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Abstract
With the low Earth orbit environment becoming increasingly populated with artificial satellites, rockets, and debris, it is important
to understand the effects they have on radio astronomy. In this work, we undertake a multi-frequency, multi-epoch survey with two
SKA-Low station prototypes located at the SKA-Low site, to identify and characterise radio frequency emission from orbiting objects
and consider their impact on radio astronomy observations. We identified 152 unique satellites across multiple passes in low and medium
Earth orbits from 1.6 million full-sky images across 13 selected ≈1 MHz frequency bands in the SKA-Low frequency range, acquired
over almost 20 days of data collection. Our algorithms significantly reduce the rate of satellite misidentification, compared to previous
work, validated through simulations to be < 1%. Notably, multiple satellites were detected transmitting unintended electromagnetic
radiation, as well as several decommissioned satellites likely transmitting when the Sun illuminates their solar panels. We test alternative
methods of processing data, which will be deployed for a larger, more systematic survey at SKA-Low frequencies in the near future. The
current work establishes a baseline for monitoring satellite transmissions, which will be repeated in future years to assess their evolving
impact on radio astronomy observations.
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1. Introduction
Radio astronomy presents an opportunity to study the early
Universe, as radio emission generated billions of years ago
from neutral hydrogen is redshifted to low radio frequencies
(100 - 200 MHz) (Morales and Wyithe 2010). These signals
are expected to be weak, meaning that extremely sensitive
instruments are needed to detect them and extract astrophysical
information from vast data collections. In order to address this
challenge, the most sensitive radio telescope of all time is being
constructed, known as the Square Kilometre Array (SKA)
(Caiazzo 2017).

Civilisation also heavily utilises the radio spectrum for the
purpose of television broadcast, FM radio, mobile phone com-
munications, radio-navigation, and space-based communica-
tions, to name a few. In space-based communications, satellites
transmit radio frequency energy to the surface of the Earth,
to a ground station or device. If the satellite is transmitting
information whilst passing through the receiving beam of a
radio telescope, the strength of its transmission can be many
orders of magnitude greater than the signals from even the
strongest astronomical sources. This poses a significant and
well-known risk for radio astronomy research (Gilloire and
Sizun 2009; Zheleva et al. 2023; Di Vruno et al. 2023; Grigg
et al. 2023)a.

The rate at which human-made objects are launched into

a. https://www.iau.org/static/science/scientific_bodies/working_groups/
286/dark-quiet-skies-2-working-groups-reports.pdf

space is also rising exponentiallyb. All of these need to be
tracked to maintain a harmonious space environment, and
the more objects there are, the more comprehensive the sys-
tem tracking them needs to be. At the time of writing this
paper, space-track.org tracks approximately 10,200 active
satellites, 18,700 debris objects, and 16,700 objects which are
variably tracked due to their small size or incomplete data, all
in Earth orbit. The intrinsic risk of interference at radio fre-
quencies from satellites operating in Earth orbit is increasing,
simply by virtue of the greatly increased numbers of operating
objects.

The International Telecommunication Union (ITU) man-
ages satellite spectrum allocations in the radio band under its
radiocommunication sector (ITU-R)c. In terms of protections
for radio astronomy from Earth, only approximately 3.7% of
the spectrum allocations in the frequency range 50 - 350 MHz
receive some protection for radio astronomy. Primary or sec-
ondary allocations for radio astronomy exist at 73.00 - 74.60
MHz, 150.05 - 153.00 MHz, and 322.00 - 328.60 MHz across
specific geographic regions in the ITU-R radio regulationsd.
Footnote 5.149 in this document also states that “administra-
tions are urged to take all practicable steps to protect the radio
astronomy service from harmful interference”, and applies to
the frequency ranges 73.00 - 74.60 MHz and 322.00 - 328.60

b. https://ourworldindata.org/grapher/yearly-number-of-objects-
launched-into-outer-space

c. https://www.itu.int/en/ITU-R/information/Pages/default.aspx
d. https://www.itu.int/pub/R-HDB-22-2013
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MHz.
In the 50 - 350 MHz band, several allocations to the mobile-

satellite, meteorological-satellite, and amateur-satellite services
exist in the radio regulations, both as outright allocations
and under footnote 5.254d for defence use. These can sig-
nificantly impact telescopes such as the SKA, for which the
low-frequency half (SKA-Low) is being built in Western Aus-
tralia. This is due to the historical nature of the regulations and
the historical claims to the radio astronomy spectrum being
limited, and also due to the rapid acceleration of satellite and
launch technologies.

Historically, radio telescopes have successfully managed
the limited regulatory protection of the spectrum for radio
astronomy by operating from remote areas, largely free from
Radio Frequency Interference (RFI). Examples include the
Murchison Widefield Array (MWA, Tingay et al. 2013) and
Australia Square Kilometre Array Pathfinder (ASKAP, John-
ston et al. 2008) both in Western Australia, the MeerKAT
telescope (Jonas 2009) in South Africa, and the Very Large Ar-
ray (Condon et al. 1998) in New Mexico, USA. With satellites
essentially visible from anywhere on the Earth, geographic
isolation does not mitigate against RFI originating from satel-
lites, highlighted by work using the MWA and Engineering
Development Array 2 (EDA2, Tingay et al. 2013; Prabu et
al. 2020b; Tingay et al. 2020; Grigg et al. 2022).

Figure 1. A comparison of the EDA2 (left) and AAVS2 (right) low-frequency
radio telescopes used in this work.

The SKA-Low telescope has a planned observing frequency
of 50 - 350 MHz, and satellites may impact the pursuit of
its headline science goals. This type of scenario is already a
reality. An example is the ALMA radio telescope in Chile,
which needed to introduce restrictions on observing at the
same frequency as CloudSat transmissions, as there was a non-
negligible risk of damage to its receiverse.

The work we describe in this paper is a first step toward
characterising the impact of all satellites, specifically across the
full SKA-Low frequency range of 50 - 350 MHz at the SKA-
Low site. In this work, we test various methods of acquiring

e. https://legacy.nrao.edu/alma/memos/html-memos/alma504/memo504.
pdf

and processing data to understand the optimal way to conduct
a more comprehensive survey in the future.

The radio telescopes we use are the Aperture Array Ver-
ification System, version 2 (AAVS2, Es et al. 2020) and the
Engineering Development Array, version 2 (EDA2, Wayth et
al. 2021). These are pictured in Figure 1. The two SKA-Low
prototype stations were chosen because they are representative
of a single SKA-Low station. The two telescopes are on the
same site as the SKA-Low in Western Australia, Inyarrimanha
Ilgardi Bundara, the CSIRO Murchison Radio-astronomy Ob-
servatory f. This site has been designated a Radio Quiet Zone
by national legislation (Wilson et al. 2016). This makes the
AAVS2 and EDA2 ideal for understanding the environment in
which the SKA-Low will operate, especially as it pertains to
sources of RFI.

Two methods are explored to detect satellites with a radio
telescope. The first is the detection of direct transmissions
from the satellite. The mechanisms behind these types of radio
emissions are defined as follows: ‘intentional electromagnetic
radiation’ (IEMR) is intentional transmission from a satellite’s
antenna at its designated downlink frequency; ‘interference’
is any additional energy from the satellite’s transmission an-
tenna that is outside the designated downlink frequency; and
‘unintentional electromagnetic radiation’ (UEMR) is energy
emitted from another component of the satellite that is not
the antenna (for example the propulsion system). IEMR is
regulated by the ITU’s Radio Regulations (ITU-R)g, whereas
interference and UEMR are not currently regulated by any
international regulatory bodies. As per the ITU-R definition,
anything which is IEMR is henceforth referred to as ‘emission’.

The second method is the detection of satellites via the
reflection of terrestrial sources of radio emission. This is a
form of radar, and in radar parlance is described as passive non-
coherent bi-static radar (Griffiths 2014). It is passive, meaning
that no signal is deliberately emitted by the observer to make
a detection, and is bi-static, meaning that the source (illumina-
tor) and the receiver are spatially separated. It is non-coherent
because the received signal is not compared to reference signals
(the illumination signal) to achieve phase coherence in order
to allow for a range measurement.

One prominent source of illumination in this scenario
is commercial or private FM radio transmitters distributed
throughout Australia, which can output up to 250 kW of
power over 0.2 MHz of bandwidthh. This transmission is di-
rected over the land, but due to complex transmission beams,
significant energy can be directed away from the Earth (Hen-
nessy et al. 2022). The radio waves can reflect off objects in the
local airspace or in Earth orbit and subsequently be detected
by radio telescopes operating in this frequency range. Other
sources of illumination are also possible, for example DTV
broadcasting, and many other licenced sources of terrestrial
and airborne transmission.

Previous studies have developed processes for the detection

f. https://research.csiro.au/mro/
g. https://www.itu.int/pub/R-HDB-22-2013
h. https://www.acma.gov.au/list-transmitters-licence-broadcast

https://legacy.nrao.edu/alma/memos/html-memos/alma504/memo504.pdf
https://legacy.nrao.edu/alma/memos/html-memos/alma504/memo504.pdf
https://research.csiro.au/mro/
https://www.itu.int/pub/R-HDB-22-2013
https://www.acma.gov.au/list-transmitters-licence-broadcast
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Figure 2. The 15 frequencies of datasets used in this work alongside noteworthy spectrum allocations.

of satellites in AAVS2 and EDA2 datasets, based on both these
methods of detection. An initial study by Tingay et al. (2020)
began by acquiring three days worth of ≈1 MHz bandwidth
data overlapping several known FM transmitters using the
EDA2 and making seven “by eye” detections. A follow up
study by Grigg et al. (2022) developed and utilised autonomous
detection algorithms on the same data set, resulting in a 6 fold
increase in the detection rate. Work by Sokolowski et al. (2021)
used the AAVS2 and EDA2 in tandem over a small selection
of frequencies within the SKA-Low observing bandwidth
and detected 30 unique objects (satellites or debris) as part
of a larger survey of RFI at the site. Most recently, Grigg
et al. (2023) detected IEMR and UEMR from Starlink satellites
using the EDA2, from some of the same datasets that will be
reported on in the current paper. Separately to these, Di Vruno
et al. (2023) and Bassa, C. G. et al. (2024) also detected UEMR
from Starlink satellites using the LOFAR radio telescope (van
Haarlem, M. P. et al. 2013).

Building on our previous work using AAVS2 and EDA2,
our current work uses twelve frequencies (≈1 MHz bandwidth
per frequency) which are listed in Table 1 and illustrated in
Figure 2. These frequencies were selected based on a range
of factors, in an attempt to span the full SKA-Low frequency
range at discrete frequency intervals. Our purpose is to take
the first step in systematically surveying the full SKA-Low
frequency range, in order to understand the impacts that RFI
from satellites (and other airborne objects such as aircraft) may
have on the SKA-Low.

Improving autonomy of the detection algorithms to de-
lineate between satellites and RFI is one of the key goals of
this work, which is quantified with a simulation to estimate a
misidentification rate. We explore data processing and signal
identification methods, and compare them with other recent
studies (Grigg et al. 2022; Sokolowski et al. 2021). This study
will be a key step in informing the design of a larger, more
comprehensive survey in the future. This survey will also be a
baseline against which to compare future monitoring of RFI
from satellites.

Section 2 presents the methods we have used to collect
and process data from the AAVS2 and the EDA2. Section 3
presents our results, and discussion of the results is in Section
4. In Section 5 we draw our conclusions from this work.

2. Methods
This study was designed to utilise frequency channels within
the SKA-Low frequency range of 50 - 350 MHz. Frequency
channels which were known to be contaminated with RFI
(from satellites, aircraft, meteors, and terrestrial transmitters)
were intentionally chosen, along with others which were
thought to contain little RFI. This section will examine the
choice of frequencies, data processing techniques, and a simu-
lation used to quantify the expected misidentification rate.

2.1 Instrumentation
The two radio telescopes used for this work were the AAVS2
(Es et al. 2020) and EDA2 (Wayth et al. 2021). They both
feature an arrangement of 256 antennas within a diameter of
≈38 m and ≈35 m, respectively. The difference between the
two telescopes is that the AAVS2 uses SKA prototype antennas
(known as SKALA) and the EDA2 uses MWA bowtie antennas.
The functional bandwidth of the two telescopes is comparable
to the SKA-Low being approximately 50 - 350 MHz.

In previous internal tests, it was found that the AAVS2
had a higher sensitivity at the horizon. This increased the
detrimental effect of transmission directly from terrestrial ra-
dio transmitters, resulting in a higher percentage of unusable
data. The AAVS2 was therefore only used to acquire higher
frequency data, making use of its wider frequency range com-
pared to the EDA2.

2.2 Choice of frequencies
The choice of specific frequencies for this work was driven by
their practical significance and scientific relevance. These are
listed in Table 1, and illustrated in Figure 2. In total, almost
20 days of telescope recording time was collected, comprising
1.6 million images over a cumulative total of ≈12 MHz of
bandwidth.

The ‘notes’ column in Table 1 describes the reasoning
behind the choice of each frequency. These will be briefly
explained.

We choose frequencies at 73.4 MHz, 150.8 MHz, 324.2
MHz, and 325 MHz to overlap with ITU-R protected frequen-
cies for radio astronomy to search for satellite transmissions or
UEMR.
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Table 1. Surveyed frequencies

Central
frequency (MHz)

Start date
(UTC)

Duration Integration
time (s)

Telescope Channel
bandwidth (MHz)

Number of
channels

Notes

73.4 2023-05-28 20:47:20.5 37 min 1 EDA2 0.0289 32 ITU-R protected
96.9 2022-12-16 10:10:30.5 6 min 1 EDA2 0.0289 32 ISS pass
96.9 2022-12-18 18:22:15.5 7 min 1 EDA2 0.0289 32 ISS pass
98.4 2022-10-18 18:25:12.5 5 min 1 EDA2 0.0289 32 ISS pass

136.7 2023-04-25 01:04:37.5 12 min 1 EDA2 0.0289 32 SOLRAD 7B pass
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 19 h 37 min 2 EDA2 0.926 1 Known downlink freq.
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 24 h 22 min 2 EDA2 0.926 1 Archive
150.8 2023-05-30 20:05:21.5 4 min 1 EDA2 0.0289 32 ITU-R protected
150.8 2023-06-13 12:56:59.5 2 h 00 min 1 EDA2 0.0289 32 ITU-R protected
159.4 2020-06-26 12:34:07.0 132 h 35 min 2 AAVS2 0.926 1 Sokolowski et al. (2021)
159.4 2020-06-26 11:48:10.0 133 h 38 min 2 EDA2 0.926 1 Sokolowski et al. (2021)
159.4 2021-11-16 01:24:18.0 22 h 57 min 2 EDA2 0.926 1 Monitoring
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 55 h 04 min 2 EDA2 0.926 1 Archive
185.2 2020-02-07 10:44:49.3 39 h 59 min 4.5 EDA2 0.926 1 Digital television
229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 23 h 14 min 2 AAVS2 0.926 1 Monitoring
324.2 2023-05-28 20:02:08.0 4 h 11 min 2 AAVS2 0.926 1 ITU-R protected
324.2 2023-06-13 11:47:02.0 2 h 37 min 2 AAVS2 0.926 1 ITU-R protected
325.0 2023-05-30 19:20:09.0 7 h 59 min 2 AAVS2 0.926 1 ITU-R protected

Work by Sokolowski et al. (2021) had previously identified
satellites at frequencies of 159.4 MHz and 229.7 MHz. These
were again chosen to compare satellite identifications in our
study with Sokolowski et al.’s work. Differences in the number
and type of detections made in these two studies prompted
a reprocessing of two ≈130 hour datasets acquired by the
AAVS2 and EDA2 from Sokolowski et al.’s paper (on 2020-06-
26 both at 159.4 MHz) to determine if our new algorithms
result in a higher detection rate and lower misidentification rate.
Note that a STARLINK train has been discovered transmitting
UEMR in the 2021-11-16 159.4 MHz dataset, but is omitted
from this analysis as it has already been reported by Grigg
et al. (2023).

It is interesting to understand whether radio astronomy
research can be performed at or near frequencies which are
allocated to satellite transmission. The frequency of 137.5
MHz was chosen for this reason, as many satellites have their
designated downlink frequency within this band. This same
dataset was examined in the recent paper by Grigg et al. (2023),
only describing the STARLINK satellite transmission. We now
describe the other non-STARLINK detections in this dataset.

It is known that FM radio waves reflect off satellites (Prabu
et al. 2020a; Hennessy et al. 2022; Tingay et al. 2020), but it is
unknown whether reflections of digital television transmission
can also be detected. The frequency of 185.2 MHz was chosen
to overlap with four DTV transmitters in Western Australia,
which are listed in Table 2. Note that satellite detections in
the FM band had been described in Grigg et al. (2022), which
was why longer observational periods were not acquired at
FM frequencies.

The two frequencies 146.1 MHz and 160.2 MHz were pre-
existing in the EDA2 data archive and were made available for

this work.
Three frequencies were also chosen to test a new method

of image processing called ‘frequency differencing’, explained
in more detail in Section 2.5. The 96.9 MHz and 98.4 MHz
datasets were chosen to coincide with passes of the Interna-
tional Space Station (ISS; NORAD 25544) at frequencies which
overlapped the terrestrial FM transmitters listed in Table 1. The
136.7 MHz dataset coincides with a pass of the satellite SOL-
RAD 7B (NORAD 1291). Instead of recording data at a single
‘coarse’ 0.926 MHz frequency channel, these four datasets were
captured using 32 ‘fine’ frequency channels (28.9 kHz band-
width per channel). As the 32 fine channels could be averaged
into a single 0.926 MHz coarse channel, these datasets were
also used in the analysis in Section 2.3.

2.3 Data Processing
Section 2.3 is focused on the analysis using the time differenc-
ing technique, which is described below.

2.3.1 Pre-processing
The antenna voltages acquired from the AAVS2 and EDA2
were cross-correlated for all baselines. Table 1 lists the corre-
lated integration time for each observation, with each acquisi-
tion capturing 0.926 MHz of total bandwidth. For the single
channel datasets, these visibilities output by the correlator
were calibrated using the procedure described by Sokolowski
et al. (2021), which is an extension of the procedure used in
Benthem et al. (2021). This calibration corrects for phase
variations (due to residual unaccounted for cable delays), and
amplitude (to bring to an absolute flux density scale). It also
assumes a quiet Sun model, and while this may not give the
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Table 2. Notable terrestrial transmitters. Nominal bandwidth of the trans-
mitters is 0.2 MHz.

Location Distance from
telescope (km)

Frequency Power (kW)

FM transmitters ≥10 kW

Northam 553 96.5 10
Geraldton 295 96.5 30

Southern agricultural 889 96.9 80
Perth 593 96.9 100

Geraldton 295 98.1 30
Central agricultural 589 98.1 80

Perth 593 98.5 16

Digital television transmitters ≥1 kW

Morawa 301 184.5 3.2
Kalgoorlie 644 184.625 4

Perth 1 593 184.5 50
Perth 2 593 184.5 50

highest level of accuracy near solar maximum, it is adequate
for this analysis where the astrometry of the signals is the most
important factor.

Subsequent to calibration, visibilities were then imaged
and cleaned with the radio astronomy data processing pack-
age MIRIAD (Sault, Teuben, and Wright 1995), for which the
procedure is outlined in the work of Tingay et al. (2020). This
produced full-sky images in both the XX (east-west oriented)
and YY (north-south oriented) orthogonal polarisations.

For the four datasets with 32 channels, a different correla-
tion package was used to handle the fine channelisation. This
meant that the only difference with the processing to the im-
age stage was that amplitude calibration was not performed.
A simplified amplitude calibration was performed instead at
the image stage to allow the amplitudes in these datasets to be
comparable to the single channel datasets. This will be briefly
explained.

The 2022-12-18 96.9 MHz dataset had Hydra A visible
in the images. The Hydra A beam corrected flux density
was fitted for in each polarisation, and using the polynomial
correction function and coefficients measured by Perley and
Butler (2017), the measured image intensities were multiplied
by the correction factors for each polarisation. The 2022-12-
16 96.9 MHz dataset had no astronomical radio sources visible
in the dataset, which meant that the same correction had to
be applied from the dataset two days earlier. The 2022-10-18
98.4 MHz dataset had Fornax A visible, and was also corrected
for with the same method, also using coefficients measured by
Perley and Butler (2017). The last dataset at 136.7 MHz had
the Sun visible in the images. The same quiet Sun model from
Tingay et al. (2020) was used to derive the bulk correction
applied to the images for each polarisation.

For the primary satellite detection and identification, a
technique called ‘time differencing’ was used to process the
images. Satellites move very quickly over the sky compared to
the movement of astrophysical sources, from the point of view

1

2

3

4

5

6

Figure 3. The time and frequency differencing techniques are demonstrated
with these images of the full sky, encompassed by the blue grid. The red
arrows show the location of the ISS. For time differencing, image two is
subtracted from image one with 40 s separating the two images with a central
frequency of 96.9 MHz over a 28.9 kHz bandwidth. This gives image three
which is the ‘time differenced’ image, and clearly shows the separation of the
reflected FM transmission from the ISS. For frequency differencing, image
four (96.90 MHz) shows the ISS, while in image five (97.09 MHz) the ISS is
not visible (both have a 28.9 kHz bandwidth). Image five is subtracted from
image four to give the ‘frequency differenced’ image shown in image six. It
is important to note that the time difference method retains the negative
subtracted ISS from the previous frame.
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of an observer on the Earth. Low Earth orbit (LEO) satellites
can for example can pass overhead up to ≈1 degree/second,
while the sky moves up to 15 degrees/hour. Therefore images
of the sky, taken close to each other in time, are differenced
to isolate the signals which traverse the sky quickly. This is
shown in the left column of Figure 3 and is a technique which
has been used in previous similar studies (Tingay et al. 2020;
Grigg et al. 2022; Grigg et al. 2023). Other variations in
amplitudes between the two images will also be visible in the
time differenced images. Examples include other transmitters
which vary in directionally transmitted power, and scintillation
of astrophysical sources.

All datasets in Table 1 were time differenced with a nominal
separation of 40 s between the two differenced images, for
every image other than the first 40 s of the dataset. This allowed
a satellite in low earth orbit to be sufficiently separated in the
two images used for differencing. Image three in Figure 3
shows this effect with the positive (white) amplitude emission
being separated from the subtracted negative (black) amplitude
emission. This met a trade off between the satellite’s emission
being separated enough to not overlap, whilst not introducing
artefacts from imperfect background subtraction due to the
movement of the sky between the two images. The satellite
detection and identification algorithms were performed on
these time differenced images.

In this paper, we refer to ‘candidates’ as the detection of
some signal for which the origin is not yet certain. This could
be from a satellite, or noise, or any high flux density signal
which is detected by the algorithms outlined in Section 2.3.2.
The candidates are then subject to a sorting algorithm which
takes all of the candidates and algorithmically sorts them to
determine if any are likely to be caused by a satellite. If a
specific satellite is attributed to a given detection then we call it
an identification. The identification algorithms are described
in Section 2.3.3.

2.3.2 Candidate Detections
A brute force fitting algorithm was applied to the images to
make detections. The XX and YY orthogonal polarisations
were run separately through this algorithm. The XX polari-
sation images are more sensitive to the North and the South,
and the YY images are more sensitive to the East and West.
If these were combined to form a Stokes I image, that extra
sensitivity to the horizon due to one polarisation would be
averaged out by the lack of sensitivity in the other, which is
the reason the two polarisations are kept separated.

The satellite positional information used in this work was
in the form of two line element sets (TLEs)i, which describe six
instantaneous Keplerian orbital elements at an epoch. Using
the SGP4 propagation routine in the Skyfield python library
(Rhodes 2019), these TLEs were used to calculate the positions
of satellites for a specific image. All TLEs between two days
either side of the start and end times of a given survey were
collected. A perigee limit of 2,000 km was placed on the TLEs,

i. Sourced from space-track.org

as satellites in higher orbits would be moving too slow to be
visible in the time range of the difference images.

The brute force fitting then proceeds as follows: for each
time differenced image, the pixel locations of all satellites vis-
ible above the horizon were calculated. An elevation cutoff
of 20◦ was imposed to prevent transmitters on the horizon
being detected, as well as limiting the effect of photometric
centroid shift which is explained further in Appendix 1. The
two dimensional elliptical Gaussian function shown in Equa-
tion 1 is a reasonable approximation of the primary lobe of
the point spread function (PSF) of the AAVS2 and EDA2. An
elliptical Gaussian function is needed, as a LEO satellite at a
higher frequency can move further than the width of the PSF.

For example, a satellite at a zenithal range of 400 km will
travel 2.2◦ in 2 s (the integration time of the image). At a
frequency of 328.1 MHz, the width of the PSF is ≈ 1.5◦. This
motion, convolved with the PSF will create a streak, which
when fitted with an elliptical Gaussian has fitting uncertainties
two orders of magnitude below the 5% threshold.

This Gaussian does not need to be normalised, as the peak
flux density of the fitted Gaussian gives the flux density of
the received signal. An attempted fit for this function at the
location of every satellite on the sky is made, meaning that all
sources of radio emission at that frequency will be fit, regardless
of their origins.

Imodel = A · exp

(
–

[
(x – x0)2

2σx2 +
(y – y0)2

2σy2

])
, (1)

The fitting algorithm used was from the Scipy library
(Virtanen et al. 2020), which in this case estimates the Gaus-
sian’s amplitude (A), x coordinate (x0), y coordinate (y0), and
the standard deviation of the Gaussian in the y direction (σy),
which is related to the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of
the Gaussian by FWHM = 2σ

√
2ln(2). σx is known from the

width of PSF at the given frequency, and as such is not fitted
for in this equation. An estimate of each of these was provided
to constrain the fits, with A estimated to be the maximum
pixel value in a 3x3 kernel centred on x0 and y0, the predicted
TLE pixel values of the satellite, and σy was estimated from
the width of the PSF. The standard deviation on each fitted
parameter was calculated by taking the square root of the diag-
onalised covariance matrix of the fit. These standard deviations
were treated as a measure of the uncertainty on each of the
fitted parameters.

If a fit was successful for a given TLE position of a satellite,
it had to pass through several constraints before it was deemed
a candidate:

1. A > 1 Jy/beam;
2. Aerr > 0.05A and σerr > 0.05σ;
3. The separation between the TLE predicted position and

the fitted position could not be greater than the larger
of two pixels or three degrees. Three degrees can be a
fraction of a pixel at lower elevations, which is why a pixel
and degree threshold is given; and
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4. If the RMS of the difference image was less than 10,000
Jy/beam (meaning that radio galaxies and the Sun were
likely visible if overhead), the coordinates of the fit could
not be inside an exclusion radius around the Sun and other
radio galaxies which was defined as a function of the point
spread function width at that frequency.

The final part of this first processing step was to perform a
beam correction on the detected flux density of the candidate
for each polarisation. This was calculated by dividing A by the
value of the normalised antenna beam at the azimuth/elevation
location of the candidate for each polarisation.

2.3.3 Identifications
In this Section, a qualitative description of how identifications
are made from the list of candidates is described, with the repro-
ducible mathematical steps and quantitative analysis available
in Appendix 2.

For each survey, the list of candidates needed to be sorted
to ensure satellites could be correctly identified. In this list,
there may be multiple candidates detected at the same location,
at the same time. This needs to be reduced to one candidate (for
an identification) or zero candidates (for RFI). We now refer
to the TLE predicted position of a satellite as the ‘predicted’
position, and the position of the fitted Gaussian (x0 and y0) as
the ‘measured’ position. Each candidate will have this predicted
and measured position information.

This proves to be valuable, as when the direction of travel
of the predicted and measured positions is similar over time,
it increases the probability of a correct identification. If the
predicted and detected positions are travelling in different di-
rections over the sky, then these candidates can be discarded.
Therefore, knowing the instantaneous direction of travel of
multiple candidates potentially associated with the same satel-
lite can be used to discard infeasible candidates for that satellite.

The list of candidates is then sorted so all candidates for
each satellite are put into 15 minute bins which are designed
to be long enough that any object in the TLE list will pass over
the sky completely during this time. The TLE list includes
satellites which have a perigee up to 2,000 km. A satellite at
a range of 2,000 km at the zenith would take at a maximum
nine minutes to travel from 20◦ elevation (the elevation cutoff )
on one side of the sky to 20◦ elevation on the other side of the
sky. The 15 minute window ensures overlapping bins are not
necessary. The total number of candidates in each bin (N) is
stored with the individual candidates. If there are candidates
for more than one satellite at the same location at the same
time, the candidate with the most number of detections across
the pass is kept, with the others being discarded.

Figure 4 shows an example of this. In this figure, satellite
‘y’ transmits twenty times as it passes over the visible horizon,
and the uncertainty in measuring those positions in the data
is shown by the jitter of the points around the predicted path
of the satellite. Satellite ‘x’ has a similar path over the sky,
and assuming the two satellites are passing with the same
angular speeds at the same time, the predicted path of satellite
‘x’ overlaps the six measured positions in the shaded region

Figure 4. An illustration of a scenario where the predicted paths of two
satellites ‘x’ (green) and ‘y’ (red) are similar over the sky. The blue points are
the measured positions of satellite y in 20 separate images. The six measured
positions in the shaded region are flagged as candidates for both satellites.

at the same time at satellite ‘y’. This means that N = 20 for
satellite ‘y’ candidates and N = 6 for satellite ‘x’ candidates. It
is important that the satellite ‘x’ candidates are discarded as
they are misidentifications, and none of the filters so far will
remove them. In practice, if a satellite transmits hundreds of
times during a pass, the number of additional candidates due
to other satellite passes crossing over these can be quite large.

As another constraint, if N < 4, then these candidates
would be discarded, as the algorithm performs best when N is
high. There was no evidence that certain satellites transmitted
less frequently than this cadence over the course of a passj.

The predicted and measured positions of a satellite may
follow a similar direction over the sky, but be offset in time,
suggesting that these candidates need to be discarded. This
was calculated by comparing the rate of change of the angle
of travel of the satellite relative to the observer as a function
of time, and the candidates were discarded if this exceeded a
threshold.

It is therefore assumed that if the measured positions of a
set of candidates have N > 4, have a similar path over the sky
to its predicted positions, have a similar time incidence to its
predicted positions, and have more candidates across the pass
than any other coincident satellite, that these candidates are
classed as identifications. These identifications are stored in a
database with all accompanying metadata and the analysis on
these is presented in Section 3.

j. The only caveat to this was Starlink satellites at 137.5 MHz which have
been found to transmit every 100 s in (Grigg et al. 2023). As these have already
been reported in the literature, we omit these from the analyses in this paper
for the 137.5 MHz dataset.
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2.4 Estimating a Misidentification Rate
Due to the enormous number of images and satellite trajec-
tories in this analysis, it is inevitable that misidentifications
are made. A misidentification is defined as either incorrectly
labelling RFI as a satellite, or when one satellite is incorrectly
identified as another. Estimating this percentage is important,
so a simplified simulation was performed to better understand
the occurrence of these misidentifications.

For this simulation, synthetic satellite signals were injected
into the 229.7 MHz dataset described in Table 1. This dataset
was chosen because it already contained known transmission
from a number of satellites, and was an adequate length of 23
hours (≈42,000 images). This simulation ran completely inde-
pendently from the results reported for the dataset in Section
3.

The parameters of the simulation were as follows:

• 100 unique satellites (of the 18,540 with TLEs available un-
der the constraints in Section 2.3.2) were randomly chosen
and checked to make sure they were not known transmit-
ters;

• Each satellite was assigned a random flux density to be
injected between 120 and 500 Jy/beam (this was not atten-
uated as a function of range or elevation); and

• An injection pattern was chosen for each satellite (only
injected when a satellite’s elevation was > 20◦):

– every image;
– every three consecutive images then skipping the next

three (and repeated); and
– for one image then skipping the next four (and re-

peated).

Once these signals had been injected into the dataset, both
the detection and identification algorithms from Sections 2.3.2
and 2.3.3 were run over the data. Only the results for these
100 randomly selected satellites are reported here.

In total, 97 of the 100 randomly selected satellites reached
an elevation of > 20◦ within the dataset. For the XX polari-
sation, 219 of the 232 injected passes were recovered with a
single misidentification. For the YY polarisation, 213 of the
232 injected passes were recovered, also with a single misiden-
tification. Both misidentifications occurred on the same pass of
the same satellite and were due to three STARLINK satellites
having extremely similar predicted positions.

This simulation therefore estimates that the percentage of
misidentifications is likely to be < 1%, with a ≈93% recovery
rate in the number of passes of satellites. Note that misidentifi-
cations are more likely at lower elevation satellite passes due
to the slant orthographic projection used in images which has
more degrees per pixel at lower elevations.

2.5 Frequency Differencing Experiment
Time differencing, although a successful technique for increas-
ing the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of detections in images,
has fundamental drawbacks. Image three in Figure 3 shows
the ISS in the current image (white) and the subtracted ISS

from the previous frame (black). If the time between the sub-
tracted images is reduced, these will begin to overlap at lower
elevations where the angular speed of the satellite on the sky is
slower. If the time between the subtracted images is increased,
the sky moves more in this time and introduces more noise
into the difference image. There are also more complex effects
from photometric centroid displacement which are explained
in Appendix 1.

Satellite and FM radio transmissions are narrow-band in
nature, compared to astrophysical sources of radio emission. If
the satellite emission can be isolated in one frequency channel,
this can be subtracted from a nearby frequency channel at the
same time step which does not contain the satellite’s emission.
As the sky and the satellite now do not move, in theory, the
SNR should be higher.

Frequency differencing was explored as an alternate method
to time differencing. In this experiment, to ensure a fair com-
parison, both the time and frequency difference were done
using fine channel (24.8 kHz) data. The frequency difference
was performed by choosing a single fine channel where the
satellite was visible, and subtracting from it another where the
satellite was not visible from it for the same time step. The time
difference was performed by choosing a single fine channel
where the satellite is visible, and subtracting an image taken
40 s previously from it. This is illustrated in Figure 3.

Two scenarios were considered. The first was using the
ISS with reflection of terrestrial FM transmission. In theory,
the ISS should reflect transmission from the FM transmitter,
and be visible at frequencies within its ≈0.1 MHz bandwidth.
An image at the same time step, but at a frequency outside of
the transmitter’s bandwidth, can then be subtracted from this
to do the frequency differencing.

The second scenario was using SOLRAD 7B as a known
transmitter. From preliminary observations it was known that
the emission received from SOLRAD 7B showed periodicity
at 136.82 MHz over a narrow bandwidth which would be a
suitable case for testing the frequency differencing approach
for a transmitter. After quality control was conducted on the
dataset, it was found that ORBCOMM FM 110 (NORAD
41182) was transmitting more brightly than SOLRAD 7B.
The transmission from these two satellites overlapped, but
ORBCOMM FM 110 has the highest received flux density at
136.85 MHz. This satellite was also included in the analysis.

To calculate the SNR of the satellite in each image, the
fitted amplitude (A) in Equation 1 is divided by an estimate
of the noise of the image. To calculate the noise, the standard
deviation (σ) of all pixels in the difference image is calculated
after running two passes of removing all pixel intensities which
are > 3σ.

Each time step where an identification of the targeted
satellite was made in both the time and frequency differenced
images, the SNR of the identification was calculated. The ratio
of the frequency difference SNR with the time difference SNR
was averaged across all time steps and is presented in Section
3.5. This aimed to give an average ratio of the two SNRs across
the entire pass. Note that this is tested on the XX polarisation
images only.
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3. Results

Figure 5. A plot of the azimuth/elevation locations of all 29,005 individual
identifications of satellites across all 18 datasets analysed in this work. The
colourbar shows the logarithmic flux density of the identifications in Jy/beam.
The black circle surrounding the detections shows the 0◦ elevation isoline.

In total, 152 unique satellites were identified across these
datasets. These results are displayed per dataset in Table 3 and
per NORAD I.D. in Appendix 3. This comprised 14,165 and
14,840 individual identifications in the XX and YY polari-
sations, respectively. The closest identification of a satellite,
from the distance predicted by the TLE, was BRICSAT (NO-
RAD 44355) at 316 km, and the furthest was COSMOS 2453
(NORAD 35500) at 3,013 km. There was also the identifica-
tion of an ex-geosynchronous satellite EUTE 1-F5 (NORAD
19331) which was identified manually, and is the longest range
identification of a satellite using these techniques.

Figure 5 shows the spatial spread of identifications over
the sky. There is uniform coverage over the full sky, with
identifications consistently being made down to the elevation
cut-off of 20◦, showing that the identification algorithms are
not biased to certain areas of the sky.

The flux density of all identifications as a function of range
is shown in Figure 6.

The large majority of identifications were due to the direct
detection of transmission from satellites. There was evidence
of both IEMR and UEMR. Due to the high volume of identi-
fications, only the most significant findings will be discussed,
with the full results available in Appendix 3. This Section sum-
marises the results per dataset, and the implications of these
results are discussed in Section 4.

3.1 Known downlink frequencies
The known downlink frequencies from this survey include
the 146.1, 136.7, and 137.5 MHz frequency bands. All of
these displayed a high number of identifications. Due to the
widespread occurrence of high intensity signals, conducting
radio astronomy at these frequencies would be exceedingly
difficult.

Figure 6. The flux density and range of all 14,165 XX and 14,840 YY polarisation
identifications of satellites across all 18 datasets analysed in this work.

3.1.1 137.5 MHz
The variations in this dataset were extreme compared to other
datasets, with some image RMSs as low as 10 Jy/beam and
as high as 106 Jy/beam. There are very short periods where
no satellites are transmitting overhead and the Milky Way is
clearly visible, but the majority of the time there could be one
to 10 satellites visible. It was quite common to find a satellite
transmitting so strongly that it would obscure emission from
other transmitting satellites. For example, the identification of
the ISS was only possible because nothing else was transmitting
overhead at the same time.

At 137.5 MHz, the majority of satellites identified were
ORBCOMM and SPACEBEE. There were also many identifi-
cations of STARLINK satellites in this dataset but not discussed
in this work as they were reported in Grigg et al. (2023). De-
tected intensities were frequently on the order of 107 Jy/beam,
with most satellites transmitting periodically.

The ex-geosynchronous satellite EUTE 1-F5 was identi-
fied serendipitously when manually assessing the quality of
this dataset. This satellite was placed in a graveyard orbit in
the year 2000. At a range of ≈36,000 km, it moves very slowly
across the sky, meaning that time differencing will cause the
emission to be completely subtracted. This particular satellite
was transmitting strongly enough that its small movement
across the sky was seen in the difference images and extremely
obvious in the undifferenced images. It appeared to be rotating
slowly as the flux density of the signal was sinusoidal over a pe-
riod of multiple minutes (this was difficult to constrain due to
constant high flux density signals from other satellites). This is
expected to be easily identifiable when frequency differencing
is used in the future.

The identification of PEGASUS R/B (NORAD 22491) was
interesting, as it was not anticipated that a rocket body would
be transmitting, especially one launched in 1993. It is unlikely
to be reflecting terrestrial transmission as it was detected at a
TLE predicted range of ≈1,500 km, slightly further than any
previous detection of the ISS (the largest satellite in orbit) using
this technique (Grigg et al. 2022). It was manually verified for
quality control and was the only TLE that matched up well for
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Table 3. Detections per dataset

XX Polarisation YY polarisationFrequency Duration
Candidates Identifications Unique NORAD IDs Candidates Identifications Unique NORAD IDs

73.4 37 min 0 0 0 0 0 0
136.7 12 min 728 479 2 827 521 2
137.5 19 h 35 min 17296 7088 71 19083 7154 73
146.1 24 h 22 min 10573 3729 29 8623 4016 31
150.8 4 min 0 0 0 0 0 0
150.8 2 h 00 min 0 0 0 0 0 0
159.4 132 h 35 min 14005 474 2 4633 666 2
159.4 133 h 38 min 16738 734 3 9629 758 3
159.4 22 h 57 min 5026 76 2 673 83 2
160.2 55 h 04 min 8182 974 26 6023 994 25
185.2 39 h 59 min 3272 90 1 1763 98 1
229.7 23 h 14 min 3580 299 15 623 209 11
324.2 4 h 11 min 1116 0 0 217 0 0
324.2 2 h 37 min 31 0 0 10 0 0
325.0 7 h 59 min 2160 0 0 792 0 0

the period it was visible. space-track.org and n2yo.com
both list the name of this satellite as PEGASUS R/B, but an am-
ateur observational database db.satnogs.org lists the name
as OXP1. On another amateur satellite websitek, there is a
note: "An unknown emitter on 137.05 MHz, initially reported
by Raydel, has been identified by experts on the Hearsat list
as OXP-1 that was launched in 1993. The search found that
the closest match was for the Pegasus R/B but a comparison of
radar cross section suggests the “correct assignments are 22491
for OXP-1 and 22489 for the Pegasus R/B stage".

Fifty four unique SPACEBEE satellites were identified in
this dataset. Their received emissions were sporadic and consis-
tently exceeded 107 Jy/beam. With a longer acquisition time,
there would likely be additional SPACEBEE satellites, as there
are missing SPACEBEE satellites from the same launch. Iden-
tifications of SPACEBEE 63 and SPACEBEE 55 (NORADs
47442 and 47459 respectively) were interesting because they
were launched two years earlier than most of the other iden-
tified SPACEBEE satellites. The reason why only two were
identified when there were still others in orbit from the same
launch is unknown.

3.1.2 136.7 MHz
In the short 12 minute dataset at 136.7 MHz, which was tar-
geted on SOLRAD 7B, there were also many identifications
of the satellite ORBCOMM 110. This satellite was also iden-
tified in the 137.5 MHz dataset. It is listed as transmitting
at 137.288 MHz, so the mechanism behind the propagation
of this transmission is unknown at this time. If this dataset
were longer, there would have been more identifications made,
as there were also many short bursts of radio energy which
were difficult to identify without seeing the full passes of these
satellites.

k. https://emitters.space/Emitters.html#19

Figure 7 shows that the intensities of SOLRAD 7B in the
two polarisations varied sinusoidally in time, out-of-phase
by 90◦. This suggests that the satellite may no longer have
stabilisation control and could be tumbling. More follow up
observations would be needed to confirm this.

Figure 7. The flux density of detections of SOLRAD 7B in the 136.7 MHz
dataset. ORBCOMM FM110 is also transmitting strongly between 0 to 150 s.

3.1.3 146.1 MHz
The quality of these data were high, with satellites being the
main source of RFI. The majority of satellites identified at
this frequency are cubesats or for amateur use, with a radar
cross section of <1 m2. All of the identified satellites at this
frequency have their designated downlink frequency within
the 0.926 MHz bandwidth of the acquisition. The cadence
and measured flux density of the transmissions varied greatly,
proving the robustness of the identification algorithms. Many
of the cubesats had their transmission powers publicly available

https://emitters.space/Emitters.html#19


Cambridge Large Two 11

and all were less than 0.5 W in power.
BGUSAT, MAX VALIER SAT, and TRITON 1 are known

to transmit broadband UEMR (Grigg et al. 2022), and at this
frequency they are all observed at their operational downlink
frequency. The flux density of the received transmission is
much higher at this frequency than any other frequency they
have been observed at in this study and in Grigg et al. (2022).
This could imply that the transmission detected at other fre-
quencies is from a different mechanism and is likely UEMR.
Unlike the UEMR from Starlink satellites (Grigg et al. 2023),
the transmission is visible for short multi-second bursts, and
then disappears for short periods of time. For example, in
general across all frequencies TRITON 1 disappears for longer
periods than BGUSAT and MAX VALIER SAT.

OSCAR 11 (NORAD 14781) was launched in 1984 and is
also an example of a long decommissioned satellite still emit-
ting at radio frequencies. This satellite was identified over
three passes and these were all times when the satellite was
illuminated by the Sun, powering its battery. These were the
only passes above 20◦ elevation during the span of the dataset.

HAMSAT (NORAD 28650) is yet another example of a
satellite which has been decommissioned and yet is still trans-
mitting. Its official websitel states the reason for it being decom-
missioned as a "failure of on-board lithium batteries". There
were two passes of the satellite during the dataset at 46◦ eleva-
tion, where it was illuminated by sunlight, and 34◦ elevation,
where it was eclipsed by the Earth. It was identified in the
first pass in the YY polarisation, and was not identified in the
second pass, implying that the Sun may temporarily power the
satellite, causing it to transmit.

3.2 Protected frequencies
The protected frequencies were 73.4, 150.8, 324.2, and 325
MHz. No satellites were identified in any of these datasets.

3.2.1 324.2 & 325 MHz
The two datasets at 324.2 MHz and the other at 325 MHz
were of high quality and had extremely low levels of RFI if
any. The only high flux density signals in the datasets came
from the Sun and its sidelobes.

3.2.2 150.8 MHz
There were two datasets acquired at 150.8 MHz. In the 150.8
MHz dataset acquired on 2023-06-13, there were two in-
stances where an object appeared to move over the sky. These
both followed the north/south common aircraft flight path
over the telescope which is illustrated in Figure 8 in the paper
by Grigg et al. (2022). There are some local mobile/defence
transmitters across WA which have powers up to 50 W which
could be causing these weak reflections. Follow up observa-
tions could be made to discern which transmitter the reflected
transmission originated from, but is out of scope for this work.

Both datasets had 32, 28.9 kHz fine channels of data avail-
able, and although the main analysis processed these combined

l. https://amsatindia.org/hamsat/

into a single 0.926 MHz channel, the fine channels were man-
ually surveyed to determine if there was any narrowband emis-
sion in the data. It was noticed that there were some occasional
broadband (covering all frequency channels) bursts, while oth-
ers were narrow-band (one or two fine frequency channels).
There was no apparent temporal association between any of
these bursts.

3.2.3 73.4 MHz
Lastly, the 73.4 MHz dataset exhibited the least amount of RFI
out of all the datasets in this work. There was no visible RFI
in the 37 minutes of the dataset, which makes it ideal for other
radio astronomy analyses.

3.3 Comparison frequencies
3.3.1 229.7 MHz
The 229.7 MHz dataset overlaps with the Australian digital
television broadcasting band which extends up to 230 MHz.
The Australian Radio Frequency Spectrum Planm lists the
uses of this frequency for ‘broadcasting’ (fixed and mobile)
and aeronautical radionavigation. Overall the quality of this
dataset was high, and the highest measured flux densities were
from the Sun and Milky Way.

All identified satellites at this frequency were launched by
the Commonwealth of Independent States (formerly USSR)
and were of the COSMOS, GONETS, and STRELA series. All
of these detected satellites displayed a very predictable pattern
of transmitting within a single image, every 60s. This is why
the identification counts are low for each satellite in Table 5. An
amateur satellite websiten lists the reason for the transmission
pattern as: "Message Signal every 60s, silent when receiving
data message from ground".

Sokolowski et al. (2021) shows identifications at the same
frequency a year and a half earlier. All of these identifications
were also made in this work, apart from COSMOS 2438 (NO-
RAD 32955). The EDA2 is most sensitive towards the zenith,
and as the satellite was not detected during two high eleva-
tion passes, means it may have stopped transmitting during
this year and a half period. It would be unlikely to be silent
due to receiving data from the ground as it was travelling
over Australia at this time. Our work additionally identifies
some of the GONETS M series which are not identified in the
work of Sokolowski et al. (2021) (GONETS M17 and 22 were
launched after the Sokolowski et al. 2021 dataset).

Twenty three aircraft were also detected in this dataset at
low intensities. 21 of these were on the common north/south
flight path shown in Figure 6 in Grigg et al. (2022). They were
mostly visible in the southern half of the sky, implying they
are reflecting transmission closer to Perth (≈600 km south)
where the aircraft would be taking off/landing. There was
no evidence of any satellites reflecting this same terrestrial
transmission.

m. https://www.acma.gov.au/sites/default/files/2021-07/Australian%
20Radiofrequency%20Spectrum%20Plan%202021_Including%20general%
20information.pdf

n. https://www.orbitalfocus.uk/Frequencies/FrequenciesAll.php

https://amsatindia.org/hamsat/
https://www.acma.gov.au/sites/default/files/2021-07/Australian%20Radiofrequency%20Spectrum%20Plan%202021_Including%20general%20information.pdf
https://www.acma.gov.au/sites/default/files/2021-07/Australian%20Radiofrequency%20Spectrum%20Plan%202021_Including%20general%20information.pdf
https://www.acma.gov.au/sites/default/files/2021-07/Australian%20Radiofrequency%20Spectrum%20Plan%202021_Including%20general%20information.pdf
https://www.orbitalfocus.uk/Frequencies/FrequenciesAll.php
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3.3.2 159.4 MHz
There were three datasets used at this frequency. One was the
≈23 hour dataset acquired for this work on 2021-11-16 and the
others were two ≈133 hour datasets acquired by Sokolowski et
al. (2021) on 2020-06-26 with the AAVS2 and EDA2 acquiring
data simultaneously.

The 2021-11-16 dataset yielded identifications of the satel-
lites BGUSAT and TRITON 1, outside of these satellites’ des-
ignated downlink frequency. This is another dataset showing
detections of these two producing UEMR.

It was noticed in the study by Sokolowski et al. (2021) that
there were many additional identifications of rocket bodies,
debris objects, and geostationary orbit satellites. As none of
these were identified in the 2021-11-16 dataset, there was the
question of why these were being identified in the 2020-04-10
and 2020-06-26 datasets in the Sokolowski et al. (2021) work.
The authors of Sokolowski et al. were kind enough to allow
the two datasets from 2021-11-16 with the AAVS2 and EDA2
acquiring simultaneously for ≈133 hours to be made available
for reprocessing with our new algorithms.

In our reprocessing of the data, for the polarisations XX/YY,
BGUSAT was identified 316/486 times in the AAVS2 dataset
and 469/515 times in the EDA2 dataset. Sokolowski et al. (2021)
combines both polarisations into I (XX + YY) and does not
differentiate between the datasets, but makes 499 identifica-
tions of BGUSAT. The timestamps for the two telescopes are
on a very slightly different cadence, which makes combining
the identification counts between the two datasets difficult,
but there are more identifications of BGUSAT using our new
algorithms.

Doing the same for TRITON 1, in our reprocessing of the
data, for the polarisations XX/YY, TRITON 1 was identified
in 158/180 images in the AAVS2 dataset and 240/237 images
in the EDA2 dataset. Sokolowski et al. (2021) makes 191 iden-
tifications of TRITON 1. Again there are more identifications
of the satellite using our new algorithms.

The only satellite which is identified less with the new
algorithm is MAX VALIER SAT. There were six individual
identifications only in the YY polarisation in the EDA2 dataset
with our algorithm, whereas there were 17 individual identifi-
cations in Sokolowski et al. (2021).

In the EDA2 dataset, SWIATOWID (NORADs 117) was
additionally identified with our new algorithms.

There were no rocket bodies, debris objects, or geostation-
ary orbit satellites identified with these new algorithms. This
will be discussed in Section 4.

3.4 Additional frequencies
3.4.1 160.2 MHz
The 160.2 MHz dataset was recorded over 55 hours. There
were 29 unique satellites identified over the two polarisations.
Most of the identifications were Starlink satellites. The charac-
ter of the emission is similar to the character reported at 159.4
MHz in the paper by Grigg et al. (2023). This emission is con-
stant from image-to-image, unlike the transmission every 100
s that was exhibited at 137.5 MHz in the same study. The study

also suggests that the emission is likely caused by the propul-
sion or avionics system, and is also likely to be broadband,
meaning that it was classed as UEMR.

This case is different. In the Grigg et al. (2023) study,
the identified Starlink satellites at 159.4 MHz are type ‘v1p5’,
whereas those identified in this dataset are all ‘v2_mini’. All of
these ‘v2_mini’ Starlink satellites were on one of four payloads
which launched on 2023-02-27, 2023-04-19, 2023-05-19,
and 2023-06-04. Our dataset was acquired on 2023-06-23 for
just over two days. This means that the Starlink satellites that
were launched on 2023-02-27 and 2023-04-19 were no longer
being boosted to their operational altitude. Two examples can
be seen for NORAD I.D.s 55695o and 56301p showing their
historic altitudes. The propulsion system may still be engaged
when these satellites are identified, but implies that this UEMR
from Starlink satellites is likely to be ongoing when they arrive
at their operational altitude.

BLUEWALKER 3 (NORAD 53807) was also identified at
this frequency. In its technical specifications document submit-
ted to the Federal Communications Commission, there is noth-
ing mentioned about communications lower than 750 MHzq.
There was no evidence of reflection of terrestrial transmission
off aircraft at this frequency, putting in question whether the
detection of BLUEWALKER 3 was reflected energy. Its high-
est recorded flux density was in the YY polarisation at 1,043
Jy/beam. The source of this signal is currently unknown.

The last two objects which were TRITON 1 and OBJECT
Dr. TRITON 1 is a known broadband transmitter across many
frequencies (Grigg et al. 2022), but OBJECT D (either un-
named or unidentified) has not been previously identified, and
very little information is available on it other than it was in
a launch of other similarly named satellites from China on
2018-12-07.

3.4.2 185.2 MHz
The quality of this dataset was high in general. This being
said, there were two transmitters on the southern horizon
which were visible for the second half of the dataset (night
time local time). Measured as a clockwise bearing angle from
the vertical (north) in the images, the two transmitters are on a
bearing of 182◦ and 195◦. Taking the transmitters from Table
2, the bearing angle on the images of the Morowa transmitter
is 195◦ (≈300 km away) and the bearing of the two Perth
transmitters is 185◦ (≈600 km away). These line up well with
the transmitters seen on the horizon in the images. The effect
of the two Perth transmitters interfering with each other can
also be seen in the images.

The only satellite identified in this dataset was BGUSAT.
There were also eleven aircraft detected, with most on a north/south

o. https://planet4589.org/space/con/star/sg76/S55695.jpg
p. https://planet4589.org/space/con/star/sg81/S56301.jpg
q. https://www.fcc.report/ELS/AST-Science-LLC/1059-EX-CN-2020/

265582.pdf
r. The US Space Force typically assigns the designation "OBJECT" to

unidentified satellites, using the letter that corresponds to the international
designator letter of the launch

https://planet4589.org/space/con/star/sg76/S55695.jpg
https://planet4589.org/space/con/star/sg81/S56301.jpg
https://www.fcc.report/ELS/AST-Science-LLC/1059-EX-CN-2020/265582.pdf
https://www.fcc.report/ELS/AST-Science-LLC/1059-EX-CN-2020/265582.pdf
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or east/west trajectory. This dataset was acquired in Febru-
ary 2020, which was around the time that strict restrictions
were put on International flights in Western Australia, which
could explain the low detection rate of aircraft considering
the dataset was 40 hours in length. Although the two Perth
transmitters are 50 kW in power, comparable to transmitters
in the FM band, the power is spread over a larger band-width
(100 kHz for FM vs ≈7 MHz for DTV). This could explain
the lack of satellite identifications from the reflection of this
DTV transmission.

3.5 Frequency Differencing
Table 4 summarises the results from the four datasets which
were used to test the frequency differencing technique.

3.5.1 Reflected FM transmission
The three passes of the ISS at the two different frequencies
showed between a 39% increase to an 11% decrease in SNR of
the ISS. At these FM frequencies, there were no astronomical
sources visible in the images, which meant that the noise was
dominated by sidelobes and the FM transmitters visible on the
horizon. In some cases in the time difference, the direct trans-
mission from these FM transmitters was partially subtracted
as it was visible in both images used in the differencing. For
frequency differencing, the direct transmission would never
be subtracted as it was only visible in one of the images used
in differencing by design. This explains why there was a 11%
decrease in the SNR of the ISS in the frequency differenced
images.

This being said, frequency differencing increases the av-
erage SNR of detections by 39% and 15% in the other two
datasets. This was more due to a reduction in the noise than
an increase in the signal used to calculate the SNR.

3.5.2 Transmission
For the pass of SOLRAD 7B, frequency differencing increased
the average SNR by 123%, and the pass of ORBCOMM FM
110 by 55%. The reason for such a different result for both
satellites is that the intensities of SOLRAD 7B oscillate as shown
in Figure 7. This means that SOLRAD 7B’s measured flux
density will be low in some images, but the subtracted flux
density from the image 40 s prior will be high, resulting in a
low SNR in the time difference.

The lack of high flux density transmitters on the hori-
zon, along with astronomical sources of radio emission being
slightly visible in the images results in the frequency differ-
ence increasing the SNR of the two satellites. This will be
the favoured approach for detecting direct transmission from
satellites in the future.

4. Discussion
The results presented in this work demonstrate significant
improvements in our algorithms for the detection and identifi-
cation of satellites. Imaging the whole sky presents advantages
in that multiple satellites can be characterised simultaneously

in the same image, providing rich datasets worthy of many
types of astrophysical analysis.

A total of 152 unique satellites were identified across fre-
quencies over a 250 MHz range. The 18 datasets analysed
varied considerably in the type of signals received by the tele-
scope. Different sources of radio energy such as terrestrial
transmitters, meteors, the Sun, astrophysical sources of broad-
band synchrotron emission, aircraft, lightning, and other an-
thropogenic sources were handled to robustly identify satellites.
Different satellite transmitting cadences were handled by the
algorithm to identify satellites which transmitted sporadically
over small portions of their passes.

There is a slight difference in the total number of identifica-
tions in each polarisation, with 14,165 individual identifications
in the XX polarisation and 14,840 in YY. This is more skewed
in some individual datasets shown in Table 3. This can be
influenced by the antenna beam response in each polarisation,
as well as physical properties of the satellite itself (polarisation
characteristic and orientation of the satellite’s antenna). For
example, the 229.7 MHz dataset has ≈43% more identifica-
tions in the XX polarisation. All of the satellites identified at
229.7 MHz followed a north/south path over the sky, meaning
the satellite will have slower apparent angular speed in the
north and south of the sky where the XX polarisation is more
sensitive. This can explain the difference observed between the
two polarisations. An analysis of how the antenna’s physical
characteristics influences detection rates would be interesting
but is out of scope for this work.

The majority of identifications were in LEO as shown
in Table 5. For example, identifications at 229.7 MHz show
that medium earth orbit (MEO) satellites can also routinely be
identified. Since the majority of satellites are in LEO, being
able to identify satellites beyond LEO shows good promise
for future broader frequency surveys. The manual identifica-
tion of the (now in graveyard orbit) geosynchronous satellite
EUTE 1-F5 shows that satellites with a range of over 36,000
km can be detected. Tests show that it could repeatedly be de-
tected in non-differenced images of the sky, showing that this
technique could be applied to geosynchronous/geostationary
range searches in the future.

Figure 6 shows that the measured flux density of satellite
transmission can regularly exceed 106 Jy/beam, with many
higher than 108 Jy/beam. The 137.5 MHz frequency band is
host to many of these satellites, but is also widespread among
other frequency bands. This indicates challenges that will be
faced in attempts to make astrophysical observations at these
frequencies. Satellite constellations such as ORBCOMM and
SPACEBEE are legally allowed to transmit at these frequencies,
but their transmission obscures astrophysical signals over the
whole sky in most instances.

4.1 Comparison of algorithms from Sokolowski et al. (2021)
Reprocessing of the two five and a half day datasets from the
work of Sokolowski et al. (2021) shows a marked decrease in
the number of misidentifications. Our work introduces an
additional final step in the identification algorithm that takes
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Table 4. Frequency differencing experiment results.

Frequency
with signal

Frequency
with no signal

Target
NORAD I.D.

Target name Highest
elevation (◦)

Average
SNR increase

Reflection

96.92 97.06 25544 ISS 71 0.86
96.92 97.06 25544 ISS 76 1.15
98.60 98.28 25544 ISS 89 1.39

Transmission

136.82 136.39 1291 SOLRAD 7B 74 2.23
136.85 137.00 41182 ORBCOMM FM 110 54 1.55

candidate detections and ensures they follow the expected
trajectory of the satellite over the sky, which eliminates many
of these misidentifications. This new algorithm also identifies
more of the same objects, showing that they are robust over
a long observing period. The simulation run to estimate a
misidentification rate also shows an extremely low occurrence
of these.

4.2 Incomplete database information
At the time of writing this paper, space-track.org tracks
≈45,000 objects in Earth orbit. The maintenance and valida-
tion of this database is an enormous effort and is in-part reliant
on satellite operators being able to identify their own space-
craft. Our detection of PEGASUS R/B appearing to ‘transmit’,
along with the information from the amateur satellite page
showing that it was likely OXP-1, is an example of inconsis-
tencies that could appear in this database. There were also at
least ten passes of objects that travelled across the sky at angu-
lar speeds of LEO satellites, which could not be attributed to
anything in the TLE list obtained from space-track.org.

4.3 Satellite behaviour
The lack of identifications in any of the protected frequency
bands is encouraging. The degree of protection over the 73.4,
150.8, 324.2, and 325.0 MHz frequencies varies for each, but it
is promising that in these datasets there are no identifications
made. These results can serve as a baseline for future studies to
ensure satellites are transmitting safely and correctly.

4.4 Satellite operational status
A number of satellites were identified which have been offi-
cially decommissioned, and yet are still emitting at radio fre-
quencies. There could be a couple of reasons for this. Although
decommissioned, these satellites may still be performing a lim-
ited subset of functions, or loss of control of the satellite may
mean that they will keep transmitting until they lose power or
ultimately decay. For the three listed examples of SOLRAD 7B,
HAMSAT, and OSCAR 11, they all display the following char-
acteristics: they were all launched some time ago (1965, 2005,
and 1984 respectively), are publicly listed as decommissioned,
all are illuminated by the Sun when detected in the data (the
Sun potentially temporarily charges up the battery), and they

all show sinusoidal variation in their lightcurves (potentially
due to lack of stabilisation control).

Satellites that remain active after decommissioning need
to continue to be tracked and monitored, but are shown to
sometimes continue to take up an allocation in an already
congested radio allocation zone. The legislative landscape and
permit allocation procedures have changed significantly since
some of these satellites were launched and will continue to
change in the future. There needs to be stronger enforcement
of procedures for the decommissioning of satellites so they do
not continue to be a source of RFI for radio astronomy.

4.5 UEMR
In the work by Grigg et al. (2023), the authors quote a dis-
cussion with SpaceX (the company operating the STARLINK
constellation), in which SpaceX engineers propose that the
propulsion or avionics system is the mechanism behind the
likely broadband UEMR detected at 159.4 MHz. In this par-
ticular example, the STARLINK satellites were being boosted
to their operational altitude. Our new results show that the
STARLINK satellites are also transmitting at 160.2 MHz when
they are already at their operational altitude. Multiple passes
of the same STARLINK satellites are also identified, bringing
into question whether the propulsion system is the cause of
the observed signal.

None of the model ‘v1p5’ Starlink satellites which were
detected at 159.4 MHz in Grigg et al. (2023) were detected
at 160.2 MHz where we detect the ‘v2_mini’ model Starlink
satellites in this work. For the ‘v2_mini’ Starlink satellites
which were identified above 85◦ elevation, the average flux
density was was 78 Jy/beam at a range of 532 km (EIRP ≈
2.6 µW). The work by Bassa, C. G. et al. (2024) confirms that
the types of UEMR transmitted by the version 1 and version 2
are at different frequencies, and that the version 2 (mini and
mini direct-to-cell) satellites were detected on average 32 times
brighter than the version 1.0 satellites. Further monitoring
of the STARLINK satellites will be crucial for assessing the
impact of their UEMR on radio astronomy.

In addition to STARLINK, there were other satellites also
transmitting broadband UEMR. BGUSAT, MAX VALIER
SAT, and TRITON 1 continue to show evidence of being
detected in many frequency channels. At the date of writing
this paper, BGUSAT has decayed, but MAX VALIER SAT and
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TRITON 1 will continue to be sources of interference for radio
astronomy research. BLUEWALKER 3 also shows evidence of
an unknown source of radio frequency transmission at 160.2
MHz, which is not listed as a downlink frequency for the
satellite. An in-depth investigation of whether satellites are
transmitting outside of their designated downlink frequency
bands is beyond the scope for this work, but Table 5 provides
detailed information on the identification of individual satellites
that interested readers may use to assess this further.

4.6 Aircraft
Aircraft prove to be an ultra-bright source of RFI at frequencies
of high powered terrestrial transmitters, and this has been
characterised for the FM band in Grigg et al. (2022). The
datasets at frequencies of 185.2 and 229.7 both show evidence
of aircraft, although at lower intensities than in the FM band.
This again showcases the potential to use bi-static radar in
the form of a radio telescope to passively search for and locate
aircraft. With larger baselines, it would be possible to perform
accurate parallax measurements of aircraft to also determine
range.

4.7 Frequency differencing
Testing of the frequency differencing method has shown that
in general, the SNR of satellite detections is increased com-
pared to time differencing. The caveat to this is that time
differencing may give a better SNR when there are high mea-
sured flux densities from terrestrial transmitters visible on the
horizon. Frequency differencing additionally minimises the
impact from broadband sources of radio emission, and removes
the subtracted satellite emission shown in image 3 in Figure
3. Ultimately, frequency differencing will be used in future
all-sky surveys for the characterisation of satellites with the
EDA2.

4.8 Future work and improvements
These algorithms are now ready to be deployed in an auto-
mated manner over a more targeted survey on key science
frequencies of the SKA-Low observing bandwidth of 50 - 350
MHz. With the addition of 32 channels of 28.9 kHz bandwidth
data, such a study would provide very detailed information
about the implications of satellites on radio astronomy obser-
vations at these frequencies. This will be the next work in this
series, and will form an enhanced baseline for satellite activity,
which can be repeated in the future to assess the change in
radio frequency environment.

Although the predicted misidentification rate is < 1%, this
may not hold for datasets with a high number of visible satellites
or high levels of RFI. As frequency differencing will be the
favoured algorithm for processing the next larger survey, a
more comprehensive simulation will be performed in that
work.

Time differencing still holds value, for if a satellite produces
broadband UEMR, then it is unlikely to be detected with
frequency differencing. A potential improvement could be to
decrease the time between the two images used in the time

difference for higher frequencies as the size of the PSF in
degrees decreases at higher frequencies.

Future work will likely attempt to expand on the polari-
sation analysis, looking to compare the observed polarisation
response to physical antenna characteristics. Using far longer
integration times to do time differencing may prove useful for
detecting satellites in orbits out to MEO and geostationary.
Building a database of unidentifiable detections will also be
useful for future orbit determination analysis. TLEs could then
be derived for these objects.

Although transmission bandwidth of some satellites is known,
currently it is difficult to determine if this leaks into adjacent
smaller frequency channels when the current observing fre-
quency bandwidth is 0.926 MHz. There is also time variabil-
ity of the received transmission which is difficult to model.
The future survey will have finer frequency resolution across
multiple channels which will enable a more detailed study of
transmission bandwidths.

Lastly, the identifications made in this study have been
stored in a database for future use. Future identifications will
be added to this database, which may reveal temporal trends
over the coming years. This can be used in conjunction with
conventional approaches to space situational awareness such as
radar and optical telescopes.

5. Conclusion
Using all-sky imaging to comprehensively characterise and
identify satellites across the SKA-Low science frequencies with
two orthogonal polarisations has made critical insights into
the behaviour of satellites at these low frequencies. This study
offers evidence to the challenges that future low frequency
science will face from the exponentially growing population
of satellites in Earth orbit. Examples are also shown of satellites
transmitting UEMR and so called ‘zombie satellites’ transmit-
ting after their decommissioning or demise. The identification
algorithms put forward in this work are ready to be deployed
in a systematic and targeted survey of the SKA-Low observing
frequencies to assess the widespread effects of satellite transmis-
sion. LEO and MEO automated detection and identification is
currently achievable, with a detection in a graveyard geosyn-
chronous orbit paving the way for future algorithmic devel-
opment. Ultimately, we will develop comprehensive tools for
space situational awareness, offering unique scientific insight
into the behaviour of satellite operations.
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Appendix 1. Sinusoidal motion in measured positions
This Appendix investigates a phenomenon, where the offset
between the predicted and measured locations of a satellite
varied sinusoidally in time for some cases. This effect was
strongest at low elevations. An example of this can be seen in
the left panel in Figure 8, as it also manifests in the values of
θP and θM .

There are two effects here which are important to separate.
The first is due to photometric centroid shift. Image three in
Figure 3 shows an ideal separation between the positive and
negative intensities of the satellite due to time differencing.
When the separation between these two decreases, it can cause
an asymmetry in the intensity profile of the positive signal,
which results in a shift in its centroid. The closer these two
are, the greater this observed shift is.

The second effect is due to sub-pixel sampling of the fitted
centroid. At frequencies of 73.4 MHz and 325 MHz, the
sampling of pixels is 2.2 and 0.5 degrees/pixel respectively.
At lower frequencies, it can take a satellite several images to
fully cross a pixel. This sub-pixel sampling imparts a sinusoidal
pattern on the offsets between the predicted and measured
positions over time.

To test these effects, a simulation was run. A pass of the
satellite ORBCOMM FM113 (NORAD 41185) was chosen,
as its plotted values for θM showed this sinusoidal variation as
can be seen in the left panel in Figure 8. To recreate this as
simply as possible, the images were replaced with arrays of
zeros, and a synthetic signal was introduced at the predicted
locations of the satellite. This included a positive signal at the
location in the current image, and a negative signal at the
location of the satellite in the subtracted image used in the
time differencing. The injected signal was a circular Gaussian
multiplied with a Bessel function as an approximation of the
point spread function. This was parameterised as follows:

Imodel = J0
(

r
σB

)
· A exp

(
–

1
2σ2

G

[
(x – x0)2 + (y – y0)2

])
,

(2)

where r =
√

(x – x0)2 + (y – y0)2 is the radial distance from
the centre (x0, y0), A is the amplitude, σB is the standard de-
viation of the Bessel function, σG is the standard deviation of
the Gaussian function and J0(x) is a zero-order Bessel function
of the first kind:

J0(a) =
∞∑
n=0

(–1)na2n

22n(n!)2
. (3)

The following values estimated from the real measurements
of the pass of ORBCOMM FM113: A = 50, 000, 000, (x0, y0)
were the TLE predicted positions of the satellite, σB was de-
rived from the size of the PSF in degrees for this frequency,
and σG = 4 (appropriate taper for this frequency).

The right panel in Figure 8 shows that the simulation
displays the same sinusoidal pattern at the beginning and end
of the pass of the satellite as the real case on the left. This effect

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41592-019-0686-2
https://doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2011.37
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2112.00908
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.00908
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.00908
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICEAA.2016.7731554
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICEAA.2016.7731554
https://doi.org/10.1109/MCOM.005.2200389
https://doi.org/10.1109/MCOM.005.2200389


18 D. Grigg et al.

Real Simulated

Figure 8. Two scatter plots showing a real example of detections of ORBCOMM FM113 in the 137.5 MHz dataset (left) and a simulated pass of ORBCOMM FM113
(right). The scatter plots show θP (red points) and θM (blue points). The green points are from the linear line of best fit for the θM values. The residuals are
between the θM and θP values. The image number is zeroed on the image of the first candidate.

can therefore be explained with geometry and is not related
to fluctuations in the position of the received signal.

The photometric centroid shift is minimised by choosing
a large enough time offset between the two images being
used in the time difference, and imposing an elevation cutoff
helps when the satellite is moving slower over the sky at low
elevations. The sub-pixel sampling effect is minimised by
fitting the straight line (green line in Figure 8) to the θP and
θM values. This performs well in real examples.

In summary, understanding both the photometric centroid
shift and sub-pixel sampling effects allows us to manage their
effects to ensure that satellite identification remains robust and
accurate.

Appendix 2. Technical details for making identifications.
This Appendix provides the quantitative, technical analysis of
how identifications are made to accompany Section 2.3.3.

To repeat for context, we now refer to the TLE predicted
position of a satellite as the ‘predicted’ position, and the position
of the fitted Gaussian (x0 and y0) as the ‘measured’ position.
Each candidate will have this predicted and measured position
information.

The instantaneous direction of travel of a satellite over the
sky in an image is calculated as the bearing angle between
two adjacent candidates and is denoted by θ. θ is the bearing
angle measured clockwise between ŷ, a unit vector in the y
direction, and

–––––––→
C1C2, the vector between the position of the

candidate at time t1 (C1) and the position of the next candidate
at time t2 (C2). θ is calculated for both the predicted (θP) and
measured (θM ) positions for each candidate, resulting in N – 1
θs for N candidates. This process is illustrated in Figure 9.

The list of candidates is then sorted so that all candidates for
each satellite are put into 15 minute bins which are designed
to be long enough that any object in the TLE list will pass

Figure 9. An illustration showing how θM and θP are calculated for three
candidate detections C1, C2 and C3 from three separate images. The cir-
cular outline shows the full visible sky horizon to horizon and the curved
black dotted line is the predicted path of a satellite across the sky from TLE
information. These candidates are for the same satellite, where the blue
points mark the measured locations, and the red points mark the predicted
locations. The distance between these is exaggerated in this figure.

over the sky completely during this time, and where each
bin represents individual passes over the sky for each satellite.
The number of candidates for the same satellite in each bin
were summed (N) and stored with each candidate. If N < 4,
then these candidates would be discarded, as the algorithm
performs best when N is high. There was no evidence that
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certain satellites transmitted less frequently than this cadence
over the course of a passs.

θP and θM are then calculated for each group of candidates.
Figure 10 shows real examples of what this looks like for the
pass of a satellite that transmits every consecutive image across
its path (left) and a satellite that transmits periodically across
its path (right). θP and θM gradually increase or decrease
depending on the direction of travel of the satellite over the
sky.

There is uncertainty in the measured positions of the satel-
lite (due to noise and fitting) and uncertainty in the TLE pre-
dicted positions (described in detail for LEO satellites in Geul,
Mooij, and Noomen (2017)). Although these will perturb the
θP and θM values in Figure 10, they will still both follow the
same overall direction for a correct identification. Fitting a
straight line to θP and θM provides a way to ‘smooth’ out these
uncertainties, and proves to be robust for low N. This being
said, the algorithm performs best when N is high.

The bearing angle measured clockwise from a vertical unit
vector in the θ - time plane (shown in Figure 10) with the
fitted line across all θP and θM is calculated and referred to
as ϕP and ϕM , respectively. The difference in these values,
|ϕP – ϕM |, or ∆ϕ, shows the variation in travel direction over
the sky between the measured and predicted positions. This
value is stored with every candidate detection.

The next step was to reduce the number of candidates by
ensuring that no candidates had the same location and time.
The signals detected in the data cover at least the width of
the PSF on the sky, or even longer if in LEO. This means
that there are likely going to be multiple satellites over this
PSF width, for which multiple may have satisfied the candidate
criteria so far. Figure 4 shows a simplified example of this.

Each candidate now has N and ∆ϕ calculated. If there was
more than one candidate for the same time and location, only
the candidate with the highest N was kept. If N was equal
for two candidates, then the candidate with the lowest value
for ∆ϕ was kept. Therefore, in Figure 4, the six candidates
for satellite ‘x’ would be discarded, because their N (six) is less
than the N (twenty) of satellite ‘y’.

Once these discards had been made for the whole dataset,
each candidate had N and ∆ϕ recalculated within each 15
minute bin. Candidates with N < 4 were again discarded, as
well as candidates with ∆ϕ > 10.

The mean of the residuals between the fitted line to θM
and the θP values was calculated and denoted as µr . When
the predicted trajectories of two satellites are very similar in
position, but offset in time, this value of µr will become larger.
In Figure 10, the fitted values for θP and θM will be offset by
a fixed distance proportional to this timing offset. Candidates
with µr > 3◦ are therefore discarded. This value was data
driven and derived by observing examples where two satellites
had very similar orbits. These identifications are then stored

s. The only caveat to this was Starlink satellites at 137.5 MHz which have
been found to transmit every 100 s in (Grigg et al. 2023). As these have already
been reported on in the literature, we omit these from the analyses in this
paper for the 137.5 MHz dataset.

in the database.
An important caveat is that this algorithm was param-

eterised to prioritise making higher confidence identifica-
tions. Some of the parameters could have been relaxed, which
would have made more identifications, especially in the noisier
datasets, but at the expense of allowing more misidentifications
into the results.

Appendix 3. Satellite detection list by NORAD
This Appendix shows in detail the list of identifications in full
in Table 5.
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Figure 10. A plot showing θP (red points) and θM (blue points) calculated for passes of ORBCOMM FM117 (left) and SPACEBEE-111 (right). The green points are
from the linear line of best fit for the θM values. The residuals are between θM and θP values. The image number is zeroed on the first image the candidate is
detected. ϕ is measured as the clockwise bearing angle of each of the lines of best fit.
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Table 5. Individual identifications per NORAD I.D. for each dataset

Frequency Dataset
start date

Telescope NORAD
I.D.

Name Identifications
XX

Identifications
YY

Closest
range (km)

Furthest
range (km)

96.9 2022-12-18 18:22:15.5 EDA2 25544 ISS 68 72 439 665
96.9 2022-12-16 10:10:30.5 EDA2 25544 ISS 66 64 447 593

98.4 2022-10-18 18:25:12.5 EDA2 25544 ISS 189 170 422 978

136.7 2023-04-25 01:04:37.5 EDA2 1291 SOLRAD 7B 470 469 934 2015
136.7 2023-04-25 01:04:37.5 EDA2 41182 ORBCOMM FM 110 290 292 866 1593

137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 40087 ORBCOMM FM 107 566 563 722 1682
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 41187 ORBCOMM FM 108 557 559 716 1649
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 40086 ORBCOMM FM 109 556 559 757 1668
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 41188 ORBCOMM FM 117 556 557 737 1658
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 41179 ORBCOMM FM 114 543 544 906 1654
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 33591 NOAA 19 473 476 922 1991
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 41183 ORBCOMM FM 118 453 443 719 1634
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 28654 NOAA 18 444 444 965 1871
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 41182 ORBCOMM FM 110 398 389 722 1664
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 41189 ORBCOMM FM 116 305 304 794 1638
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 25338 NOAA 15 264 268 1229 1828
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 4237 OPS 7613 231 251 1043 1976
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 41185 ORBCOMM FM 113 210 210 746 1593
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 41184 ORBCOMM FM 112 175 177 1069 1686
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 5680 OPS 7898 106 96 1076 1490
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 48897 SPACEBEE-109 92 93 559 1173
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52179 SPACEBEE-129 64 55 464 1084
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 55101 SPACEBEE-159 55 61 603 1224
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 48893 SPACEBEE-106 47 50 901 1216
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 55087 SPACEBEE-167 45 41 684 1251
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 47459 SPACEBEE-55 42 43 511 1251
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 25418 ORBCOMM FM 15 41 39 1278 1700
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 48886 SPACEBEE-102 40 39 799 1195
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52187 SPACEBEE-135 36 38 467 1130
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52185 SPACEBEE-132 32 31 484 1126
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 48896 SPACEBEE-105 30 31 503 1113
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52182 SPACEBEE-128 29 30 565 1140
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 55095 SPACEBEE-162 29 26 549 1206
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 48890 SPACEBEE-104 27 27 606 913
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52394 SPACEBEE-143 27 26 590 1208
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52010 SPACEBEE-114 27 24 592 1111
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52012 SPACEBEE-118 27 24 587 1217
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52399 SPACEBEE-140 26 26 515 1165
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52180 SPACEBEE-134 26 26 471 1085
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52009 SPACEBEE-121 26 24 655 1167
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52411 SPACEBEE-145 25 18 586 1162
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52409 SPACEBEE-150 23 21 607 1160
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52416 SPACEBEE-155 24 26 750 1161
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52401 SPACEBEE-142 22 24 662 1199
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 22491 PEGASUS R/B 22 22 1495 1563
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52400 SPACEBEE-141 22 22 975 1086
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 48884 SPACEBEE-101 22 21 663 1021
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52015 SPACEBEE-119 19 20 821 1177
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52415 SPACEBEE-147 19 18 765 1203
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52025 SPACEBEE-112 18 23 654 955
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Table 5. Individual identifications per NORAD I.D. for each dataset (continued)

Frequency Dataset
start date

Telescope NORAD
I.D.

Name Identifications
XX

Identifications
YY

Closest
range (km)

Furthest
range (km)

137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52181 SPACEBEE-131 18 18 807 977
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52014 SPACEBEE-122 16 16 1044 1156
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52023 SPACEBEE-116 15 15 737 1014
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52029 SPACEBEE-124 14 24 927 1077
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 25476 ORBCOMM FM 22 14 13 811 914
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52186 SPACEBEE-137 13 12 532 1140
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52412 SPACEBEE-146 13 8 721 1212
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 48895 SPACEBEE-108 12 21 810 1179
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 48894 SPACEBEE-107 12 12 1028 1164
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52164 SPACEBEE-136 12 9 675 916
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 55099 SPACEBEE-156 11 8 551 1231
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52414 SPACEBEE-152 10 16 919 1142
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52417 SPACEBEE-154 10 10 631 879
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 25118 ORBCOMM FM 6 10 8 1630 1713
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 25544 ISS 10 8 448 536
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52407 SPACEBEE-149 10 6 542 945
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 48888 SPACEBEE-103 9 16 532 1128
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 47442 SPACEBEE-63 8 11 526 1146
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52408 SPACEBEE-153 8 7 754 1196
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52176 SPACEBEE-130 7 7 492 1032
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 55097 SPACEBEE-160 7 0 518 1076
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52022 SPACEBEE-117 6 7 680 1121
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 48904 SPACEBEE-111 6 6 651 915
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52166 SPACEBEE-138 6 6 583 1022
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52011 SPACEBEE-126 5 5 732 874
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52177 SPACEBEE-139 5 0 734 863
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52016 SPACEBEE-115 0 51 528 1238
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 25477 ORBCOMM FM 23 0 14 890 982
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 48883 SPACEBEE-100 0 7 831 1085
137.5 2023-03-17 12:19:09.0 EDA2 52413 SPACEBEE-151 0 5 511 724

146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 14781 OSCAR 11 283 233 656 1483
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 32789 DELFI C3 266 250 564 1318
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 40909 XW-2E 259 252 552 1289
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 40911 XW-2B 219 241 562 1303
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 42778 MAX VALIER SAT 218 222 496 1213
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 42761 ZHUHAI-1 01 216 229 838 1301
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 40903 XW-2A 208 198 434 1098
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 43017 AO-91 198 190 1374 1821
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 42017 NAYIF 1 193 203 750 1206
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 40906 XW-2C 193 195 642 1299
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 40907 XW-2D 178 175 560 1284
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 41999 BGUSAT 175 160 620 1185
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 40910 XW-2F 169 159 547 1266
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 42759 ZHUHAI-1 02 161 162 633 1292
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 44881 OBJECT C 136 111 948 1499
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 49399 Z-SAT 117 133 797 1361
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 39444 FUNCUBE 1 110 283 739 1539
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 43678 DIWATA 2B 81 81 808 1422
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 43803 JY1SAT 67 211 639 1411
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 47930 HIROGARI 56 56 831 1026
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 40025 QB50P1 38 38 803 1467
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Table 5. Individual identifications per NORAD I.D. for each dataset (continued)

Frequency Dataset
start date

Telescope NORAD
I.D.

Name Identifications
XX

Identifications
YY

Closest
range (km)

Furthest
range (km)

146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 44398 OBJECT N 35 35 568 1529
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 44354 PSAT 2 35 35 527 1287
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 43786 ITASAT 34 39 719 1367
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 43770 AO-95 22 24 606 1207
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 43780 MOVE-II 21 17 651 1044
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 47950 OBJECT U 19 18 603 1307
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 39427 TRITON 1 12 12 1130 1275
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 44355 BRICSAT 2 10 10 316 731
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 28650 HAMSAT 0 32 826 901
146.1 2021-11-18 01:08:33.0 EDA2 47309 CAPE-3 0 12 1028 1272

159.4 2020-06-26 11:48:10.0 EDA2 41999 BGUSAT 469 515 491 1189
159.4 2020-06-26 11:48:10.0 EDA2 39427 TRITON 1 240 237 662 1649
159.4 2020-06-26 11:48:10.0 EDA2 44426 SWIATOWID 25 0 403 459
159.4 2020-06-26 11:48:10.0 EDA2 42778 MAX VALIER SAT 0 6 548 620

159.4 2020-06-26 12:34:07.0 AAVS2 41999 BGUSAT 316 486 491 1183
159.4 2020-06-26 12:34:07.0 AAVS2 39427 TRITON 1 158 180 659 1684

159.4 2021-11-16 01:24:18.0 EDA2 41999 BGUSAT 70 77 701 1146
159.4 2021-11-16 01:24:18.0 EDA2 39427 TRITON 1 6 6 608 612

160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56301 STARLINK-30101 123 96 533 851
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 53807 BLUEWALKER 3 112 88 526 1056
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56292 STARLINK-30098 68 62 531 689
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56303 STARLINK-30097 60 67 553 756
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56293 STARLINK-30090 58 63 529 697
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56291 STARLINK-30113 52 58 535 681
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56289 STARLINK-30095 49 66 475 745
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56299 STARLINK-30108 48 40 530 675
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 43834 OBJECT D 42 110 766 1136
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56300 STARLINK-30104 32 22 529 605
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56290 STARLINK-30103 30 12 532 624
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56302 STARLINK-30111 29 33 562 621
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56304 STARLINK-30099 29 0 561 602
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56839 STARLINK-30076 27 0 584 723
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56294 STARLINK-30049 26 40 572 673
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 55712 STARLINK-30037 24 12 368 542
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56832 STARLINK-30128 24 8 333 417
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56306 STARLINK-30112 24 0 561 606
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 55695 STARLINK-30050 20 48 363 639
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56826 STARLINK-30114 19 29 417 519
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56296 STARLINK-30089 16 26 449 574
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56838 STARLINK-30123 15 23 458 722
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56833 STARLINK-30131 12 18 357 471
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56699 STARLINK-30127 12 17 534 590
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56700 STARLINK-30053 12 0 529 570
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56844 STARLINK-30136 11 15 498 684
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56298 STARLINK-30109 0 17 615 795
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 56693 STARLINK-30067 0 14 535 557
160.2 2023-06-23 05:40:15.0 EDA2 39427 TRITON 1 0 6 1533 1573

185.2 2020-02-07 10:44:49.3 EDA2 41999 BGUSAT 90 98 494 1180
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Table 5. Individual identifications per NORAD I.D. for each dataset (continued)

Frequency Dataset
start date

Telescope NORAD
I.D.

Name Identifications
XX

Identifications
YY

Closest
range (km)

Furthest
range (km)

229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 AAVS2 37153 STRELA 3 36 32 1541 2975
229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 AAVS2 28420 COSMOS 2409 35 27 1806 2886
229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 AAVS2 35500 COSMOS 2453 35 17 1598 3013
229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 AAVS2 27868 COSMOS 2400 32 36 1882 2969
229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 AAVS2 32954 COSMOS 2437 27 11 1553 2952
229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 AAVS2 27059 GONETS D1 8 26 5 1535 2843
229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 AAVS2 38733 COSMOS 2481 24 21 1727 2935
229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 AAVS2 27056 COSMOS 2385 23 23 1502 2879
229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 AAVS2 27465 COSMOS 2391 16 26 1520 2911
229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 AAVS2 32956 COSMOS 2439 12 0 2081 2871
229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 AAVS2 40554 GONETS M 13 9 0 1510 2127
229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 AAVS2 44906 GONETS M 15 7 6 1642 2132
229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 AAVS2 47229 GONETS M 22 6 5 1713 2125
229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 AAVS2 39249 GONETS M-5 6 0 1536 2055
229.7 2021-11-16 01:10:45.0 AAVS2 46486 GONETS M 17 5 0 1602 2040
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