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ABSTRACT

Comet C/2014 UN271, alternative designation BB after its discoverers Bernardinelli–Bernstein, and

commonly referred to as UN271, is an extreme case on two fronts, firstly its solar distance on discovery

(> 29 au) and secondly the size of its nucleus (137±15 km). With an aphelion distance of ∼33,000

au (w.r.t. the solar system barycentre) and an orbital period ∼2 million years, it is definitely an

object from the solar system’s ‘Oort cloud’, and also by a good measure the largest Oort cloud object

ever observed. In situ observation of UN271 would be of considerable scientific importance. Unlike

most Oort cloud comets which have been discovered for the first time only as they near the inner

solar system, UN271 was discovered early enough to provide adequate advanced warning to plan for

such a mission. In this paper we describe the various methods for reaching UN271 during the period

around its perihelion and ecliptic plane passage, with both flyby and rendezvous options; exploiting

direct transfers, Jupiter powered gravitational assists (GA) or alternatively a series of GAs of the inner

planets. Viable flyby and rendezvous trajectories are found, especially using the NASA Space Launch

System (SLS) as the launch vehicle.

1. INTRODUCTION

C/2014 UN271 (Bernardinelli et al. 2022): by far the largest Oort cloud object known, with an effective diameter of

137±15 km (Lellouch, E. et al. 2022), UN271 will not come closer than the orbit of Saturn, with perihelion passage in

2031 at 11.0 au and ecliptic intersection on August 7, 2033, at a solar distance of 12.0 au. It is also unusual in that it

exhibited activity well before perihelion, at a distance of 23.8 au away from the sun when the surface was still quite

cold, well before the water frost line of ∼5 au (Farnham et al. 2021). The orbital simulations of Bernardinelli et al.

(2021) suggest there was at least one previous perihelion passage, the last approaching a distance of 18 au from the

sun. The primary science question of any mission to UN271 would be to determine where, and how, did this Oort

cloud object form?

As far as a mission is concerned, an in situ spacecraft exploration would be ideal for answering these questions,

however this comet is way outside of the range of the forthcoming European Space Agency (ESA) Comet Inter-

ceptor spacecraft (Sánchez et al. 2021) to be launched in 2029. Thus this paper examines the general feasibility

of missions to UN271 around the time frame of its perihelion passage, so in the ’20s to ’30s, with particular atten-

tion to chemical propulsion, so high thrust. ‘General feasibility’ in this context is equivalent to ‘minimum ∆V ’, this

being the objective of the analysis conducted here and the precise definition of this parameter will be articulated below.

2. METHOD

Normally for spacecraft mission preliminary design, we seek to minimize fuel usage and so maximize the useful

payload mass. This general aim, which would in practice have to be studied in detail on a specific mission-by-mission

basis, can nevertheless be addressed in a generic sense by various methods and adopting different assumptions.

For this study, high thrust propulsion methods such as chemical rockets are assumed. This allows one to approximate

the spacecraft trajectory as a sequence of conic-sections connected by discrete instantaneous impulsive changes in

velocity (∆V ) at each of the nodes (therefore supposing infinite and instantaneous thrust). Furthermore if a node is a
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planet, then a gravitational assist (GA) may be used to accelerate or decelerate the craft with respect to the sun, with

no requirement for propellant. The effectiveness of this GA may be further amplified by an application of ∆V at the

periapsis of the spacecraft - its closest approach to the planet in question. (The periapsis point is chosen to receive

maximum benefit from the Oberth effect (Blanco & Mungan 2021).)

The periapsis and ∆V for each planetary encounter can be computed by assuming the arrival velocity of the preceding

conic-section and the departure velocity of the subsequent conic-section (both w.r.t. the planet) are the hyperbolic

arrival and departure excess velocities respectively. This permits calculation of two hyperbolas connected at a common

peripasis point, the corresponding ∆V being simply that delivered at periapsis to get from the first to the second.

All this is modelled by the preliminary interplanetary mission design software known as Optimum Interplanetary

Trajectory Software (OITS), refer Hibberd (2017). This software uses two Non-Linear Programming (NLP) solvers,

NOMAD (Le Digabel 2011) and MIDACO (Schlueter et al. 2013, 2009).

Further explanation of OITS and elucidation on a feature known as ’Intermediate Points’, which can be used to model

V∞ Leveraging Manoeuvres (Sims & Longuski 1994), can be found at Hibberd (2022). Note the theory applied above

restricts this study to general feasibility and trajectory design considerations as the assumptions ignore additional

forces influencing the spacecraft’s motion (such as solar radiation pressure). However this is not the case for the

celestial bodies visited as for this analysis, extremely accurate ephemerides of the planets and for that matter UN271

were furnished via the NASA JPL Horizons service, and appropriate NASA SPICE kernels were generated and utilised

by OITS. For UN271, the kernel file was generated in June 2021.

3. RESULTS

3.1. Flyby Missions

Flyby missions to UN271, i.e. missions which approach and depart the objective without any significant correction

to match velocities with the target, may be achieved by direct transfer from Earth to UN271 or using a combination

of powered or unpowered GAs.

3.1.1. Direct Transfer

In this section we assume a direct transfer to UN271 and that we wish to minimize the Hyperbolic Excess Speed

at Earth, designated V∞. Generally, in preliminary mission design of the kind adopted here, the task is to minimize

some metric of the interplanetary trajectory, usually ∆V , the definition of this depending on the precise context. For

the moment we shall assume ∆V = V∞. Figure 1 is a colour contour plot of direct trajectories, with two independent

variables – on the x-axis are launch dates between 2020 and 2035 and on the y-axis are overall flight durations in

years. The darker and bluer the colours, the lower the ∆V . Such plots are often referred to as pork chop plots.

We see in this contour plot the yearly patterns resulting from the Earth occupying yearly sweet spots in its orbit

with respect to UN271, at which points the relative alignment of the two bodies are particularly propitious for missions.

Table 1. Direct Missions to UN271 with flyby at target

Launch Arrival Flight Flight ∆V at C3 at Arrival Phase

Date Date Duration Duration Earth Earth Velocity Angle

(Days) (Years) (km s−1) (km2 s−2) (km s−1) (degs)

24-Sep-22 06-Aug-33 3969 10.87 10.77 115.92 13.74 114.89

27-Sep-23 06-Aug-33 3601 9.86 10.73 115.07 13.44 112.05

29-Sep-24 06-Aug-33 3233 8.85 10.7 114.43 13.13 108.47

02-Oct-25 06-Aug-33 2865 7.84 10.69 114.22 12.83 103.83

07-Oct-26 06-Aug-33 2495 6.83 10.72 114.87 12.57 97.64

13-Oct-27 06-Aug-33 2124 5.82 10.83 117.32 12.46 89.21

20-Oct-28 07-Aug-33 1752 4.8 11.13 123.85 12.77 77.66

31-Oct-29 19-Aug-33 1388 3.8 11.86 140.72 14.07 62.72

13-Nov-30 25-Oct-33 1077 2.95 13.63 185.82 17.02 47.38

26-Nov-31 12-May-34 898 2.46 17.06 290.97 20.46 37.01
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Figure 1. Pork Chop Plot for Flyby Missions to UN271 with colour bar to the right with units in km s−1.

Figure 2. White Areas are where Characteristic Energy C3 is infeasible
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In Figure 2 we take Figure 1 results and filter out any trajectories for which the characteristic energy required at

Earth, C3 is too large, specifically C3 > 400 km2 s−2. (Note C3 = V 2
∞.) Observe in Figure 2 that there are limited

areas of realistic viability for direct flyby missions and they tend to follow a diagonal arrangement on the graph. In

fact as we progress from year to year, the feasible flight durations reduce by almost precisely one year, from which we

can infer that there is an optimal arrival date at the object UN271. Perhaps as one might expect, this date corresponds

to when the comet reaches its ascending node with respect to the ecliptic plane, a point at which a spacecraft sent

from Earth would ’prefer’ to intercept UN271, as it can then use Earth’s own planar velocity optimally to arrive at

the target.

Numerical data on this is provided in Table 1 which gives a summary of the optimal launch scenarios displayed

graphically in Figure 2. Thus for launches between 2022 and 2027 inclusive, the optimal arrival date turns out to be 6

August 2033. For a launch date 2029 and beyond, there is simply insufficient time to intercept UN271 at its ascending

node and the corresponding ∆V s increase.

3.1.2. Indirect Transfer

Using Jupiter—By using Jupiter’s mass, a combined Jupiter GA and Jupiter Oberth manoeuvre (in other words a

powered GA) can be attempted as a possible strategy by which overall mission ∆V can be reduced compared to the

direct case (Section 3.1.1). In this context, we define here the overall mission ∆V as the sum of V∞ at Earth and the

impulsive change in velocity required at perijove to intercept and flyby UN271. We may inquire as to whether we can

produce a colour contour plot for the mission here, i.e. using a Jupiter encounter, similar to that provided for the

direct case in Section 3.1.1. The context here is more complicated in that there are two legs which combine to make

the overall mission duration, the leg from Earth to Jupiter and that from Jupiter to UN271. However if we choose the

optimal ratio of times for these legs (in terms of minimizing the previously defined ∆V ) then we can construct a plot

of the kind we are after. Thus refer to Figure 3. Please note in Figure 3 the following:

Figure 3. Pork Chop plot of missions to flyby UN271 employing a Jupiter Flyby

1. There is no constraint on the minimum perijove altitude which the spacecraft can follow, thus this altitude may

indeed be negative, obviously making the trajectory impossible to achieve in practice.
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Figure 4. Pork Chop of perijove altitudes with respect to 200 km

Figure 5. Pork Chop plot of feasible ∆V for missions to UN271 with Jupiter Flyby

2. A logarithmic scale for ∆V is provided because of the large range of values this parameter can take.

3. There is no constraint on the perihelion distance along the interplanetary trajectory, i.e. from the Earth to

Jupiter leg or the Jupiter to UN271 leg.
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Figure 6. Example Mission to UN271 with Jupiter Gravitational Assist (GA)

To address first point (1), refer to Figure 4 which shows the perijove altitudes with respect to a reference altitude

of 200 km. Again, due to the wide range of perijove altitudes required (a range of several orders of magnitude), a

logarithmic scale is utilized. The white areas or gaps in this plot are where the perijove altitudes < 200km have

been removed. Figure 5 takes the white areas in Figure 4 and removes them from Figure 3 and further neglects all

trajectories for which the perihelion is < 0.5 au. Figure 5 therefore represents feasible missions in terms of interplan-

etary trajectories and the orbital mechanics of the Jupiter encounter. Observe that there are two regions of general

feasibility from around 2020 to 2027 and then again from 2034 to 2037. In both regions there exist gaps of infeasibility

but more importantly, also regions of low ∆V .

For an example trajectory involving launch in the year 2022, the minimal ∆V trajectory involves a launch on 21 JUN

2022, the Earth C3 is 79.2 km2 s−2 and the arrival speed relative to UN271 is 14.5 km s−1, with a perijove altitude of

660,286 km, and an overall flight duration of around 12 years. This can be compared to the New Horizons spacecraft

where C3 = 158.8 km2 s−2 perijove altitude was 2,300,000 km and the arrival speed was 13.8 km s−1. In addition the

route from Earth to Pluto via Jupiter was accomplished in the span of 9.5 years.

Furthermore if we hone in on the second of these intervals, 2034 to 2037, specifically a launch in 2036, with a flight

duration constraint of 9 years (approx. that of New Horizons), we find the trajectory shown in Figure 6. Note the

Jupiter encounter is passive with no applied thrust/∆V and the C3 at Earth is 192.6 km2 s−2. This is not only the

minimum C3 for this flight duration, but as can be observed in Figure 5, for launches in the range 2034 to 2037,

increasing the flight duration above values of around 9-12 years has no obvious benefit in terms of reducing the Earth

C3, which is the main contribution to overall ∆V (with a passive Jupiter).

Note therefore that these results indicate that for a launch in the ’30s, a more powerful lift vehicle

than used by New Horizons would be required (it used an Atlas V (551) AV-010 + Star 48B 3rd stage),

in fact even an Atlas V Heavy with Centaur 3rd stage would be inadequate. However, referring to Stough et al. (2021),

an SLS Block 2 with Centaur upper stage would be capable of doing the job (payload 3.2 t) or with a CASTOR 30B

(payload 1.6 t).

Furthermore observe that the alternative of a direct mission in the ’30s would not be able to achieve intercept in the

same time frame as this indirect mission (9-12 years) and with as low a C3 at Earth (refer Table 1 last row).
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Figure 7. Pork Chop Plot for Rendezvous Missions to UN271 with colour bar to the right with units in km s−1.

Using the Inner Planets—Various combinations of inner planets were tried to find multiple gravity assist trajectories.

Note that there can be no guarantee with OITS as to whether a global optimum is reached, in terms of both (a)

finding an optimal solution trajectory in a user-specified sequence of planetary encounters, and (b) finding the globally

optimum sequence of encounters.

In the case of (b), it is the responsibility of the user to specify to OITS the precise combination and sequence of

encounters to adopt and it is therefore a question of trying many such combinations, running OITS many times, and

concentrating on those which are the best in terms of minimizing ∆V . Table 2 provides a summary of the results.

Note a preceding 1 year leveraging manoeuvre, with a launch 1 year before the optimal launch dates provided would

generally serve to reduce the overall ∆V for the trajectories and also to reduce the C3 needed at Earth to 0.0 km2 s−2.

The lowest total ∆V of 5.54 km s−1, and at the head of the Table 2, corresponds to the sequence E-V-r-V-E-UN271

(with the Venus-Venus segment incorporating a Deep Space Manoeuvre at a 2:1 resonance with Venus, i.e at 1.57 au).

The launch is 2028 MAR 10, and arrival at UN271 is on 2033 OCT 18. Observe the in-flight ∆V , 2.32 km s−1 for this

mission is the lowest of all missions except for E-M-E-UN271 (mission 9 in Table 2) where it is 2.31 km s−1. For the

E-V-r-V-E-UN271 mission, the ∆V is distributed between the encounters and does not exceed 1.0 km s−1 whereas for

the E-M-E-UN271 mission, all the 2.31 km s−1 ∆V is applied at the Earth return. It is possible therefore that the

latter would be the preferred scenario for a flyby mission to UN271.The launch would be 2026 NOV 26 with arrival on

2033 AUG 07.

For animations of the trajectories E-V-r-V-E-UN271 and E-M-E-UN271 go to Adam’s Space Research (2021a) and

Adam’s Space Research (2021b) respectively, where the latter is preceded by a 1 year V∞ Leveraging Manoeuvre.

3.2. Rendezvous Missions

Unlike flyby missions, covered in Section 3.1, rendezvous missions involve an application of thrust as the target is

approached to match velocities with it.

3.2.1. Direct
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Figure 8. Pork Chop plot of missions to Rendezvous with UN271 employing a Jupiter Flyby

Figure 9. Rendezvous at UN271 Pork Chop of perijove altitudes with respect to 200km
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Figure 10. Rendezvous Missions. Pork Chop plot of feasible ∆V for missions to UN271 with Jupiter Flyby

Figure 11. Rendezvous with UN271, Example Mission with Jupiter GA

A colour contour plot is provided in Figure 7 which is analogous to Figure 1 in Section 3.1.1, but in addition to

the V∞ needed at Earth, has an extra ∆V at the target, UN271, in order to rendezvous with it. The main conclusion
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which can be drawn from this, is that the total ∆V required for this is much larger, and in fact always exceeds 20.0

km s−1.

3.2.2. Indirect Transfer

Using Jupiter—Analogous contour plots to those used for the flyby case provided in Section 3.1.2 can be constructed

for the rendezvous case and are provided in Figure 8, Figure 9 and Figure 10.

From Figure 8, we can observe that the theoretical optimal launch dates for a rendezvous mission with a single Jupiter

encounter (without filtering out negative perijove altitudes) are around 2030 to 2034 and with flight durations around

14-15 years. From Figure 10 we can see that when we remove negative perijove altitudes and low perihelia, most of

the landscape for the region 2030 to 2034 is removed and is in fact infeasible.

However there are also regions of feasibility and to take a case in point, we assume a launch in 2032 and flight duration

15 years from Figure 10 and we get the trajectory shown in Figure 11. Observe that the C3 for this mission is

117.3 km2 s−2 is achievable by an SLS Block 2 + Centaur Upper Stage with a payload mass of approximately 10.0

t (Stough et al. 2021). A STAR 63F could then deliver the 2.1 km s−1 at Jupiter (with perijove altitude 3049 km)

propelling a payload of 3.9 t toward UN271. Finally for the deceleration to rendezvous, a liquid propellant rocket such

as MMH/N2O4 (specific impulse, Isp = 341 s) could be deployed leaving 1.18 t for the remaining spacecraft to study

UN271. The rendezvous occurs at a solar distance of 29 au, approximately the same distance at which UN271 was

originally discovered.

4. DISCUSSION

For flyby missions to UN271, there are yearly viable direct missions with launches in the ’20s and with C3 < 141

km2 s−2 (less than required by the New Horizons probe). This can be further reduced by a series of GAs such as

E-M-E-UN271 where C3 = 30.5 km2 s−2, though this would necessitate a further minor burn en-route.

Looking ahead to flyby missions in the ’30s, a direct mission is confounded by the high out-of-plane velocity needed

by the spacecraft to intercept UN271 which will have passed through its ascending node and will have a significant

displacement from the ecliptic plane. However with a Jupiter encounter to induce a significant out-of-ecliptic velocity

component, missions become feasible in the mid to late ’30s, by which time the SLS Block 2, with appropriate 3rd

stage, would be able to deliver a spacecraft to UN271 in the span of 9 years (equivalent to the flight-time of New

Horizons).

For rendezvous missions in the ’20s, any of the flyby missions discussed in Section 3.1 can be considered and the ∆V

to match velocities with UN271 can be calculated from the arrival velocities with respect to UN271. These arrival

velocities are generally around ∼12-13 km s−1 which is a hard task for a chemical rocket.

For rendezvous missions in the ’30s, a powered Jupiter flyby would enable, for example, a launch in 2032 again requiring

utilisation of an SLS Block 2 this time with a Centaur third stage, and further burns at Jupiter (by a STAR 63F for

instance) and upon arrival (by a MMH/N2O4 combination).

5. CONCLUSION

If the case for a flyby mission is considered sufficiently rewarding in terms of the achievable scientific return, then

such missions can readily be conducted in the ’20s (direct and indirect), as well as the ’30s (with a Jupiter encounter).

In the case of the latter, a powerful launch vehicle, such as an SLS Block 2, would be needed to generate the required

C3 and optimal overall flight durations would be between 9-12 years.

For rendezvous, direct missions in the ’20s would be stretched by the high approach velocities of the spacecraft relative

to UN271. Therefore it would be beneficial, both in terms of mission feasibiltiy and increased mission preparation time,

to delay the launch to the early ’30s, when in addition a Jupiter powered GA could be exploited to reach the destination.
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