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Abstract

NASA’s Meteoroid Engineering Model (MEM) is designed to provide aerospace engineers with an accurate descrip-
tion of potentially hazardous meteoroids. It accepts a spacecraft trajectory as input and its output files describe the
flux, speed, directionality, and density of microgram- to gram-sized meteoroids relative to the provided trajectory.
MEM provides this information at a fairly fine level of detail in order to support detailed risk calculations. However,
engineers and scientists in the very early planning stages of a mission may not yet have developed a trajectory or
acquired the tools to analyze environment data. Therefore, we have developed an online library1 of sample MEM
runs that allow new users or overloaded mission planners to get a quick feel for the characteristics of the meteoroid
environment. This library provides both visualizations of these runs and input files that allow users to replicate them
exactly. We also discuss the number of state vectors needed to obtain an accurate representation of the environment
encountered along our sample trajectories, and outline a process for verifying that any given trajectory is adequately
sampled.

Keywords: meteoroids, space environments, risk assessment

1. Introduction

In order to design reliable spacecraft, aerospace engi-
neers must assess and mitigate a wide variety of risks. A
full understanding of all risks – which can include phe-
nomena such as spacecraft charging, corrosion, and im-
pacts from orbital debris and meteoroids – would require
an impractically extensive knowledge of a wide variety
of scientific and engineering disciplines. As a result,

1https://fireballs.ndc.nasa.gov/mem/library/

those conducting risk assessments must content them-
selves with a surface-level understanding of most fields
and consult with experts when necessary. Primers and li-
braries, if well designed, can assist the risk assessment
process by quickly familiarizing users with the basics of
a field and reducing their dependence on external subject
matter experts.

The members of NASA’s Meteoroid Environment Of-
fice (MEO) often serve as subject matter experts on the
topic of meteoroid impacts. We advise programs on the
basic characteristics of the meteoroid environment; issue
meteor shower forecasts and advisories (Moorhead et al.,
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2019); and develop and distribute the Meteoroid Engi-
neering Model (MEM), a stand-alone piece of software
that generates meteoroid environment data that is specific
to a user’s spacecraft trajectory (Moorhead et al., 2020b;
Moorhead, 2020). We have found that users or would-
be users of MEM have widely varying levels of famil-
iarity with the risk posed by meteoroid impacts and bal-
listic limit calculations. The missions which these users
are planning can also vary dramatically in type and ma-
turity. In many cases, users may not have a quantitative
description of their spacecraft’s trajectory, which makes
early risk assessment very difficult.

In this paper, we present a library of sample space-
craft trajectories and corresponding MEM run results that
is designed to help users conducting early risk assess-
ments or learning to use the software. This library allows
such users to quickly assess the typical meteoroid flux for
various orbits and visualize the distribution of meteoroid
speeds, directionality, and bulk particle density. In some
cases, the user may find that one of our sample trajecto-
ries is similar to their own planned mission trajectory, and
could potentially use our data files to conduct a prelimi-
nary risk assessment.

We do not construct original trajectories; instead, we
sample known trajectories of existing spacecraft at a num-
ber of different locations in the inner solar system (see
Section 2). We discuss our trajectory sampling in Sec-
tion 3 and present a method for determining the trajectory
resolution needed to attain a given precision in the me-
teoroid fluxes reported by MEM (Section 4). Finally, we
describe the visualizations and data provided in our online
library and discuss their possible applications (Section 5
and 6).

2. Trajectory selection

We downloaded or generated trajectories for at least
one spacecraft orbiting each planet in the inner solar sys-
tem as well as the Moon. We have also included one tra-
jectory that does not orbit any planet, but instead corre-
sponds to the route by which the Mars Atmosphere and
Volatile EvolutioN (MAVEN) spacecraft traveled from
Earth to Mars.

Most of our selected trajectories are those of real
US government (NASA or NOAA) spacecraft whose

ephemerides are available through the Jet Propulsion Lab-
oratory’s Horizons ephemeris service.2 We chose these
particular spacecraft because they follow orbits that could
be considered representative of a class of orbits: for
instance, Aqua is an example of a satellite on a Sun-
synchronous orbit. In one case, no suitable trajectory was
available from Horizons: we therefore instead sampled
a near-rectilinear halo orbit (NRHO) generated by Lee
(2019).

2.1. Earth-orbiting trajectories
Most spacecraft orbit Earth; therefore, we have opted to

generate a larger number of sample trajectories for Earth-
orbiting spacecraft than for those orbiting other bodies.

2.1.1. ISS: low Earth orbit
We selected the International Space Station (ISS) as an

example spacecraft in low Earth orbit (LEO). LEO de-
scribes orbits with altitudes within 2000 km of Earth’s
surface as well as the region of space where these orbits
lie. This is a heavily populated region of space and is of-
ten chosen for communications or Earth observation satel-
lites.

The ISS orbits at an altitude just over 400 km above
Earth’s surface and has an orbital period between 90 and
93 minutes; its trajectory is depicted in Fig. 1.3 Its alti-
tude is small compared to Earth’s radius, and this tends
to protect the nadir (or Earth-facing) side of the space-
craft from meteoroid impacts (readers can jump ahead to
Section 5.2.3 for a visualization). This effect is known
as planetary shielding and is significant when the space-
craft is within a planetary radius of the planet’s surface
(Kessler, 1972; Jones and Poole, 2007; Moorhead et al.,
2020a).

2.1.2. Aqua: Sun-synchronous orbit
We selected Aqua as an example spacecraft in Sun-

synchronous orbit (SSO). SSO is a type of near-polar LEO
with an altitude and inclination chosen such that the orbit
precesses around Earth once per year. This tends to pre-
serve the angle between the orbit and the Sun-Earth vec-
tor. Such satellites will therefore always view locations on

2https://ssd.jpl.nasa.gov/?horizons
3Additional views are available at

https://fireballs.ndc.nasa.gov/mem/library/iss.html
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Figure 1: The ISS trajectory used for our library. The coordinate system
is inertial and aligned with Earth’s equator.

Earth’s surface at the same illumination angle. This orbit
is popular with imaging and weather satellites. Aqua’s
trajectory is depicted in Fig. 2.

Aqua is part of NASA’s Earth Observing System
(EOS). It has an orbital altitude of about 702-703 km and
an orbital period of 99 minutes. Like the ISS, Aqua’s
nadir surface will be largely shielded from the meteoroid
environment by Earth.

2.1.3. GOES-14: Geostationary orbit
A geostationary or geosynchronous equatorial orbit

(GEO) is one in which the spacecraft’s mean motion
matches Earth’s rotational period. A spacecraft in GEO
orbits Earth exactly once per sidereal day and thus is al-
ways positioned directly above the same point on Earth’s
surface. GEO orbits are used by one-way communica-
tions and weather satellites, but cannot communicate with
latitudes more than 81◦ from the equator.

The GOES-14 satellite is part of the National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA)’s Geostation-
ary Operational Environmental Satellite (GOES) sys-
tem. It generally maintains a geographical longitude of
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Figure 2: The Aqua trajectory used for our library. The coordinate sys-
tem is inertial and aligned with Earth’s equator.

∼ 105◦W. With a standard GEO altitude of 35, 786 km
(5.6 Earth radii), GOES-14 benefits very little from plane-
tary shielding. The total flux on the spacecraft varies very
little, although the apparent directionality changes as the
spacecraft changes its orientation relative to Earth’s direc-
tion of motion about the Sun. The trajectory is depicted
in Fig. 3.

2.1.4. JWST: Sun-Earth L2
The James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) is a large,

multipurpose infrared space observatory. It was launched
in late 2021 and its first images were released in July
2022. The spacecraft follows a halo orbit around the Sun-
Earth L2 Lagrange point and thus remains near Earth. The
trajectory is depicted in Fig. 4.

It would be incorrect to say that JWST follows an in-
terplanetary trajectory, as it does not travel between plan-
ets. However, JWST does not orbit Earth and will not
“see” the effects of Earth on the meteoroid environment.
We have therefore placed JWST in this section because it
lies at the edge of Earth’s sphere of gravitational influence
and the environment it encounters is best described as in-

3
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Figure 3: The GOES-14 trajectory used for our library. The coordinate
system is inertial and aligned with Earth’s equator.
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Figure 4: The JWST trajectory used for our library. The coordinate
system is inertial and aligned with Earth’s equator.
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Figure 5: The LADEE trajectory used for our library. The coordinate
system is inertial and aligned with the Moon’s equator.

terplanetary (that is, it is relatively unaffected by gravita-
tional focusing and planetary shielding). JWST’s orbital
motion about L2 is quite slow and therefore we expect it
to encounter a fairly constant flux.

2.2. Moon-orbiting trajectories

2.2.1. LADEE: low lunar orbit
The Lunar Atmosphere and Dust Environment Ex-

plorer (LADEE) was a NASA mission to study the lunar
exosphere. It orbited the Moon for just over 6 months in
a retrograde low lunar orbit. In general, lunar orbits are
unstable and it is apparent from LADEE’s ephemeris that
the spacecraft adjusted its orbital period approximately 20
times in a 6 month period. The trajectory is depicted in
Fig. 5.

LADEE’s altitude ranged from just a few km above the
lunar surface to 148 km. We therefore expect its nadir sur-
faces to be fairly protected from the meteoroid environ-
ment; note, however, that dust particles originating from
the lunar surface are not modeled in MEM. Users will
need to use a separate model for these additional parti-

4
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Figure 6: The NRHO trajectory used for our library. The coordinate
system is inertial and aligned with the Moon’s equator.

cles (see Minow et al., 2022; Whipple et al., 1969, and
references therein).

2.2.2. Near-rectilinear halo orbit
A near-rectilinear halo orbit (NRHO) is being consid-

ered for NASA’s Lunar Gateway. This orbit is so-named
because its orbital eccentricity relative to the Moon varies,
and some portions of the trajectory are therefore straighter
than that of an ellipse.

No spacecraft have used a lunar NRHO trajectory in the
past, and we therefore cannot use our usual approach of
downloading a sample trajectory from Horizons. Instead,
we extracted state vectors using the spy utility4 from a
binary Spice file prepared by Lee (2019). The trajectory
is depicted in Fig. 6.

In our example NRHO, the spacecraft circles the Moon,
which in turn orbits Earth, which in turn orbits the Sun.
In order to fully cover all possible Sun-Earth-Moon-
spacecraft positions, we would need to sample over a 19-

4https://naif.jpl.nasa.gov/naif/utilities.html

year Metonic cycle. However, an object on an NRHO
spends most of its time at large selenocentric distances,
moving slowly relative to the Moon. The overall mete-
oroid environment is therefore fairly stable and we thus
restrict our analysis to a one-year period.

Please note that there is a “family” of NRHO orbits
around any L1, L2, or L3 Lagrange point. This orbit
and the corresponding meteoroid environment should be
considered illustrative of the Earth-Moon L2 NRHO fam-
ily; the environment encountered along another member
of the orbit family will differ from that in our library.

2.3. Orbits around other planets

MEM 3 accepts trajectories with heliocentric distances
between 0.2 and 2 au; within this range, it automatically
detects nearby planets and accounts for their gravitational
influence on the meteoroid environment. Thus, the soft-
ware is capable of handling trajectories of spacecraft or-
biting Mercury, Venus, and Mars.

2.3.1. MESSENGER: Mercurian orbit
MESSENGER (Mercury Surface, Space Environment,

Geochemistry, and Ranging) was a NASA mission to
study Mercury’s surface and magnetic field. It orbited
Mercury for four Earth years, maintaining an elliptical or-
bit that limited the spacecraft’s exposure to the hot Her-
mean surface. Its trajectory is depicted in Fig. 7.

Mercury orbits the Sun in 88 days; we therefore chose
to sample the first 88 days of MESSENGER’s primary
mission. The spacecraft’s orbit does not precess in an in-
ertial frame; thus, one Mercury orbit covers the full range
of Sun-Mercury-MESSENGER relative positions.

2.3.2. Venus Express: Venusian orbit
Venus Express was a European Space Agency (ESA)

mission to study the atmosphere of Venus. It used a po-
lar, elliptical orbit for its primary mission and most of its
extended missions. Its trajectory is depicted in Fig. 8

Venus orbits the Sun in 225 days; we therefore sampled
the first 225 days of Venus Express’s mission. Like MES-
SENGER, Venus Express’s orbit does not precess relative
to the planet in an inertial frame.

5
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Figure 7: The MESSENGER trajectory used for our library. The coor-
dinate system is inertial and aligned with Mercury’s equator.
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Figure 8: The Venus Express trajectory used for our library. The coor-
dinate system is inertial and aligned with Venus’s equator.
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Figure 9: The MRO trajectory used for our library. The coordinate sys-
tem is inertial and aligned with Mars’s equator.

2.3.3. MRO: low Martian orbit
NASA’s Mars Reconnaissance Orbiter (MRO) has been

studying the Martian surface since 2006 and is still oper-
ational. Unlike MESSENGER and Venus Express, MRO
remains within a few hundred km of the Martian surface
on a nearly circular orbit. Its near-polar orbit precesses
once per Martian year; MRO is therefore in a Martian
Sun-synchronous orbit. We have sampled the first 687
days (one Martian year) of MRO’s primary science phase.
The trajectory is depicted in Fig. 9.

2.3.4. MAVEN: Martian orbit
NASA’s Mars Atmosphere and Volatile Evolution

(MAVEN) orbiter arrived at Mars in late 2014. After
surviving an encounter with comet C/2013 A1 (Siding
Spring), MAVEN begin primary science operations in
November of that year.

MAVEN maintains an eccentric orbit that is highly in-
clined but not polar. Within its first Martian year (687
Earth days), we see an irregular drift in the orbital period
and a fairly complex distribution of spacecraft locations
(see Fig. 10).

6
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Figure 10: The MAVEN trajectory used for our library. The coordinate
system is inertial and aligned with Mars’s equator.

2.4. Interplanetary space

2.4.1. MAVEN: Earth-to-Mars transfer
As mentioned above, MEM automatically determines

whether any massive bodies lie near the user’s trajectory.
While MEM permits the user to select any of the inner
solar system planets as the origin of the input trajectory, it
does not require that the user place the origin at the nearest
planet. This flexibility in selecting the coordinate origin
is particularly useful for trajectories in which a spacecraft
travels from one planet (or the Moon) to another.

We use MAVEN once again for our example trajec-
tory. In this case, we follow MAVEN from its launch
from Earth to its arrival at Mars (see Fig. 11). We use
Barycentric Dynamical Time (TDB) in all our trajectory
files, but this is particularly critical for a transfer trajec-
tory. The TDB time scale increases in a predictable fash-
ion, unlike Coordinated Universal Time (UTC), which is
frequently updated to include leap seconds. Currently, the
two timescales differ by 69 seconds. When the nearest
massive body differs from the origin of the input trajec-
tory’s coordinate system, however, it is important that the
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Figure 11: The MAVEN transfer trajectory used for our library. The
coordinate system is inertial and aligned with the ecliptic.

user provide times in TDB so that MEM can correctly
compute the distance to the nearest massive body.

For most of this portion of its trajectory, MAVEN is
fully exposed to the interplanetary meteoroid environ-
ment. The meteoroid flux decreases with heliocentric dis-
tance, and therefore the rate of impacts onto MAVEN de-
creased as it moved away from the Sun.

3. Trajectory sampling

We used the Horizons application programming inter-
face (API) to sample state vectors for our selected space-
craft. In general, we opted to sample over either [1] the
length of time that the orbited body requires to orbit the
Sun once (ISS, Aqua, GOES-14, NRHO, MESSENGER,
Venus Express, MRO, MAVEN), [2] the length of time
that the spacecraft itself requires to orbit the Sun (JWST),
or [3] the duration of the mission (LADEE, MAVEN
transfer). The exact intervals are provided in Table 1.

Initially, we attempted to use a constant sampling ca-
dence, taking care to select a cadence that does not evenly
divide the orbital period. For instance, the ISS has an

7



interval interval nearest
start end body altitude period inc.

ISS 2020 Jan 1 2021 Jan 1 Earth 415 – 435 km 93 min 52◦

Aqua 2020 Jan 1 2021 Jan 1 Earth 700 – 719 km 99 min 98◦

GOES-14 2015 Jan 1 2016 Jan 1 Earth 35,765 – 35,821 km 23.93 hr 0◦

JWST 2023 Jan 1 2024 Jan 1 Earth 0.0082 – 0.0117 au 6 mos. *
LADEE 2013 Dec 8 2014 Apr 8 Moon 5 – 148 km 115 min 157◦

NRHO 2021 Jan 01 2022 Jan 02 Moon 1,481 – 70,076 km 8.67 d *
MESSENGER 2011 Apr 4 2011 Jul 1 Mercury 226 – 15,166 km 12.03 hr 83◦

Venus Express 2006 May 8 2006 Dec 19 Venus 269 – 66,667 km 24.03 hr 90◦

MRO 2006 Nov 7 2008 Sep 24 Mars 233 – 307 km 112 min 93◦

MAVEN 2014 Nov 16 2016 Oct 3 Mars 113 – 6497 km 4.5 hr 74◦

MAVEN 2013 Nov 18 2014 Sep 22 Sun 0.97 – 1.45 au na 5◦

(transfer) 19:22 TDB 02:24 TDB

Table 1: Spacecraft trajectories selected for our run library. We provide the start and end times; the nearest massive body; and the orbital altitude,
period, and inclination relative to that body. Inclination is measured relative to the nearest body’s equator, if that body is a moon or planet, or the
ecliptic, if that body is the Sun.

∗JWST’s orbit and the NRHO are both nearly perpendicular to the closest body’s orbital plane, not its equator.

orbital period of about 93 minutes and we selected a sam-
pling cadence of 17 minutes. This would result in only
a few samples from each of the 5000+ orbits ISS com-
pletes in a year, but the mean anomalies sampled would
vary from one orbit to the next. However, this approach
proved to be troublesome in many cases: for instance,
LADEE changed its orbital period frequently during the
course of its mission. We found that any constant sam-
pling cadence we tried resulted in periodicities in the sam-
pled mean anomaly (see Fig. 12).

We decided to sidestep the orbit sampling interval issue
by instead sampling at random times within the chosen in-
terval. We set the number of samples to correspond to the
length of the time interval divided by our original cadence
choice of 17 minutes. We rounded the dates to the near-
est 10−6 day (less than 0.1 s); if two dates rounded to the
same value, we discarded one and drew a new random
date. We then used the Horizons API to download the
trajectory data corresponding to these times in batches of
50.

We downloaded data in a coordinate system that is
aligned with the International Celestial Reference Frame
(ICRF). Thus, the x-y plane is parallel to Earth’s mean
equator at the J2000 epoch. We set the coordinate cen-

ter to be that of the orbited body (Earth for ISS, Mars for
MRO, etc.). We made one exception: the MAVEN trans-
fer trajectory was downloaded in ecliptic coordinates,
with the Sun at the origin. For spacecraft orbiting bodies
other than Earth, we also downloaded the same trajectory
relative to what Horizons calls the “body mean equator
and node of date” reference plane. We use this latter co-
ordinate frame for orbit visualizations, but not as MEM
input.

Prior to using any trajectory, we verify that the orbit
is evenly sampled using a chi-squared test on either mean
anomaly (for orbits with max(e) > 0.02) or the angle from
the equator (for orbits with max(e) < 0.02). Here, e refers
to the orbital eccentricity, and the angle from the equator
can be computed as:

ω + f = sin−1
( z
r sin i

)
(1)

where ω is the argument of pericenter, f is true anomaly, z
is the vertical offset from the equator of the orbited body,
r is the distance from the center of the orbited body, and i
is the orbital inclination.

We rounded our randomly generated Julian dates to
6 significant figures; we took care to do this rounding
prior to submitting them to the Horizons API. We out-

8
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Figure 12: Orbital period (top) and mean anomaly of the LADEE space-
craft relative to the Moon, sampled at regular 17-minute intervals (cen-
ter) and at random times (bottom).

trajectory size run time

100 2-3 min
1000 20-30 min
10,000 4 hr

Table 2: Approximate run times (right column) for different input tra-
jectory sizes, given in terms of number of state vectors (left column).
These estimates were obtained by running an ISS-like trajectory in high-
fidelity mode on a laptop with a 2.4 GHz processor. Run times can differ
depending on the user’s selected run options and computer specifica-
tions.

put dates in Barycentric Dynamical Time (TDB) and the
corresponding state vectors in units of km and km s−1, as
required by MEM.

4. Trajectory resolution

In order to use MEM, users must convert their trajec-
tory to a series of Julian dates and state vectors. If an
orbit or trajectory is sampled too infrequently, the result-
ing environment description may be inaccurate or noisy.
On the other hand, if the trajectory is sampled too finely,
the user may find themselves waiting days or even weeks
for their MEM run to finish (see Table 2 for approximate
run times). Unfortunately, we cannot provide a single rec-
ommended minimum number of state vectors; the needed
number will depend on the trajectory and the user’s needs.

To help mitigate this, MEM offers a “random draw” op-
tion; when selected, MEM analyzes only a random sam-
ple of state vectors from the user’s input file. This option
can be used to complete short test runs or to investigate
whether results might converge for a smaller number of
state vectors.

MEM can also output files that provide the standard de-
viation of the flux along the trajectory. This option can be
used in conjunction with a short random draw run to pre-
dict the number of state vectors needed for convergence.

The central limit theorem for sample means (see, e.g.,
Sec. 5.2 of Lock et al., 2013) predicts that the mean of
a sample of size n drawn from a population with mean
µ and standard deviation σ will tend to follow a normal
distribution with mean µ and standard deviation:

σm =
σ
√

n
(2)

9



Furthermore, the sample mean (x̄) and variance (s2) are
unbiased estimators for the population mean and vari-
ance:5

x̄ =
1
n

n∑
i=1

xi (3)

s2 =
1

n − 1

n∑
i=1

(xi − x̄)2 (4)

These equations can be combined and inverted to estimate
the needed sample size, n. This behavior is illustrated in
Fig. 13.

4.1. Method for estimating trajectory sample size

We suggest the following process for determining the
needed sample size.

First, complete a random-draw run by setting the de-
sired random draw size to 100 state vectors; a run of this
size should take minutes, not hours. Be sure to select the
standard deviation file output option so that the sample
standard deviations are saved to file.

Second, identify the flux quantities of interest (see
Sec. 3.4 of the MEM user guide for a description of all
such quantities; Moorhead, 2020). If the user is uncer-
tain about which quantities to select, we suggest using
the so-called “cube fluxes” provided in “cube avg.txt” and
“cube std.txt.” (There are two such sets of files for each
run; one for the high-density population of meteoroids
and another for low-density meteoroids.) An example is
shown in Fig. 14. We will denote the value or values from
the average flux file as x̄ or x̄ j, while the value or values
from the standard deviation file will be denoted s or s j.
Here, j is an optional index used to distinguish between
multiple flux components of interest.

Third, select the desired accuracy for the final run (p)
and the acceptable probability that the final run does not
satisfy that accuracy requirement (α). Select or calculate
the z-statistic that corresponds to your chosen α value us-
ing the 68-95-99.7 rule, a z-table (e.g., see Table 3) or the

5This does not hold for the standard deviation, s; the unbiased esti-
mator for the population standard deviation includes an additional cor-
rection factor of

√
2/(n − 1)Γ

(
n
2

)
/Γ

(
n−1

2

)
(Bolch, 1968). However, for

sample sizes greater than 100, this correction factor adjusts the estimate
by less than 0.25% and we therefore omit it from our equations.
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Figure 13: The mean flux of high-density particles relative to our ISS
trajectory. We generated this plot by saving the total flux for each state
vector in the trajectory, then drawing random samples of varying size
from the data and calculating the sample mean and standard deviation.
We find these quantities behave as expected; for sample sizes larger than
30, approximately 95% of sample means fall within two sigma of the
population mean.

α z

31.7% 1
4.55% 2
0.27% 3

Table 3: Three commonly used confidence levels (α) and their corre-
sponding z-values.

following equation:

z =
√

2 erf−1(1 − α) (5)

where erf−1 is the inverse error function.
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Figure 14: A portion of a MEM output file – cube avg.txt – in which
certain fluxes have been highlighted. In the fourth row, we highlight the
“total flux”: this is the flux of meteoroids onto an object with no fixed
orientation per unit mean cross-sectional area. In the eighth row, we
highlight the average flux on the surfaces of a cube with a “body-fixed”
orientation. The full file contains the flux on all six faces of the cube,
plus the flux on surfaces facing Earth, Sun, and directly away from the
Sun. The file cube std.txt has exactly the same format, but all quantities
are standard deviations rather than means.

Finally, estimate the number of state vectors needed to
obtain the desired accuracy (p) for the jth quantity at the
desired level of confidence (1 − α):

n ≥ nσ, j =
(

z s j

p x̄ j

)2

(6)

If multiple quantities are used – such as the total flux from
each population, or the flux on each surface listed in the
“cube” file – the sample size should be the largest value
of n j.

The user can also consider requiring convergence to
within a constant value that is 100p% of the largest flux
element under consideration. This is equivalent to replac-
ing x̄ j with sup j x̄ j in the denominator of Eq. 6. This helps
the user avoid situations in which an element with a small
flux but large relative variation drives the sample size to
large numbers. For instance, when a spacecraft in low
Earth orbit keeps the same surface pointed towards Earth,
the flux of meteoroids on that surface will be quite low,
and it may not be desirable to have results converge to
within p of a negligible flux.

If the calculated sample size is greater than 100, the
user can use either re-sample their trajectory to create a
file with the required number of state vectors, or they
can use MEM’s built-in random draw option to specify
the sample size (if the size of the existing trajectory file
exceeds the sample size). Please note that MEM runs
in high-fidelity mode when generating standard deviation

files. Thus, the user should also use the high-fidelity
option for their final run. If the calculated sample size
is less than 100, the user can proceed to use their 100-
state-vector results; there is no need to generate a smaller,
coarser run.

4.2. Sample size and skewness
The central limit theorem does not require that the un-

derlying distribution be normal. However, if the underly-
ing distribution is non-normal, there is a sample size, usu-
ally given as 30, at which the sample is considered “large
enough” for Eq. 2 to apply. The bottom panel of Fig. 13
hints at this requirement: when n < 10, there is a wider
spread in the residuals.

However, 30 state vectors may not be “large enough”
if the distribution is extremely skewed. Unfortunately, we
were unable to locate any quantitative guideline as to what
constitutes a sufficiently large sample size as a function
of skewness. We therefore decided to construct our own,
empirical formula.

We used the 104 univariate continuous distributions
available in SciPy version 1.10.0 (Virtanen et al., 2020)
as the basis for our experiment. For each distribution, we
randomly generated 50 sets of positive shape parameters
{q0, ..., qm} using:

qi = − ln ui (7)

where ui is a uniform random variate in the range [0, 1].
The parameter count m is determined by the shape at-
tribute of the distribution.

Not all distributions are compatible with our approach.
We excluded those whose shape attribute is “None” – that
is, whose only shape parameters are a location and a scale
– and those that consistently produced errors when used
with our random parameters (possibly due to a restriction
in range of allowed parameters). We also excluded those
that required longer than 0.1 s to generate 1000 random
variates.

For each distribution and set of random shape param-
eters, we first generated 1000 random variates and es-
timated the skewness using the sample skewness (also
known as the adjusted Fisher-Pearson skewness coeffi-
cient):

G1 =
n

(n − 1)(n − 2)

n∑
i=1

( xi − x̄
s

)3
(8)
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Figure 15: The p-value (color scale) for a test for normality of the means
of 1000 samples of the given size and skewness. A p-value less than
0.05 is typically interpreted as evidence that the data deviate from a
normal distribution. Thus, the points in light yellow correspond to sets
of samples whose means are consistent with a normal distribution, and
the darker, green-to-purple points correspond to sets of samples whose
means are inconsistent with a normal distribution.

We then generated a second set of random variates with
the same distribution and shape parameters, but now with
a random sample size, nsamp between 5 and 10,000. We
repeated this random drawing with the same sample size
1000 times and computed the mean of each sample. Fi-
nally, we performed a test for normality (D’Agostino,
1971; D’Agostino and Pearson, 1973) and recorded the
p-value (see Fig. 15).

We find that

n ≥ nγ = 30 |G1|
2.4 (9)

appears to be a reasonable predictor of whether the sam-
ple means follow a normal distribution and thus the cen-
tral limit theorem applies; the black line in Fig. 15 corre-
sponds to this equation. We stress that this is an empirical
rule and we cannot guarantee that it applies outside of the
sampled range or to all possible univariate distributions.

MEM does not currently report the sample skewness,
although users can compute it themselves by choosing
the “intermediate files” option. These intermediate files
report all flux outputs for each state vector used.

4.3. Application to example trajectories
In this section, we apply the methods outlined in Sec-

tions 4.1 and 4.2 to the trajectories in our library. In each
case, we performed an initial MEM run using a random

sample of 100 state vectors from the master trajectory. We
then use equations 6 and 9 to estimate the number of state
vectors needed for the central limit theorem to apply and
for the reported flux values to lie within 1% of that of
the entire trajectory with 68% confidence (i.e., we select
p = 0.01 and z = 1).

We apply these criteria not only to the overall flux
on the spacecraft, but to the surface fluxes reported in
the “cube avg.txt” files for a “body-fixed” output frame.
However, those spacecraft in low orbits around Earth or
other bodies will have a much lower flux on their nadir-
facing surface. We’d like to avoid scenarios in which the
estimated sample size is inflated by requiring 1% preci-
sion on a negligible flux; therefore, we instead require that
all fluxes converge to 1% of the maximum surface flux:

nσ, j =
( s j

δ

)2
, where δ = 0.01 sup

j
x̄ j (10)

We also use Eq. 9 to compute nγ, j for each surface.
Table 4 reports nσ, j and nγ, j for the ISS total and sur-

face fluxes due to both of MEM’s meteoroid populations
(i.e., the high- and low-density populations). In this case,
we find that the number of state vectors required for the
assumption of normality never exceeds the canonical rec-
ommendation of 30; this is not, however, true for every
spacecraft. The largest sample size requirement in the ta-
ble is 2883 and this is therefore the number of state vec-
tors sampled for the ISS example in our run library.

In Table 5, we provide the recommended number of
state vectors for each spacecraft as well as the surface
and meteoroid population that drives that recommenda-
tion. For instance, we list n = 2883, “Sun,” and “high”
for ISS because the largest number in Table 4 is 2883,
and that number is derived from the flux of high-density
meteoroids on a Sun-facing surface.

In almost all cases, the recommended number of state
vectors is driven by the precision requirement (Eq. 10).
However, we did encounter an exception: our 100-state
vector run for Venus Express had a high skewness value
for Sun-facing and anti-Sun-facing surfaces (|G1|= 4.6
and 4.2, respectively). A skewness of 4.6 requires over
1000 state vectors for the central limit theorem to ap-
ply. This appears to arise because Venus Express’s orbit
is eccentric and does not precess in a Sun-synchronous
fashion. Therefore, the orientation of a Sun-facing sur-
face changes with respect to both the spacecraft’s orbit
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total +x −x +y −y +z −z +Earth +Sun -Sun

high density nσ, j 380 1680 637 832 783 655 21 21 2883 2411
nγ, j 1 1 9 5 5 1 25 25 2 1

low density nσ, j 540 312 108 276 230 317 2 2 182 102
nγ, j 1 5 16 2 1 2 6 6 2 5

Table 4: The number of ISS state vectors required for convergence (nσ, j) of the total flux, the flux on the surfaces of a cube in the VNB coordinate
system (see Sec. 5.2.3), and the flux on surfaces towards or away from Earth and Sun. The desired precision in the total flux is 1% of its value,
while the desired precision in the surface fluxes is 1% of the maximum surface flux. In all cases, the acceptable significance level has been set to
α = 31.7% (or z = 1). We also provide the number of state vectors required for assumption of normality (nγ, j). The two density populations in
MEM are listed separately.

spacecraft n surface population

ISS 2883 Sun high den.
Aqua 2929 anti-Sun high den.
GOES-14 947 −z high den.
JWST 1414 −z high den.
LADEE 4932 anti-Sun high den.
NRHO 844 +y high den.
Messenger 1351 −z high den.
VenusExp 1160 anti-Sun high den.
MRO 3180 anti-Sun high den.
MAVEN 1908 +x high den.
transfer 1488 total low den.

Table 5: The number of state vectors required for the convergence of the
total flux to within 1% of its value and the convergence of all surface
fluxes to within 1% of the largest surface flux. The third column spec-
ifies which flux component determined the value of n. In all cases, the
largest value of n arose from the high-density meteoroid population in
MEM. The significance level has been set to α = 31.7% (or z = 1).

about Venus. At times, it is heavily protected by plane-
tary shielding, and at others, it is both completely unpro-
tected and partially aligned with the spacecraft’s motion.
These special orientations produce long and asymmetric
tails in the flux distribution. MEM users tasked with as-
sessing the risk on a surface with a similarly varying ex-
posure pattern should consider requiring a minimum of
1000 state vectors.

4.4. Future work

MEM 3 includes an optional standard deviation calcu-
lation; the code uses the Welford (1962) and West (1979)
algorithms to compute these standard deviations in a sin-

gle pass. Based on the results presented in this section, we
now plan to add a skewness calculation. We will then use
the standard deviation and skewness to warn users when
their trajectory is likely to produce results coarser than a
given precision.

5. Data and visualizations

This section describes the full set of data files and
graphical visualizations that we have made available in
our online meteoroid environment library.

5.1. Data provided
In Section 3, we described the steps used to generate

or download our example trajectories. However, for those
users who have no desire to repeat this process, we pro-
vide data files containing the corresponding state vectors.
Users can “click here to download the trajectory.” These
files have been formatted for use with MEM.

We also provide an “options file” that documents the
set of choices we selected for each MEM run. These op-
tions files are in plain text format and can be used as a
reference in conjunction with use of the MEM graphic
user interface, or they can simply be copied into the user’s
MEM directory for use with the MEM command-line exe-
cutable. Either method will result in the user exactly repli-
cating our MEM run results. For the sake of conserving
storage space, we have not posted the MEM output files
themselves on the MEM library website.

5.2. Visualizations
For each sample environment, we have generated a

similar set of visualizations that include [1] three views
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of the trajectory in an inertial reference frame; [2] three
views of the trajectory in a Sun-centered ecliptic reference
frame; [3] a bar chart of the flux on flat surfaces with nine
specific orientations; [4] a histogram of the impact speed
distribution; [5] a histogram of the meteoroid bulk density
distribution; and [6] heat maps of meteoroid directionality
relative to the spacecraft.

The sample visualizations we present in this paper con-
tain the same information (or a subset of the same infor-
mation) as those in our online library, but the font size has
been reduced. Our online versions are optimized for the
web and have large, serif labels and appear in Scalable
Vector Graphics (SVG) format. A full set of visualiza-
tions for the ISS trajectory is presented in Fig. 16; we
discuss each graphic in this section.

5.2.1. Trajectory in inertial frame
In the first row of Fig. 16, we present a visualization

of the ISS trajectory from three angles in an inertial ref-
erence frame. In most cases, the axes of the inertial ref-
erence frame are aligned with the International Celestial
Reference Frame (ICRF), in which the x axis is close to
aligned with Earth’s dynamical vernal equinox and the
z axis is close to aligned with Earth’s pole at the J2000
epoch. The sole exception is that of the MAVEN Earth-
to-Mars transfer trajectory, which is depicted in an ecliptic
reference frame.

In each case, the “inertial” frame is centered on the
most relevant massive body; in the case of the ISS, this
is Earth. Thus, the ISS trajectory is depicted in the Earth-
centered inertial (ECI) frame. We note that these refer-
ence frames are not truly inertial: each planet orbits the
Sun and the Sun itself orbits the galactic center. However,
we follow the convention of referring to these coordinates
as inertial.

5.2.2. Trajectory in SCE frame
While ECI coordinates are useful for describing the po-

sition of Earth-orbiting spacecraft, they have little rela-
tion to the directionality of the meteoroid environment.
Sporadic meteoroid radiants are clustered into so-called
“sources” that maintain the same directionality only when
viewed in a Sun-centered ecliptic frame (Hawkins, 1956;
Weiss and Smith, 1960; Štohl, 1968; Jones and Brown,
1993; Campbell-Brown, 2008). This coordinate system is

a non-inertial one in which the +x direction points toward
the Sun and the +z direction points toward ecliptic north.

Inertial (ICRF) spacecraft coordinates can be converted
to Sun-centered ecliptic coordinates as follows. First, we
use the jplephem Python package (Rhodes, 2011) in con-
junction with the DE430 ephemeris (Folkner et al., 2014)
to compute the ecliptic coordinates of the central body (in
the case of the ISS, Earth). The solar longitude is then
computed as follows:

λ⊙ = arctan2(−ycb, −xcb) (11)

We also perform a 23.4◦ rotation about the x-axis to align
our spacecraft trajectory with the ecliptic. We then add
the spacecraft position to that of the central body to ob-
tain the heliocentric ecliptic position of the spacecraft. We
next rotate the heliocentric ecliptic coordinates of both the
central body and the spacecraft about the z-axis by both
the central body’s heliocentric ecliptic coordinates and the
spacecraft’s heliocentric coordinates by λ⊙.

Finally, we subtract the coordinates of the central body
from that of the spacecraft. The resulting coordinates give
the position of the spacecraft relative to the central body
in a coordinate frame that is aligned with the ecliptic and
has an x-axis that always points toward the Sun. The
“Sun-centered ecliptic” name is somewhat confusing in
this case, as the coordinate frame is positionally centered
on the central body, but the orientation of the x-axis is
centered on the Sun. In our graphics, we use the subscript
“SCE” to indicate that the x-axis is oriented towards the
Sun, and we subtract x⊕ or xSCE,⊕, for instance, to indicate
that position is measured relative to Earth.

The second row of Fig. 16 displays the position of the
ISS relative to Earth in an SCE coordinate frame. We
see that we have sampled a wide range of possible Sun-
Earth-spacecraft positions and thus will have a good aver-
age meteoroid environment description for spacecraft on
this type of orbit.

5.2.3. Surface flux bar chart
We next present a bar chart that provides the flux of

microgram-or-larger meteoroids onto different surfaces of
a cubic spacecraft (third row of Fig. 16). We assume that
these surfaces maintain the same orientation relative to
the spacecraft’s orbital motion; for instance, we assume
that the “ram” surface always faces in the direction of the
spacecraft’s orbital velocity.
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Figure 16: A full suite of visualizations generated for our ISS trajectory. Each plot is discussed in turn in Section 5.2 but, in brief: the top row
depicts the trajectory in an inertial frame; the second row depicts the trajectory in a Sun-centered ecliptic frame; the third row shows the microgram-
or-larger meteoroid flux as a function of surface orientation, impact speed, and bulk density; and the last row shows the flux as a function of impact
angle. 15



Readers may wish to consult Section 4.1.1 of Moor-
head (2020) for a more in-depth discussion of this co-
ordinate frame, which is referred to in that document
as “body-fixed.” We would like to acknowledge here
that “body-fixed” is not the standard term for this refer-
ence system; when the central body is a planet or Moon,
MEM’s body-fixed coordinate frame is better known as a
VNB (velocity/normal/binormal) reference frame.6

The first plot in the third row of Fig. 16 provides the
flux of microgram-or-larger meteoroids on surfaces facing
along each positive and negative axis of the body-fixed
or VNB coordinate system. We also include the flux on
surfaces facing Earth and towards or away from the Sun;
these fluxes may be relevant for assessing the risk posed
to communications equipment or solar panels.

MEM includes three dynamical populations with two
different bulk density distributions. The high-density
population originates from Jupiter-family comets and is
also called the helion/anti-helion population, and the low-
density population consists of the apex and toroidal popu-
lations which originate from long-period and Halley-type
comets, respectively (Jones and Brown, 1993; Moorhead
et al., 2017, 2020b). In these visualizations, we stack the
flux from the two distributions so that users can view the
total flux.

In Section 2, we made multiple comments about how
certain spacecraft surfaces can be relatively protected
from the meteoroid environment due to planetary shield-
ing. The surface flux bar chart can be used to visually
assess how strong this effect is; for instance, Fig. 16
shows us that the flux on the nadir-facing surface of ISS
is roughly an order of magnitude lower than that on the
zenith-facing surface.

5.2.4. Mass distribution
Readers may notice that we do not include a mass dis-

tribution plot. The reason is that the mass distribution
does not vary between trajectories or meteoroid popula-
tions, and therefore always resembles Fig. 1 of Moor-
head (2020) in shape. All runs in our library use the de-
fault minimum mass of 1 µg (see Sec. 3.2.3 of Moorhead,
2020).

6https://gmat.sourceforge.net/docs/R2016a/help.html

5.2.5. Speed distribution
The third row of Fig. 16 also includes a histogram of

meteoroid speeds (center plot). These speeds are relative
to the spacecraft; the spacecraft’s velocity has been taken
into account. We present the speed distribution for each
density population as well as the overall speed distribu-
tion. In this case, the speed distribution is that over the
entire spacecraft, assuming that it does not maintain any
particular orientation. Orientation-specific speed distribu-
tions are available as a MEM output.

5.2.6. Density distribution
The last plot in the third row of Fig. 16 displays the dis-

tribution of bulk density for each meteoroid population.
Bulk density plays a role in certain ballistic limit equa-
tions (such as the modified Cour-Palais BLE; Hayashida
and Robinson, 1991).

5.2.7. Directionality maps
The last row of Fig. 16 contains two directional flux

maps. These maps use a color scale to show how the
flux (per 25-square-degree bin) varies with impact angle.
The azimuthal angle measures the angle counterclockwise
from the +x-axis within the x-y plane, and the elevation
angle measures the angular offset from the x-y plane. No-
tice that we have centered the azimuthal axis on the di-
rection of motion and reversed the azimuthal axis: this
results in an “inside-out” view of meteoroid directionality
in which port appears to the left of the direction of motion.

In this case, we see that the ISS encounters little-to-no
flux from “below.” This is because the ISS has a fairly
low altitude: 400 km above Earth’s surface and 300 km
above the altitude at which Earth’s atmosphere is capable
of blocking meteoroids. Thus, the ISS is protected from a
large portion of the meteoroid environment due to Earth’s
shielding effects.

6. Summary

This paper announces the availability of a new online
meteoroid environment library.7 This library includes a

7https://fireballs.ndc.nasa.gov/mem/library/
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meteoroid environment description for at least one space-
craft orbiting every major body in the inner solar sys-
tem as well as one planetary transfer trajectory and two
Lagrange halo orbits. We provide visualizations of the
meteoroid flux generated with the Meteoroid Engineering
Model, version 3 (MEM 3), and our library includes the
input files needed to replicate these runs.

Our hope is that this online library will be a useful tool
to aerospace engineers who are conducting meteoroid risk
assessments. Our graphics provide a visual guide to the
meteoroid environment encountered by spacecraft; users
might also choose to compare flux plots to get an idea
of how much meteoroid flux, directionality, and speed
varies between different types of trajectories or near dif-
ferent planets. The included input files can be used as
test runs for a new installation of MEM, and the result-
ing output files may be useful to users developing risk
analysis tools. The output may even be used for prelimi-
nary risk assessments, such as obtaining a rough estimate
of the meteoroid flux encountered by an Earth-orbiting
satellite on a Sun-synchronous orbit. Please note, how-
ever, that these example runs should not be substituted for
a mission-specific trajectory and MEM run in a final or
“official” risk assessment.

It is possible that our library may also have scientific
applications. For instance, the James Webb Space Tele-
scope (JWST) has experienced a number of meteoroid
strikes since its deployment in early 2022.8 The JWST en-
try in our library allows meteoroid researchers to examine
the pattern of meteoroid encounters predicted by MEM
for JWST and to compare it with that of other models.

In the course of generating these trajectories and MEM
runs, we have also developed a method to determine the
trajectory size, in number of state vectors, needed to
achieve a desired flux resolution. Users can adopt the
approach outlined in Section 4.1 to ensure that their tra-
jectories are just detailed enough for their needs. This
helps users avoid runs that have too low a resolution and
also avoid the excessively time-consuming runs that re-
sult from trajectories with far too many state vectors. It
should be noted, however, that this precision does not re-
flect the uncertainty in the meteoroid environment, which

8https://blogs.nasa.gov/webb/2022/06/08/webb-engineered-to-
endure-micrometeoroid-impacts/

is believed to be roughly a factor of 2-3 near 1 au (see
Moorhead et al., 2020b, for additional discussion of envi-
ronment uncertainties). A recommended implementation
of the estimated environment uncertainty will be the sub-
ject of a future paper.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported in part by NASA contract
80MSFC18C0011 and the NASA Marshall Space Flight
Center’s internship program.

References

Bolch, B.W., 1968. More on unbiased estimation of
the standard deviation. The American Statistician
22, 27–27. URL: http://www.jstor.org/stable/
2681802.

Campbell-Brown, M.D., 2008. High resolution radiant
distribution and orbits of sporadic radar meteoroids.
Icarus 196, 144–163. doi:10.1016/j.icarus.2008.
02.022.

D’Agostino, R., 1971. An omnibus test of normality for
moderate and large sample sizes. Biometrika 58, 341–
348.

D’Agostino, R., Pearson, E.S., 1973. Tests for departure
from normality. empirical results for the distributions
of b2 and

√
b. Biometrika 60, 613–622.

Folkner, W.M., Williams, J.G., Boggs, D.H., Park,
R.S., Kuchynka, P., 2014. The Planetary and Lunar
Ephemerides DE430 and DE431. Interplanetary Net-
work Progress Report 196, 1–81.

Hawkins, G.S., 1956. Variation in the occurrence rate of
meteors. The Astronomical Journal 61, 386. doi:10.
1086/107367.

Hayashida, K.B., Robinson, J.H., 1991. Single wall
penetration equations. Technical Report NASA/TM-
103565.

Jones, J., Brown, P., 1993. Sporadic meteor radiant dis-
tributions - Orbital survey results. MNRAS 265, 524.
doi:10.1093/mnras/265.3.524.

17

http://www.jstor.org/stable/2681802
http://www.jstor.org/stable/2681802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.icarus.2008.02.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.icarus.2008.02.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/107367
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/107367
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/265.3.524


Jones, J., Poole, L.M.G., 2007. Gravitational focusing and
shielding of meteoroid streams. MNRAS 375, 925–
930. doi:10.1111/j.1365-2966.2006.11349.x.

Kessler, D.J., 1972. A Guide to Using Meteoroid-
Environment Models for Experiment and Spacecraft
Design Applications. Rep. NASA Tech. Note 6596.

Lee, D., 2019. Gateway Destination Orbit Model: A Con-
tinuous 15 Year NRHO Reference Trajectory. Tech-
nical Report 20190030294. National Aeronautics and
Space Administration. URL: https://ntrs.nasa.
gov/citations/20190030294.

Lock, R.H., Lock, P.F., Morgan, K.L., Lock, E.F., Lock,
D.F., 2013. Statistics: Unlocking the Power of Data.
Wiley.

Minow, J., Matney, M., Bjorkman, M., Kendall, J.,
Moorhead, A., Sarantos, M., Speyerer, E., Squire,
M., Szalay, J., 2022. Review of the MeMoSeE
Lunar Meteoroid Ejecta Model. Technical Report
20220000562. NASA. URL: https://ntrs.nasa.
gov/citations/20220000562.

Moorhead, A.V., 2020. NASA Meteoroid Engineering
Model (MEM) Version 3. NASA TM-2020-220555,
62 pp.

Moorhead, A.V., Blaauw, R.C., Moser, D.E., Campbell-
Brown, M.D., Brown, P.G., Cooke, W.J., 2017. A two-
population sporadic meteoroid bulk density distribution
and its implications for environment models. MNRAS
472, 3833–3841. doi:10.1093/mnras/stx2175.

Moorhead, A.V., Clements, T.D., Vida, D., 2020a. Real-
istic gravitational focusing of meteoroid streams. MN-
RAS 494, 2982–2994. doi:10.1093/mnras/staa719,
arXiv:2003.05458.

Moorhead, A.V., Egal, A., Brown, P.G., Moser, D.E.,
Cooke, W.J., 2019. Meteor shower forecasting
in near-Earth space. Journal of Spacecraft and
Rockets 56, 1531–1545. doi:10.2514/1.A34416,
arXiv:1904.06370.

Moorhead, A.V., Kingery, A., Ehlert, S., 2020b. NASA’s
Meteoroid Engineering Model 3 and its ability to repli-
cate spacecraft impact rates. Journal of Spacecraft and
Rockets 57, 160–176. doi:10.2514/1.A34561.

Rhodes, B.C., 2011. PyEphem: Astronomical Ephemeris
for Python. Astrophysics Source Code Library, record
ascl:1112.014. arXiv:1112.014.
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