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ABSTRACT
We calculate the reflection of diffuse galactic emission by meteor trails and investigate its potential relationship to Meteor Radio
Afterglow (MRA). The formula to calculate the reflection of diffuse galactic emission is derived from a simplified case, assuming
that the signals are mirrored by the cylindrical over-dense ionization trail of meteors. The overall observed reflection is simulated
through a ray tracing algorithm together with the diffuse galactic emission modelled by the GSM sky model. We demonstrate
that the spectrum of the reflected signal is broadband and follows a power law with a negative spectral index of around -1.3. The
intensity of the reflected signal varies with local sidereal time and the brightness of the meteor and can reach 2000 Jy. These
results agree with some previous observations of MRAs. Therefore, we think that the reflection of galactic emission by meteor
trails can be a possible mechanism causing MRAs, which is worthy of further research.
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1 INTRODUCTION

In 2014, Obenberger et al. (2014a) found two interesting transient
sources that were actually not associated with Gamma-ray bursts
(GRBs) in ∼ 200 hours of data when using LWA (Long Wave-
length Array) to limit prompt radio emission from Gamma-ray bursts
(GRBs). Subsequently, Obenberger et al. (2014b) analyzed data with
a total duration of 11,000 hours recorded by LWA at frequencies be-
tween 25 and 75 MHz and found 49 such transients, which are long
duration (10 seconds). Ten of them were correlated both spatially
and temporally with large meteors (fireballs). The ionized trails left
by meteors are known to be capable of scattering radio waves such as
FM broadcasting and DVB (Digital Video Broadcasting). The spec-
trum of reflection by meteor trails is typically narrow and strongly
polarized (Obenberger et al. 2014b). However, the spectrum of these
sources is characterized by a broad and smooth spectrum with fre-
quency ranging from at least 20 to 60 MHz, which is at frequencies
lower than FM broadcasting and DVB and different from the narrow-
band feature of reflection by the meteors. Such a phenomenon of
emitting a broad and smooth spectrum by meteors is called Meteor
Radio Afterglow (MRA).

Obenberger et al. (2015) showed that the dynamic spectra of two
fireballs were observed by LWA frequencies between 37 and 54 MHz,
which they believed is possibly the emission of Langmuir waves. Us-
ing the Meteor Cameras Monitoring Network, they observed more
radio afterglows of optical meteors and found that the amount of
radio-detected meteors was strongly altitude-dependent and had a
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cut-off altitude of 90 km, which was consistent with the hypothesis
that electromagnetic waves were emitted by electron plasma (Oben-
berger et al. 2016a; Obenberger et al. 2016b). Varghese et al. (2019)
compared the spectrum of 32 MRA phenomena with 21 transmitter
reflections from meteors. They concluded that the isotropic radia-
tion pattern of MRAs is distinctly different from that of reflections.
In 2020, Obenberger et al. (2020) observed the connection between
MRA and Persistent Trains (PTs) for the first time. The reaction of
exothermic chemical reactions between atmospheric oxygen and ab-
lation products drove the PTs, and the same reactions may produce
the necessary suprathermal electrons to power the MRAs. Varghese
et al. (2021) fitted the spectrum of MRA and found that the distribu-
tion of the fitted slope of the spectrum peaked at - 1.73, but has no
strong correlation with the physical properties of MRA.

Obenberger et al. (2016b) also points out the possibility of ob-
serving this phenomenon with other low-frequency radio arrays.
However, no events have been identified by the observation of the
Murchison Widefield Array (MWA) at frequency 72-103 MHz yet,
aiming to investigate meteor emissions and other transient events.
In a total of 322 hours of observation, no transient candidates were
identified as intrinsic emissions of meteors (Zhang et al. 2018). In the
observational data released by the Low-Frequency Array (LOFAR)
in 2021 (Dĳkema et al. 2021b), many MRA phenomena (hundreds of
times in a meteor shower) were found in the 2020 summer and winter
meteor showers (Gemini, Perseus and Quadrant). Meanwhile, LWA
only found some of the brightest and far fewer, and they also found
that many more MRAs were identified in summer than in winter.

In addition to low-frequency radio arrays, several meteor optical
and radio monitoring networks have been deployed in recent years
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and are being expanded, such as the Belgian RAdio Meteor Stations
(BRAMS) network (Calders & Lamy 2012), the NASA All-Sky Fire-
ball Network (Cooke & Moser 2012), the Cameras for All-sky Meteor
Surveillance (CAMS, Roggemans et al. 2014), and the Desert Fire-
ball Network (DFN, Bland et al. 2012), which can also be used to
detect the MRA. The Fireball Recovery and Interplanetary Obser-
vation Network (FRIPON), consisting of 150 cameras and 25 radio
receivers deployed in Western Europe and Canada, is capable of
highly automated meteorite monitoring (Colas et al. 2020). After
two years of the survey, Sung et al. (2020) found no VLF (Very Low
Frequency) emission signal from the fireballs.

For now, the MRA generation mechanism remains uncertain. Such
emission can be caused by a certain physical mechanism of the
meteor trail itself, such as the plasma Langmuir wave (Obenberger
et al. 2015). It is proposed that this phenomenon may be caused by
the scattering of strong signals from bright celestial radio sources
by meteor trails when the Milky Way is in the sky (Dĳkema et al.
2021b), although Obenberger et al. (2015) argued that this possibility
was low for at least three reasons. First, the reflection of emission
of the Milky Way should undergo the same sporadic variations seen
in reflections by meteor trails. Second, the probability that proper
geometry would be present for a specular reflection of the Milky
Way is very low. Third, the received power of reflections should
be much dimmer than the sources they are reflecting, which is not
consistent with the fact that they actually observed several cases
where the received power is not much dimmer, but as high as about
10 to 20% of the brightest possible reflected sources. The sample
of MRAs used in Obenberger et al. (2015) was limited. With more
observations of MRAs (e.g. Varghese et al. 2021), an estimation of
the reflected signals of the diffuse emission of the Milky Way and
bright celestial sources by fireballs with more details is needed to
compare with the observations.

For the reflection of meteor trails, communication engineers have
carried out detailed research on this phenomenon and applied it in
the field of radio communication. In the 1930s, Pickard (1931) first
linked the meteor shower to unexpected short-wave radio bursts. This
phenomenon has been more deeply investigated after the VHF (very
high frequency) band was widely used in radio and TV broadcast-
ing. Kaiser & Closs (1952) dealt with the scattering coefficient of
backward scattering of the electromagnetic waves by a column of
ionization within an asymmetrical cylinder. Using a simplified ap-
proach to this problem, Eshleman (1955) determined approximate
values of the reflection coefficients of electron clouds of different
sizes, shapes, and densities. The total reflection of underdense clouds
is calculated by summing the scattered waves from individual elec-
trons, while overdense clouds are treated as specular reflections at the
radius reaching the critical density. Hines et al. (Hines 1956; Hines
& Pugh 1956; Hines & Forsyth 1957) studied the types of distortion
that may be expected for forward scattering in the path length of 1000
km in the middle latitudes, through the ‘cylindrical approximation
of forward scattering to establish the contour charts distribution, and
examined the duration of the signal, as well as the forward scattering
of electromagnetic waves by overdense meteor trails, providing an
effective basis for explaining and predicting the statistical effects of
a large number of tracks.

In this work, we study the scattering signal from the whole sky
galactic emission by overdense meteor trails to determine if the sig-
nals of MRA are caused by such phenomena. Using the existing
meteor trail communication theory, the meteor trail is treated as an
overdense asymmetrical cylinder trail, and we then deform the com-
munication formula (specular reflection) to calculate the reflected
signals. Furthermore, we calculate the model signals reflected by the

several assumed meteor trails using the GSM (De Oliveira-Costa et al.
2008) sky model to estimate diffuse emission from the Milky Way
and bright extended sources. In Section 2, we describe the modelling,
formula derivation process, and simulation method. The results are
shown in Section 3. In Section 4, we present the results and provide
suggestions for further observational experiments. Additionally, we
summarize the findings and draw conclusions in this section. The
details of the formula derivation and calculation are given in the
appendix.

2 METHODOLOGY

2.1 Modelling

After a meteoroid enters the atmosphere, the body of the meteoroid
violently collides and causes friction with atoms and molecules in the
air, forming a cylindrical ionization trail called the meteor trail. The
degree of ionization of the meteor trail can be expressed in terms
of the average number of free electrons per meter in the cylinder
(electron line density). Meteoroids of different sizes produce differ-
ent electron line densities when entering the atmosphere. When the
electron line density is below 1014 e/m, it is called an underdense
trail, while greater than 1014 e/m, it is called an overdense trail (Sugar
1964).

The estimation of the flux of reflected signals by meteor trails

In previous studies of communication through meteor trails, the elec-
tromagnetic wave signal is modelled to transmit as follows: the elec-
tromagnetic wave is emitted from the transmitting station and travels
in all directions; when it comes into contact with the overdense or un-
derdense meteor trail, the signal is mirrored or scattered and travels
in all directions again, and is then received by the receiving station.
It should be noted that the signal is attenuated twice during this
process. When the electromagnetic signal is emitted from the trans-
mitting station, its intensity will be roughly attenuated as the inverse
square of the distance from the trail because it is propagated in all
directions. After the reflection of the meteor trail, it is again scattered
in all directions. The pattern of attenuation depends on the shape of
the meteor trail.

Based on this simplified picture, we calculate the cross-sectional
flux before and after the reflection, the signal attenuation law for
communication using meteor trails is derived in Hines & Forsyth
(1957) as

𝑃R (𝑡) = 𝑃T𝐺T𝐺R𝜆
2 sin2 𝛼

32𝜋2𝑅T𝑅R (𝑅T + 𝑅R)
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)
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(
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(
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)
exp

(
−32𝜋2𝐷𝑡

𝜆2 sec2 𝜙

)
.

(1b)

Here (1a) is the case of overdense trails, and (1b) is the case of
underdense trails.

• 𝑃T is the transmitted power.
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• 𝐺T and𝐺R are the gains from the transmitting and receiving an-
tennas (relative to isotropic radiators) in the direction of the reflection
point.

• 𝑞 is electron line density in the trail (e/m), assumed to be uniform
along the trail.

• 𝐷 is the diffusion constant of the trails and is a function of the
height of the trail (m2/s).

• 𝜆 is the radio wavelength (m).
• 𝑟e is the classical radius of the electron (2.818 × 10−15 m).
• 𝑅T and 𝑅R are the distances (m) from the reflection point (centre

of the first Fresnel zone) to the transmitter and receiver, respectively.
• 𝑟0 is the initial effective trail radius (m).
• 𝛼 is the angle between the incident electric field and the wave

normal from the receiver to the trail.
• 2𝜙 is the angle of incidence formed by the vectors ®𝑅T and ®𝑅R.
• 𝛽 is the orientation of the trail in the plane normal to the plane

of incidence containing ®𝑅T and ®𝑅R.

The factor outside of the fraction in (1a) describes the variation of
the trail radius 𝑟 with time.

There are several key features of overdense meteor trail forward
scattering: the emitted signal is artificial, its frequency, intensity, and
other properties are certain and come from a definite direction. The
signal is emitted in a radial pattern by a point source, so there will be
the first attenuation. The meteor trail must be on the first Fresnel zone
of the transmitting and receiving stations so that such an emission-
reflection-reception process of the electromagnetic wave can occur.

The flux of reflected signals by meteor trails under local coordinate
system

The situation changes when we are dealing with the question of how
meteor trails reflect signals from the sky. The signal reflected by
the meteor trails is the electromagnetic wave emitted by the sources
in the sky, coming from all directions and varying in intensity at
all frequencies. The electromagnetic waves emitted by astronomical
sources can be considered parallel waves when they propagate to the
Earth. For meteor trails at different locations, there will be different
parts of the sky where the electromagnetic wave signals can be re-
flected to the receiving station through the trails. A conceptual sketch
of the radio signal from the sky reflected by a meteor trail is given in
Fig. 1.

In this study, we will mainly focus on overdense meteor trails,
as the meteors (or fireballs) corresponding to the currently observed
MRA phenomena are quite bright. In the overdense case, the electron
concentration in the trails is beyond the threshold value for reflect-
ing radio waves of a specific frequency and the radio waves cannot
penetrate the trail. Therefore, the trail can be modelled as a metal-
lic cylinder whose equivalent radius is the radius of the cylindrical
region with a negative equivalent permittivity.

In the overdense case, for the incident electromagnetic wave from
a certain direction, this reflection phenomenon can occur if and only
if the meteor trail is tangent to an ellipsoid which has one focal on
the location of the receiving station and the other focal point on
the incident line. While the estimation of reflected signals equation
(1a) and (1b) is calculated under the celestial (horizon) coordinate
system, we employ another local coordinate system with the meteor
trail as a reference and perform the relevant calculations mainly in this
coordinate system for the convenience of calculation in the simulation
later. Taking into account a meteor trail in the sky (approximated
as a long cylinder) and a receiving station on the ground, the so-
called local coordinate system is a right-angle or spherical coordinate

system with the midpoint of the meteor central axis as the origin, the
central axis of the meteor trail as the 𝑍-axis and the receiving station
is in the 𝑥′𝑂𝑍 plane. Following the idea in Hines & Forsyth (1957),
by calculating the cross-sectional flux before and after reflection, we
derived the formula for the decay of the intensity of the reflected
signals by the meteor trail in a particular direction under such a local
coordinate system as

𝑃R = 𝑃T𝐺R
𝜆2

4𝜋(2𝑅 sin2 𝜃𝑞 + 𝑟 sin 𝜃𝑞 cos 𝜑𝑞)
𝑟 cos 𝜙, (2a)

𝑃̃R = 𝑃T𝐺R
𝜆3𝑞2𝑟2

e
4𝜋𝑅 sin2 𝜃𝑞

· exp

(
8𝜋2𝑟2

0
𝜆2 sec2 𝜙

)
exp

(
−32𝜋2𝐷𝑡

𝜆2 sec2 𝜙

)
. (2b)

Here (2a) is the case of overdense trails, and (2b) is the case of
underdense trails.

• 𝑃R is the power received by the receiving station.
• 𝑃T is the power that can be received per unit region when the

celestial signal propagates to Earth, which can be converted to flux.
• 𝑅 is the distance from the receiving point to the centre of the

meteor trail (m).
• 𝑟 (𝑡) is the effective tail radius (m) of the meteor trail, which is

a function of time, and 𝑟0 is the initial effective tail radius (m).
• 𝜃𝑞 and 𝜑𝑞 are the coordinates of the celestial source in the local

spherical coordinate system.

The meaning of 𝜙, 𝑞, 𝐷, 𝜆, 𝑟e is the same as in Equation (1). 𝜃𝑞 and
𝜑𝑞 are the coordinates of the celestial source in the local spherical
coordinate system. It should be noted that 𝜃𝑞 and 𝜑𝑞 are obtained
by transforming based on basic parameters, and the detailed trans-
formation formulas are given in Equation (1) of the appendix. The
main basic parameters used in the calculation are the following:

• −→𝑎
(
𝑙, 𝜃 𝑓 , 𝜑 𝑓

)
, the meteor trail direction vector, l is the half

length of the meteor trail.
• (𝑅, 𝜃𝑚, 𝜑𝑚), the angular coordinates and distance of the mid-

point of the meteor trail in the view of the observer,

A visual illustration of these parameters is given in Fig. 2.

The maximum flux of the reflected signals in the local coordinate
system

The radius of the meteor trail evolves with time. The effective tail
radius (m) of the meteor trail will increase with time, while the
electron line density decreases during diffusion. Therefore, the flux of
the reflected signals will reach the maximum power after the diffusion
starts for a period of time 𝑡′ (see the appendix for the details). With the
calculation of the equivalent metallic cylinder radius of the meteor
trail given by Weitzen & Ralston (1988), we can obtain the formula
of the maximum received power (see the appendix for the detailed
derivation), as

𝑃R = 𝑃T𝐺R
𝜆3

4𝜋2
(
2𝑅 sin2 𝜃𝑞

(
𝑒
𝑟e𝑞

) 1
2 +

(
𝜆 sec 𝜙

𝜋

)
sin 𝜃𝑞 cos 𝜑𝑞

) .
(3)

For simplicity, in this study, we assume the flux of the reflected
signals is constant and equal to the maximum flux of the reflected
signals described in Equation (3) in this study.

We now know how to calculate the intensity of the signal from a
specific position in the sky reflected towards the observation point
according to Equation (3), which we will use for the next step to

MNRAS 000, 1–15 (2023)



4 Zhao et al

determine which region of the sky can be reflected by the meteor
trail in the next subsection.

2.2 Simulation

In order to estimate the signal reflected by a meteor trail quantita-
tively, we run a simulation with a simplified ray tracing method to
model the propagation of the reflection of the low-frequency emis-
sion of the Milky Way by meteor trails. Therefore, in the first step,
we need to send a large number of rays from the observation point
𝑂 to the entire celestial sphere with a coarse angular spacing such
as 0.1 degrees. When approaching the approximate range of azimuth
and altitude of the meteor trail, a finer angular spacing, for example,
3.6’, is employed. The orientation vectors of these reflected rays after
hitting the meteor trail are calculated and expressed in the horizontal
coordinate system, as shown in Fig. 1. We assume that the emission
from the Milky Way propagates only along the paths of these rays.

Then, we consider the shape of meteor trails. Here, we assume that
the meteor trail is a cylinder. Although the meteor trail will continue
to dispute after it is generated and the trail type will change with the
decrease in the electron line density during the diffusion, we assume
that the flux of the reflected emission is constant, taking the maximum
value of the over-dense meteor trail before it is transformed into the
under-dense type, that is, 𝑟 = ( 𝑟e𝑞𝜆

2

𝜋2𝑒
)1/2.

The meteor trail’s effective maximal radius decreases with fre-
quency increase. For simplicity, the effective radius used in the sim-
ulation is constant and equivalent to the effective radius at a frequency
of 50 MHz. We also assume that the centre of the bottom surface of
the meteor trail cylinder is 𝑁 = [𝑥0, 𝑦0, ℎ0], the angle of the cylin-
der’s axial vector in the horizon coordinate system expressed as 𝜃 𝑓

and 𝜙 𝑓 , and the length of the meteor trail is 𝐿. We can easily obtain
another endpoint 𝑛 = [𝑥1, 𝑦1, ℎ1] accordingly.

After we have determined the propagation of reflecting rays and
the shape of the trail, we implement the method of determining
whether the emitted ray intersects the meteor trail. This happens in
the local coordinate system established on the meteor trail. We make
the coordinate system as follows ( X, Y, Z in Fig. 2):

• the origin: the observation point 𝑁 .
• 𝑍-axis: the direction vector of the meteor trail (Z axis in Fig. 2).
• 𝑋-axis: the direction of vector 𝑁𝑂.
• 𝑌 -axis: ®𝑌 = ®𝑍 × ®𝑋 .

After the transformation of the coordinate system, the ray emitted
from the point 𝑂 will be reflected by the meteor trail if:

• A projection of the incident ray on the 𝑋𝑂𝑌 plane intersects
with the circle of the bottom surface of the cylinder representing the
meteor trail;

• and then the value of 𝑍-axis of the intersection point is less than
the 𝐿 (length of meteor trail).

With the intersection point, the reflected ray will be calculated and
transformed back to the horizontal coordinate system. In our ray
tracing algorithm, we do not take into account the curvature of the
Earth. We have verified that the impact of this approximation on the
final results is in fact quite small, which is safe to be negligible in
our simulations for now.

To obtain the realistic intensity of the reflected signal, we use the
GSM (De Oliveira-Costa et al. 2008) sky model to estimate the sky
temperature at a specific sky position and then convert it to the in-
tensity. They used principal component analysis and eventually built
a model with three principal components, and did not intentionally

remove the point sources intentionally. It should be noted that some
strong radio sources and extragalactic galaxies, such as Cas A, Cyg
A, LMC, etc., are also included in the model, so these parts have been
taken into account when calculating the signal intensity. According
to the received power derived in Equation (3) and considering the
relationship between power and flux, we can derive:

𝐼R = 𝐼T𝐺R
𝜆

2𝜋𝑅 sin2 𝜃𝑞
(

𝑒
𝑟e𝑞

) 1
2 + 𝜆 sec 𝜙 sin 𝜃𝑞 cos 𝜑𝑞

. (4)

Here 𝐼R is the flux received at the observation point by a celestial
pixel that can be reflected by a meteor trail. The meaning of 𝜃𝑞 , 𝜙𝑞 ,
𝜆, 𝑟e, 𝑒 is the same as in Equation (3). The sum of the fluxes of all
the celestial pixels that meet the conditions is the intensity of the
afterglow of the meteor trail observed by the observation point radio
telescope. This calculation process is represented by Equation (5),
where 𝑅cof =

𝐼R
𝐼T

is given by Equation (4) and 𝐼T is the intensity of
radio emission given by the GSM model. Finally, the convolution of
the reflection region determined by the ray-tracing algorithm yields
the total received intensity 𝑃tot.

𝑃tot =

∫
reflection region

𝑅cof · 𝐼T𝑑𝛺. (5)

3 RESULT

We assumed that the observer is at the site of LOFAR with latitude
N52.9 ° and longitude E6.9 ° and modelled an observation of the
emission of the Milky Way at a time close to the Perseids event (At
21:30 on August 15, 2022).

In order to calculate the intensity of emission by the simulated
meteor radio afterglow event, we first need to determine the region in
the sky from which the signal can be received by the observer after
reflection, and then calculate the reflection coefficients at the cor-
responding sky locations. Finally, the final intensity of the received
signal is obtained by convolving the reflection coefficients at the
corresponding sky locations with a frequency-specific sky emission
map from the GSM model.

To determine the propagation of the reflected signals of the emis-
sion of the Milky Way by the meteor trails, we model eight cases with
different positions of the meteor trails using simulation with ray trac-
ing from Section 2. For the parameter settings of the first four cases
A B C and D, we select parameters with a large variation to represent
different cases of the meteors. For the last three cases E-1, E-2, and
E-3, only one of the parameters is different from case E-0 so that we
can test how the results depend on the different parameters. For the
first four cases out of eight, the predicted sky area from where the
reflected signals can be received by the observer, together with the
corresponding reflection coefficient, is shown in Fig. 3. The results
for the last four cases are shown in Fig. 4. The red star in the figure
represents the zenith, the blue line represents the meteor trail, and the
bright regions represent the sky area that can be reflected, with colour
bars indicating different reflection coefficients. The upper left corner
of each panel indicates the parameters of the meteor trail used for
the models. In Fig. 4, the direction parameters for each case are the
same, except for their lengths and position parameters. The electron
density of the meteor trail was set to 1018𝑒/m, which corresponds to
a fireball of magnitude -5 with a meteoroid mass of 10 g (Obenberger
et al. 2014a found that the MRAs are possibly related to fireballs).
The results of the models suggest that the reflection region in the
sky typically appears as a band or ring determined by the projection
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Figure 1. This figure depicts a model of radio signals from the sky that are reflected by a meteor trail. Specifically, each meteor trail has a corresponding band-
or ring-shaped reflection region, as shown in the light blue region in the sky. The radio signal, represented by the yellow stars, from the blue region, can reach
a receiver at an observation point after being reflected by the meteor trail. If there is a radio source or a small area with a radio emission intensity of 𝑃T in the
sky, then the signal intensity received by the antenna at the observation point after reflection from the meteor trail is denoted as 𝑃R.

position of the meteor trail in the observer’s view. Additionally, the
reflection coefficient of the reflection region varies with the length
of the meteor trail. The shorter the length of the meteor trail, the
narrower the reflection region. Different position parameters of the
meteor trail lead to different reflection regions and reflection coef-
ficients in the sky. E-2 and E-3 have the same meteor parameters
as E-0, but are located tens of kilometres apart, while their signal
intensity is about 2200 Jy, 1600 Jy, and 750 Jy at 20 MHz, respec-
tively. From this, we can infer at least that, when observing the same
event at different locations within 100 kilometres, the intensity of
the signal can vary gradually.

With the mock results of the propagation of signals, the intensity
of the reflected emission from the galactic reflection by a particular
meteor trail is calculated, and our next part of interest is the spectrum
of meteor radio afterglow events. The observed radio sky map is
generated through the Global Sky Model (GSM). We simply multiply
the observed radio sky map in the frequency range of 20 - 100
MHz with the reflection coefficient of the corresponding reflection
region to obtain the reflected signals by the meteor trails received by
the observer at the specific location and time. The spectrum of the
reflected signals of eight cases received by the observer is presented
in Fig. 5. In these eight cases, the strongest intensity is more than
2000 Jy in 20 MHz, five times larger than the weakest one. As a
reference, the signal intensity of two radio afterglow events reported

by Obenberger et al. (2016b) is about 1500 Jy and more than 3000
Jy at 22.5 MHz.

Further, we considered how the intensity of the received reflection
signal varies for the same meteor trail at different times of the day
due to the rotation of the Earth, and thus the relative position of the
Galactic plane. In our models, the maps of the observed radio sky are
generated every 20 minutes. The total received signal as a function
of the local sidereal time is calculated and shown in Fig. 6. Naturally,
when the Milky Way is visible in the sky, the received reflection
signal is stronger, and for a particular meteor trail, the intensity of
the signals at different times can vary significantly. However, the
reflection region of each meteor trail is distinct, and the time of
the strongest signals during the day is not necessarily the same,
depending on the time of strong radio sources or the Milky Way
through their reflection region. The maximum and minimum values
of the receiving intensity of the reflected signal for the same meteor
trail can vary several times during the day.

The brightness of meteors plays an important role in not only the
intensity of the signal but also in the number of observable events.
Although bright fireball meteors can create stronger reflected signals,
the event rate of fireballs is relatively low compared to faint meteors.
We then investigate how the reflected signals depend on the meteor
trails’ electron line density, which is also correlated to the visual
brightness of the meteors.
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Figure 2. The figure displays the parameters utilized in the meteor-reflected sky signal model. The location of the observer or receiver is designated by the 𝑂

point, while the black line indicates the meteor trail. The direction vector of the meteor trail is defined by −→𝑎 , represented by three parameters (𝑙, 𝜃 𝑓 , 𝜑 𝑓 ) , and
the midpoint of the meteor trail in the view of the observer is specified by its angular coordinates and distance (𝑅, 𝜃𝑚, 𝜑𝑚 ) . These parameters are presented in
the figure. The coordinates of the radio source in the sky (𝜃𝑞1, 𝜑𝑞1 ) are depicted using the horizontal coordinate system, while the projection of the midpoint
of the meteor trail (𝑀) on the ground relative to the observation point 𝑂 is indicated by 𝑥 and 𝑦. Here (𝑋,𝑌 , 𝑍 ) is the coordinate system used in the ray-tracing
algorithm, and 𝑁 and 𝑛 are the starting and ending points of the meteor.

Jones (1997) gives the analytical formula for calculating the elec-
tron line density of meteors. We select the value of the electron line
density corresponding to the relation between the visual brightness
and the electron line density to be calculated according to Sugar
(1964). For Meteor Trail E-0 with different electron line densities,
the resulting spectrum of the reflected signals is presented in Fig. 7.
To further investigate the intensity of reflected signals from different
meteor trails under different brightness conditions, we calculated the
expected intensity of the reflection signal at 21:30 on August 15,
2022, for eight cases with different meteor brightness scenarios, and
the results are in Table 1. The results show that brighter meteors
cause stronger reflected signals, as expected.

Since Dĳkema et al. (2021b) found many MRA phenomena in
the meteor showers during the summer and winter of 2020 (Gem-
ini, Perseus, Quadrant), we try to estimate the rate of occurrence of
meteor radio afterglow events in a meteor shower with a toy model
and to compare with the observations. We create model samples of
meteors to estimate the hourly rate of occurrence of meteors of dif-
ferent brightnesses based on the observations of the Perseid meteor
shower reported by Koen Miskotte (2022) on the night of August 12,
2022, at Ermelo, Netherlands. Based on Miskotte’s observations, an
average of 43 meteors were observed per hour on that night, with
meteor rates of 0.43, 0.86, 3.01, 10.11, and 28.45 for the five bright-
ness classes given in Table 1. We assume that there are 43 meteors
with a brightness greater than 5 magnitudes per hour. The parameter
settings except brightness are randomly drawn for cases A to E-0.
The brightness of the meteors is drawn according to the brightness

distribution in Table 1. We repeat the selection of model samples
10,000 times. The average and scatter of the resulting distribution
of the reflected signal intensity distribution are shown in Fig. 8. The
average rate of the brightest reflected signals (>1500) is about 0.08
events per hour, and the rate of the faintest is about 37.2 events per
hour.

In previous observations, the spectral index has been recognized
as a crucial parameter of Meteor Radio Afterglow (Zhang et al.
2018,Obenberger et al. 2016b,Varghese et al. 2021). This study
adopts a two-parameter power-law spectral equation, 𝐼 = 𝑎 · 𝐹𝑏

as Obenberger et al. (2016b), to fit the spectrum from different me-
teor trails in our simulation. Here, 𝐼 and 𝐹 refer to the intensity of
the signals and the frequency, respectively, and 𝑎 and 𝑏 denote the
parameters to be determined.

Then, we performed a power law fit to the spectra of the eight cases
under different brightness conditions, and the obtained spectral index
𝑏 is shown in Table 2. It can be seen that the spectral index of the
same meteor trail hardly changes at different brightnesses, and the
difference in spectral index between different meteor trails is also
very small, with the largest difference only about 0.05. The average
of all spectral index is -1.316201±0.003855.

To further explore the variation of the spectral index, we select
A, B, C, D, and E-0 trails and fit their spectra at 2-hour intervals
throughout the day using a power law, and the results obtained are
shown in Fig. 9. Similarly, the variation of this spectral index is
small, with the maximum and minimum values differing only by less
than 0.05. The spectral index varies slightly throughout the day, and
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(a) Meteor Trail A (b) Meteor Trail B

(c) Meteor Trail C (d) Meteor Trail D

Figure 3. The figure illustrates the reflection regions in the sky visible to an observer resulting from four different settings of the meteor trail parameters. The
zenith is represented by a red star, and the meteor trail is depicted as a blue line. The bright areas in the figure indicate the reflection regions, with different
colours representing various reflection coefficients at 20MHz. The top left panel of each image presents the meteor trail parameters, where direction represents(
𝜃 𝑓 , 𝜑 𝑓

)
of the meteor trail direction vector, and position and height are identical to those indicated in Fig. 2. These figures use the orthographic projection.
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(a) Meteor Trail E-0 (b) Meteor Trail E-1

(c) Meteor Trail E-2 (d) Meteor Trail E-3

Figure 4. This figure shows four different meteor trails with the same direction parameters at the frequency of 20MHz. The trails are denoted as E-0, E-1, E-2,
and E-3, where E-1 has a shorter length compared to the other three, while E-2 and E-3 have different position parameters. The meteor trails are represented
as blue lines, and the bright regions in the sky indicate the reflection regions. The parameters for each meteor trail, such as direction parameters

(
𝜃 𝑓 , 𝜑 𝑓

)
and

position parameters, are given in the figure. These figures use the Orthographic projection.
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(a) Meteor Trail A, B, C, and D

(b) Meteor Trail E-0, E-1, E-2, and E-3

Figure 5. The frequency spectrum of the total received signal intensity, ranging from 20 MHz to 100 MHz at 21:30 on August 15, 2022. The horizontal axis
represents the frequency in MHz, while the vertical axis indicates the total received signal intensity.

Table 1. Expected reflected signal intensity of meteors of different brightness at 21:30 on August 15, 2022, at 20 MHz with different meteor trail settings.
Different meteor brightnesses correspond to different electron line densities, and all energy intensity units are Jansky, where MB is the meteor brightness
expressed in visual magnitude, and ELD is the electron line density. Assuming that the electron line density has an uncertainty of 10%, the corresponding final
received signal intensity error range is given.

MB ELD A B C D E-0 E-1 E-2 E-3
(e/m)

-5.0 1018 381.59±19.10 556.78±27.87 981.05±49.11 1272.76±63.71 1637.25±81.96 1202.26±60.18 737.20±36.90 2182.53±109.23
-2.5 1017 120.66±6.04 176.09±8.81 310.30±15.53 402.57±20.14 517.79±25.91 380.24±19.03 233.12±11.67 690.24±34.55
0.0 1016 38.15±1.91 55.68±2.78 98.13±4.91 127.31±6.37 163.74±8.19 120.24±6.01 73.71±3.69 218.28±10.92
2.5 1015 12.06±0.60 17.61±0.88 31.03±1.55 40.26±2.01 51.78±2.59 38.02±1.90 23.31±1.16 69.02±3.45
5.0 1014 3.81±0.19 5.56±0.27 9.81±0.49 12.73±0.63 16.37±0.81 12.02±0.60 7.37±0.36 21.82±1.09

we speculate that this variation may be caused by different parts of
the model itself having different spectral indexes throughout the day.
From the above two results, we infer that in our model the spectral
index hovers around 1.316.

For comparison with actual observations, we also performed sim-
ulations based on the CAMS and LOFAR/AARTFAAC observa-
tions (Dĳkema et al. 2021a). We calculated the intensities of the
reflected signal corresponding to the 721 meteor events observed by
the CAMS, and the corresponding mock intensity distributions are
shown in Fig. 10. In this simulation, we used the meteor position,
latitude, longitude, and brightness data observed by the CAMS to
calculate their corresponding reflected signal intensities. Assuming

the typical intensity of an MRA event 1000 Jy, our model predicts
33 MRA events brighter than this typical intensity (about 5.5 events
per hour), and 19 of these events have radio matches from actual LO-
FAR/AARTFAAC observation. For fainter events with an intensity
between 100 and 1000 Jy, our model predicts 112 events, 47 of which
have radio matches from actual LOFAR/AARTFAAC observation.

4 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The mechanism for generating MRA is not yet clear. In this work, we
calculate the reflected signals of the emission from the Milky Way
by meteor trails to see if the MRA can be caused by the reflection of
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(a) Meteor Trail A, B, C, and D

(b) Meteor Trail E-0, E-1, E-2, and E-3

Figure 6. The time-dependent variation of the total received signal intensity at 40 MHz. The horizontal axis represents the time from 0:00 to 24:00 on August
15, 2022, in hours, and the vertical axis represents the received signal intensity.

Figure 7. The frequency spectrum of Meteor Trail E-0 is presented, showing the variation in the received signal intensity as a function of frequency for different
electron line densities.
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Figure 8. The intensity distribution of meteor reflection signal in an hour. We assume 43 meteors with a brightness greater than 5 magnitude per hour according
to Koen Miskotte (2022) and then obtained an estimate of the distribution of the reflected signal intensity for five trails A, B, C, D, and E-0 by sampling 10000
times based on the rate of occurrence of meteors per hour of different brightness.

Table 2. The spectral index corresponds to different meteor trail settings at different meteor brightnesses at 21:30 on August 15, 2022. Where ELD refers to the
electron line density, and it can be seen that the spectral index hardly changes with the change of meteor brightness for the same meteor trail setting.

ELD(e/m) A B C D

1018 -1.334±0.003 -1.340±0.003 -1.301±0.004 -1.319±0.004
1017 -1.334±0.003 -1.340±0.003 -1.301±0.004 -1.319±0.004
1016 -1.334±0.003 -1.340±0.003 -1.301±0.004 -1.319±0.004
1015 -1.334±0.003 -1.340±0.003 -1.301±0.004 -1.319±0.004
1014 -1.334±0.003 -1.340±0.003 -1.301±0.004 -1.319±0.004

Average -1.334±0.003 -1.340±0.003 -1.301±0.004 -1.319±0.004

ELD(e/m) E-0 E-1 E-2 E-3

1018 -1.301±0.003 -1.288±0.003 -1.336±0.004 -1.306±0.003
1017 -1.301±0.003 -1.288±0.003 -1.336±0.004 -1.306±0.003
1016 -1.301±0.003 -1.288±0.003 -1.336±0.004 -1.306±0.003
1015 -1.301±0.003 -1.288±0.003 -1.336±0.004 -1.306±0.003
1014 -1.301±0.003 -1.288±0.003 -1.336±0.004 -1.306±0.003

Average -1.301±0.003 -1.288±0.003 -1.336±0.004 -1.306±0.003

Total Average -1.316±0.003

the strong emission of the Milky Way in low frequency. We assume
the meteor trail is an overdense asymmetrical cylinder trail and cal-
culate the maximum flux of the reflected signals of the emission of
the Milky Way. Therefore, our estimation will provide an upper limit
for the reflected signals that we want to observe. Although the ideal
model utilized in this study provides valuable insight into the fun-
damental properties of the reflected signal, it is simplified and some
physical processes are neglected. For example, the temporal struc-
ture of meteor trails that disperse over time and are subject to wind
dispersion can be difficult to determine. Additionally, atmospheric
conditions and ionospheric activity can also affect signal reception.
Since the main purpose of the study is to determine if the reflec-
tion of the Milky Way is one of the possible reasons for MRAs, for
now, we focus on the maximum flux of the reflected signals, which
we compare with the observational data in other studies. Neglecting

modelling the aforementioned effects will not affect the estimation
of the maximum flux of the reflected signals. In our calculation, we
also assume the unrealistic case that the effective radius of the me-
teor trails is independent of the frequency. We have verified that this
simplification does not change our conclusion.

The results of our simulation indicate that the intensity of the
reflected signal corresponding to a given meteor trail is subject to
variation depending on the local sidereal time. The maximum signal
during a day can be five times larger than the minimum signals,
resulting in a higher observation rate of signals when the Milky
Way is visible in the sky. This may explain the excessive number
of signals detected by LOFAR during the Perseids compared to the
Geminids. Furthermore, the intensity of the reflected signal from the
same meteor trail sometimes gradually varies when observers are at
different locations, which means that for the same event, observers at
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Figure 9. The range of spectral index values at different brightnesses of A, B, C, D, and E-0 over time during the day. The green line indicates the average value
of all spectral index, and the error bar indicates the upper and lower limits of the spectral index.

Figure 10. The signal intensity distribution simulated for 721 meteor events based on the CAMS and LOFAR/AARTFAAC observations (Dĳkema et al. 2021a)
at 30 MHz. The red dashed line indicates 1000 Jy, which is the typical intensity of the MRA published in Varghese et al. (2021). In the figure, the blue bars
indicate the intensity distribution of all CAMS meteor simulations in the dataset, while the red bars indicate the simulations of meteors in the dataset with
AARTFAAC radio matches.

different locations not far from each other (less than 100 kilometres)
may receive similar intensity of the reflected signals.

Over several years, Obenberger et al. (Obenberger et al. 2014a;
Obenberger et al. 2014b; Obenberger et al. 2015; Obenberger et al.
2016a; Obenberger et al. 2016b; Obenberger et al. 2020) have con-
ducted a remarkable series of observations and studies, demonstrat-
ing that the typical maximum intensity of meteor radio afterglow lies
within the range of a few hundred to a few thousand Janskys. This ob-
servation is consistent with our simulation results. Furthermore, the
statistical study conducted by Varghese et al. (2021) on the spectral
index of meteor radio afterglow reveals that the index is predomi-

nantly distributed between -1 and -5, with an average value of -1.73.
In our model, the spectral index approximates -1.316201±0.003855,
which is roughly consistent with the observed spectral index. The
spectral index in our simulation varies little with changes in the posi-
tion, length, or orientation of the meteor trails, brightness, and local
time of the meteors. However, for observed cases where the spectral
index is considerably larger, such as over -2 or even over -6, our
model is unable to explain those cases.

Dĳkema et al. (2021b) postulate that local sidereal time may be
a critical factor influencing the number of meteor radio afterglow
events recorded during different meteor showers. Our simulation
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results demonstrate that the brightness of the reflected signals for the
identical meteor trails varies at different local sidereal times, which
supports this hypothesis. Dĳkema et al. (2021b) also observed more
faint events compared to previous studies, which is consistent with
our model’s prediction that fainter meteors can also generate reflected
signals, albeit the flux of the signals is weaker than that produced
by brighter meteors. Given that the number of faint meteors is much
larger than that of bright meteors, we can anticipate a significantly
larger number of faint meteor radio afterglow events, which is in
agreement with the findings of Dĳkema et al. (2021b). In Fig. 8,
based on a toy model, we estimate that in a meteor shower, there
will be 0.08 events of bright MRA (> 1500 Jy) per hour and 37 faint
MRAs (0 - 50 Jy) per hour. We can compare this prediction with
future observations of MRAs during the meteor shower, which will
be another way to test the relation between MRAs and the reflection
of the Milky Way emission by the meteor trails.

With existing optical meteor monitoring networks, such as the
CAMS and the DFN, one can determine the position, altitude, direc-
tion, and other parameters of a meteor trail. With this information,
we can predict the reflected signal, which can be used to compare
directly with the observation. In Fig. 10, we show the simulation
results of the signal intensity distribution based on the CAMS and
LOFAR/AARTFAAC observations (Dĳkema et al. 2021a). 721 me-
teors were observed in the optical band in total, and AARTFAAC
found 204 radio matches of the meteors. Taking the same parameters
as the CAMS optical observation, our simulations predict 33 bright
MRA (brighter than 1000 Jy) events in six hours. 19 of them actually
have radio matches. It should be noted that how many of the 204
matches in Dĳkema et al. (2021a) have board radio emission like
MRA is not explicitly specified in the paper. Some events can be
forward-scattering events, so a more careful comparison is needed
before a conclusion can be drawn. Dĳkema et al. (2021a) also pointed
out that when the observation of the Perseid meteor was made, the
Galactic centre and the Galactic plane were above the LOFAR hori-
zon. Comparisons based on signal intensity from radio observations
and meteor shower data from different seasons will help further test
the model.

In summary, to explore whether the MRA can be caused by the
reflection of the low-frequency emission from the Milky Way by
the meteor trails, we have derived the calculation formula for the
diffuse galactic emission reflected by the meteor trail and simulated
the reflection phenomenon with emission of the Milky Way modelled
by the GSM. Based on the results of our simulation, we have drawn
several conclusions as follows:

• Our simulated signal intensity at 20 MHz can exceed a maxi-
mum of 2000 Jy, which is comparable to previous observations. In
the eight cases simulated, the intensity of the maximum reflected
signals can be 5 times higher than that of the minimum reflected sig-
nals. Additionally, we have found that the reflected signal is generally
stronger when the Milky Way and strong radio sources are in the sky.
That implies that more meteor radio afterglow events may be ob-
served when the Milky Way is high overhead at the same observation
sensitivity.

• We find that for the same parameter setting of the meteor trails,
the different brightness of the meteors has almost no effect on the
simulated spectral index, and the maximum difference in the spectral
index between different meteor trails is only about 0.05, while the av-
erage spectral index for all simulated spectra is -1.316201±0.003855,
which can explain part of the observed spectrum of the MRAs, but
not for the cases with spectrum index steeper than -2. Perhaps there

are other reasons that can also cause the MRAs. More observations
and studies are still required.

• Since there are more faint meteors than the brighter ones, the
number of faint MRAs caused by the reflection of the emission of
the Milky Way can be greater than the bright ones, for example, in a
meteor shower. If the distributions of the MRA radio and the optical
luminosity function are both well measured, the comparison of the
prediction by our simulation with the observations may be used to
study the idea that the MRAs can be caused by the reflection of
emission of the Milky Way further.
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APPENDIX: DETAILS OF THE CALCULATION OF THE
FLUX OF REFLECTED SIGNALS UNDER THE LOCAL
COORDINATE SYSTEM

As we mentioned in the main text, in addition to the traditional
celestial (horizon) coordinate system, we introduce another local
coordinate system with the meteor trail as a reference and perform
the relevant calculations (e.g. determining the intersection) mainly in
this coordinate system. In this context, the local coordinate system is
slightly different from the coordinate system discussed in Section 2.2,
primarily in terms of the origin of the coordinate system. Considering
a meteor trail in the sky (approximated as a long cylinder) and a
receiving station on the ground, the so-called local coordinate system
is a right-angle or spherical coordinate system with the midpoint of
the meteor’s central axis as the origin, the central axis of the meteor
trail as the 𝑍-axis and the receiving station lies in the 𝑥′𝑂𝑍 plane.

Let the coordinates of a point 𝑄 on the celestial sphere in the
celestial coordinate system be (𝜃𝑞1, 𝜑𝑞1), where 𝜃𝑞1 is the zenith
distance of the object (i.e., 𝜋/2 minus the altitude angle) and 𝜑𝑞1
is the geodetic longitude of the object. For a meteor trail ®𝑎, let the
midpoint of its lower base be 𝑀 and the focus of its upper base be 𝑀0,
𝑀 that represents the position of the meteor trail, ®𝑎 = ®𝑀𝑀0. Let the
orientation of ®𝑎 be (𝜃 𝑓 , 𝜑 𝑓 ) in this celestial coordinate system, the
pointing of the line ®𝑏 from the origin to the midpoint of the meteor’s
central axis 𝑀 be (𝜃𝑚, 𝜑𝑚), and the distance from the observatory
to the meteor | ®𝑏 | = |𝑂𝑀 | = 𝑅, 𝜃𝑞1, 𝜃𝑚, 𝜃 𝑓 all belong to [0, 𝜋/2]
and 𝜑𝑞1, 𝜑𝑚, 𝜑 𝑓 all belong to [0, 2𝜋].

Then, we can transform the coordinates into the coordinates of the
‘local coordinate system’ by three rotations of the celestial (geodetic)
coordinate system. Each rotation is equivalent to multiplying each
coordinate in the system by an orthogonal matrix, which preserves
the distance and angle and only changes the direction of the vector,
which is the same for the local coordinate system used in Section 2.2.

It is easy to see that the zenith distance of ®𝑎 is 0 after rotation. The

derivation of the coordinate transformation shows that, computing

𝜃𝑞 = arccos(sin 𝜃𝑞1 cos(𝜑 𝑓 − 𝜑𝑞1) sin 𝜃 𝑓 + cos 𝜃𝑞1 cos 𝜃 𝑓 ),

𝜑𝑞 = arctan
sin 𝜃𝑞1 cos(𝜑 𝑓 − 𝜑𝑞1) cos 𝜃 𝑓 − cos 𝜃𝑞1 sin 𝜃 𝑓

sin 𝜃𝑞1 sin(𝜑 𝑓 − 𝜑𝑞1)

− arctan
− sin 𝜃𝑚 sin(𝜑𝑚 − 𝜑 𝑓 ) cos 𝜃 𝑓 + cos 𝜃𝑚 sin 𝜃 𝑓

sin 𝜃𝑚 sin(𝜑𝑚 − 𝜑 𝑓 )
.

(1)

gives us coordinate (𝜃𝑞 , 𝜑𝑞) of 𝑄 in local coordinate system.
In deriving the attenuation coefficient, we followed the method of

Hines & Forsyth (1957), assuming a parallel light beam incident on
a cylindrical trail, considering how much of the incident electromag-
netic wave will be reflected. By taking a very small triangular surface
element on the cylindrical surface and considering its three vertices,
we can calculate the incident and reflected vectors with each point as
the reflection point. Let the distance parameter of the three reflection
vectors be 𝑅, we can obtain the region covered by the electromag-
netic wave after it reflects by the trail at the distance 𝑅. The ratio
between the region of the triangular surface element and the region
after reflection is the ratio of the flux, so we can calculate the signal
attenuation coefficient.

After the derivation and calculation, we can derive the flux atten-
uation formula for the overdense case as

𝑃R = 𝑃T𝐺R
𝜆2

4𝜋(2𝑅 sin2 𝜃𝑞 + 𝑟 sin 𝜃𝑞 cos 𝜑𝑞)
𝑟 cos 𝜙. (2)

By replacing the specular reflection process with Thompson scat-
tering of the individual particles and integrating the particles in the
trail, one can also derive the flux decay formula for the underdense
case as

𝑃
′
R = 𝑃T𝐺R

𝜆3𝑞2𝑟2
e

4𝜋𝑅 sin2 𝜃𝑞
· exp

(
8𝜋2𝑟2

0
𝜆2 sec2 𝜙

)
exp

(
−32𝜋2𝐷𝑡

𝜆2 sec2 𝜙

)
. (3)

To obtain the final reception equation, it is also necessary to con-
sider the equivalent metallic cylinder radius of the meteor trail as
(Weitzen & Ralston 1988)

𝑟c =

[
4𝐷𝑡 · ln

(
𝑟𝑒𝑞𝜆

2 sec2 𝜙

4𝜋2𝐷𝑡

)] 1
2
. (4)

Together, we can get

𝑃R = 𝑃T𝐺R
𝜆2

4𝜋(2𝑅 sin2 𝜃𝑞 + 𝑟 sin 𝜃𝑞 cos 𝜑𝑞)

×
[

4𝐷𝑡

sec2 𝜙
· ln

(
𝑟e𝑞𝜆2 sec2 𝜙

4𝜋2𝐷𝑡

)] 1
2
.

(5)

After the elapsed time approximates

𝜏′ =
𝑟e𝑞𝜆2 sec2 𝜙

4𝜋2𝐷
. (6)

the trail becomes an underdense trail.
The derivative of 𝑃R with respect to 𝑟 in the equation shows that

its derivative is greater than 0 in all the ranges of values we studied,
so 𝑃R increases monotonically with respect to 𝑟. The derivative of 𝑟
with respect to time 𝑡 shows that 𝑟 is maximum when 𝑡 = 𝜏′/𝑒 where

𝑟 →
(
𝑟e𝑞𝜆2 sec2 𝜙

𝜋2𝑒

) 1
2
. (7)

here 𝑒 is the base of the natural logarithm. From this, we can obtain
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the maximum received power with the value

𝑃R = 𝑃T𝐺R
𝜆3

4𝜋2
(
2𝑅 sin2 𝜃𝑞 +

(
𝑟e𝑞𝜆2 sec2 𝜙

𝜋2𝑒

) 1
2 sin 𝜃𝑞 cos 𝜑𝑞

) ( 𝑟e𝑞

𝑒

) 1
2

= 𝑃T𝐺R
𝜆3

4𝜋2
(
2𝑅 sin2 𝜃𝑞

(
𝑒
𝑟e𝑞

) 1
2 +

(
𝜆 sec 𝜙

𝜋

)
sin 𝜃𝑞 cos 𝜑𝑞

) .
(8)

where the second term of the denominator is very small with respect
to the first term and can be neglected in the calculation.
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