust to yield

AN; = VNI + Nt N2 A(e/M). (75)

But, at the commencement of the phase, ; is given by 1iq. (70) and at its
termination by Eq. (56). Tt follows that at the commencement of the phase

VAR 4 A2+ Nt = L (76)

Since the components of the primer are direction ratios for the thrust when
the motors are operating, this implies that they are, in fact, direction
cosines.

If the motors are not operated at the point of departure, A; remains
constant at the value given by Eq. (70) until the first junction point is
reached when condition (56) is applicable. This implies that Eq. (76) is
valid at this junction and the primer components are direction cosines for
the impulsive thrust there. At the termination of the first impulsive thrust,
Eq. (76) is still valid since the primer components will not have altered
appreciably since its inception. But condition (56) is to be satisfied when
the motors are closed down. Hence \; = ¢/M at this instant and the above
argument can be repeated to show that Eq. (76) is true at the second
junetion point. Further repetition of this line of argument proves that the
result (76) is true at all junction points and condition (70) is then auto-
matically satisfied at the point of arrival.

It follows from the first set of constraints (28) that

; c L S, 7
ANy = ;ﬁm\.-?-.- + Nifi = Mrﬁ + Nify (77)

since, on a null-thrust are, 8 = 0 and, at a junction point, X; = [;. Condi-
tion (68) can therefore be written
h af
A e Yo o= ‘__.5 1 78
- f N (78)
and is to be satisfied at the point of departure if & is not specified. Similarly,
it may be shown from Eq. (69) that

noaf; _
Nfi — Ay = —./; )\;atl di (79)

at the point of arrival if ¢, is not given.

Over null-thrust ares passing through a time-invariant gravitational
field, the first integral of the FEuler equations (58) is available and takes
the form

Nifi — Av; = constant, (80)

the constant being the same on any two ares not separated by a phase

S i
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during which the rocket is acted upon by a time-variable field. If the field
components f; are independent of {, and {, as well ag being time-invariant,
conditions (78), (79) show that the constant right-hand member of Iiq.
(80) is zero.

To summarize, if the thrust phases are effectively impulsive, the com-
ponents of the primer must satisfy Iiqs. (45) and, at each junction point,

(i) Ni, A; must be continuous,
(i) Ak =0, (81)
(i) A; must be direction cosines for the thrust.

These conditions imply that, at a junction point, the primer and its
derivative are continuous and that these vectors are orthogonal.

If an impulsive thrust is applied at a terminal, condition (ii) is not
effective at that point.

In addition, if the times of departure and/or arrival are not predeter-
mined, conditions (78) and (79) must be satisfied at the appropriate
terminal.

If the gravitational field is time-invariant, 18q. (80) is valid over all
null-thrust arcs. Condition (ii) then follows from the circumstance that
the right-hand member of this equation assumes the same constant value
over two adjacent ares. For, \;, \;, f; being continuous at a junction point,
it follows that, if »;~, »;* are the velocity components immediately prior
and immediately subsequent to the impulsive thrust applied at such a
point, then

}\jf‘,‘v' = lA;F','+.
But
vit — vl = A
Hence condition (ii) follows.

The conditions of this Section will be found derived by an alternative
method in reference [12].

VI. The Primer on a Keplerian Arc

Over the greater part of an interplanetary trajectory, the attraction of
a single body will be paramount. Under these conditions, an arc of null-
thrust is a conic with the center of atiraction at its focus. Before the theory
of the previous Section can be applied to the problem of determining an
optimal interplanetary trajectory, it is accordingly necessary to calculate
the form taken by the primer along such an are.

Let rectangular axes Oxyz form a nonrotating reference frame and be
chosen such that 0 is the eenter ol attraction and Oxy is the plane of the
conie orbit. Let (r, 0) be polar coordinates of a point P on the conie orbit
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measured as indicated in Fig. 1. The axes will be assumed chosen so that @
increases as P advances along the orbit. 0XYz constitutes a _scccmdary
frame of reference, which rotates about 0z with angular velocity @ such

z
Y
Q y
=] v
T
i p
X P =R
A
X

Fia. 1, Frames of reference,

that P remains on 0X during its motion. At any point (r, Y, 2) in the
secondary frame, the gravitational attraction has components
yr e 24
= _(rz + Y2 4 22)2 §= (r2 4 Y2 4 22)32
_ 7Z ]
(7-'2 + Y2 + zl)af'.'
along the axes of the frame, v being a constant for the field. Differentiat?ng
these components partially with respect to r, Y,z and then putting
Y =z = 0, it will_be found that at_ P
a_w o, A_,
ar aY 0z

(82)

h =

g _ ol Mg (83)
ar ¢ ay — 3 0z

oh - dh 0 L S

or ay 2 y3

It follows that, if (X, g, ») are the components of the primer at P relative
to the secondary frame (see Fig. 1), the corresponding components of the
right-hand member of Fq. (45) relative to this frame are

g

———
[

|

e T S ———

- o
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)
=Y / ¥
F?\ _."‘:E'u' —;_zv, (Sl]

respectively.

The left-hand member of liq. (45) will be written D’p, where p is the
primer vector and D denotes the rate of change operator relative to a non-
rotating frame (e.g. Oxyz). In this Seetion, dots will be employed to denote
rates of change relative to the rotating frame 0X V2. Then, if j is the unit
veetor in the direction 0z,

Dp = p+ 26 X p+ 8 X p+ &G-pj — p). (85)
Introducing a vector q such thai,
p = rq, (86)

the identity (85) takes the form
D’p = 1§ + 2iq + (i — r6%q + (16 + 2i0)j X q

+ 2rf) X q + r8%-qj. (87)
imploying the polar equations of motion of the point P, viz.

Ferd= —y/rt 1424 =0, (88)
Iq. (87) reduces to the form
D’p = rq + 274 + 2rdj X q + 16%-qj — :’— q. (89)

If primes denote differentiations with respect to @ and relative to the
rotating frame, then

4 = dy, (90)
G=20q" + dq, (91)
and hence the identity (89) is equivalent to

Dp = rﬂﬁq” + (ré + '2:"9)qF + 2réj X q + I‘ﬂ:i-qj - _}“'q’

I

(@ + 2 X o' +j-qi) - L q 92)

It is known that, for motion along a IKeplerian are
'8 = Vil (93)

where 1 is the semilatus rectum of the orbit. Tt follows that the identity
(92) ean finally be written in the form

0 Z e 5 1 r . . r
Dp = %;(q +2iXq +jqj — jiq)- (94)

If q has components (i, v, w) in the dircctions 0X, 0Y, 0z respectively,
then by Eqs. (86),



