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Abstract

For most space missions, it is interesting that the probe remains for a considerable time around the
mission target. The longer the lifetime of a mission, the greater the chances of collecting information
about the orbited body. In this work, we present orbital maneuvers that aim to show how to avoid
a collision of a space probe with the surface of Titania. Through an expansion of the gravitational
potential to the second order, the asymmetry of the gravitational field due to the coefficient C22 of
Titania, the zonal coefficient J2, and the gravitational perturbation of Uranus are considered. Two
models of coplanar bi-impulse maneuvers are presented. The first maneuver consists of transferring
an initial elliptical orbit to a final circular orbit, and the second has the objective of transferring
an initial elliptical orbit to a final orbit that is also elliptical. The lag in the inclination and semi-
major axis of the orbits is investigated before performing the maneuvers. To point out the best
scenarios for carrying out the maneuvers, a study is presented for different points of an orbit where
transfers could be made. In addition, a maneuver strategy is presented to correct the variation of
the periapsis argument. The results show that maneuvers performed a few days after integration are
more economical than maneuvers performed later, a few days before the collision. The economy of the
maneuvers is also demonstrated through an analysis of the ratio of the increase in speed to the lifetime.

Keywords: orbits, maneuvers, lifetime, astrodynamics, numerical simulations, planetary satellite

1 Introduction

In recent years there has been an increasing inter-
est in sending space missions to the gaseous plan-
ets of the solar system. According to [1], NASA
and ESA are planning possible missions to the ice
giants from 2024 to 2037. These possible missions

can help to understand the origin and evolution
of these systems. In addition, some missions are
directed towards some specific natural satellites,
such as the JUpiter ICy moons Explorer (JUICE)
mission, launched in 2023, which will investigate
Jupiter and its moons, Ganymede, Europa, and
Callisto [2].
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2 Orbital maneuvers around Titania

Several works look for better orbits around
natural satellites. The purpose of these works is
to provide essential data to help future space mis-
sions that target these satellites. However, sending
a probe into space is a process that demands a lot
of time and investment. It is desirable that, dur-
ing a mission, the probe remains in orbit around
the observed body for a long period of time. Thus,
searching for long-duration orbits and avoiding
collisions with the mission target is very impor-
tant to achieve success during the observation of
the desired object.

The work by [3] presents a study on orbits
around Titania, one of the moons of Uranus, an
ice-giant planet. The authors investigate orbits for
a space probe around Titania with various eccen-
tricities values. Perturbations due to the third
body and the gravitational coefficients of Tita-
nia are considered, and through lifetime maps,
orbits with long lifetimes are found. The results
of numerical simulations showed that orbits with
the longest lifetimes were those whose eccentric-
ity is equal to 10−3. The authors also show that
values other than zero for the argument of peri-
apsis and the longitude of the ascending node can
prolong the probe’s lifetime. Furthermore, a study
on lifetime sensitivity caused by possible errors in
Titania’s gravitational coefficients concluded that
orbits with eccentricity equal to 10−3 are the most
affected by these potential errors.

Long-duration orbits are also studied in [4].
In this case, the natural satellite is Io, one of
Jupiter’s Galilean satellites. The authors were
able to detect collisions and possible escapes of
the probe. Orbits with significant lifetimes ranged
from 6 months to 2.3 years. In addition, the study
showed that orbits around Io are more suscepti-
ble to perturbations due to their short distance
from the perturber. Finally, they emphasized the
importance of assigning non-zero values for the
argument of periapsis and the longitude of the
ascending node.

The work developed by [5] presents a study of
the lifetime of a probe in a low-altitude and highly
inclined orbit around the natural satellite Europa.
The results showed that the obliquity of the third
body and the nodal phase affect the lifetime of the
probe.

Studying long-duration orbits around natural
satellites also requires finding how to avoid a probe
collision with the proposed mission target. In this

sense, in [6], corrective orbital maneuvers are pro-
posed for a spacecraft around Europa. The results
showed that the lifetime can be extended through
appropriate strategies of corrective maneuvers.
Orbital maneuvers are also investigated in [7].
After analyzing long-term orbits around Saturn’s
natural satellite, Titan, the authors present the
best results for such maneuvers to be carried out.

Given the above mentioned, in this paper we
present models for orbital maneuvers to avoid col-
lision of a probe with the surface of Titania. The
first maneuver proposes to transfer the spacecraft
from an initial elliptical orbit to a final circular
orbit. In the second model, the transfer is from
an initial elliptical orbit to a final elliptical orbit,
both of which are coplanar. For this second model,
we performed maneuvers at various points of the
orbit to analyze if it is more feasible for a maneu-
ver to take place close to the collision or within a
few days of the mission’s lifetime. We also present
a maneuver model for correcting small variations
of the argument of periapsis. These maneuvers
were performed considering points where the devi-
ation of the semi-major axis and the eccentricity
are small.

2 Mathematical Model

The system used here includes Titania as the cen-
tral body, a space probe in orbit around Titania,
and Uranus as the third body. Uranus is assumed
to be in a Keplerian orbit around Titania with a
radius of 25.362×103 km and a mass 8.68×1025 kg
(https://ssd.jpl.nasa.gov/). The orbital elements
used in the numerical simulations are presented in
Table 1. We also consider the two main gravita-
tional terms of Titania, J2 and C22, with values
equal to 1.13 × 10−4 and 3, 38 × 10−5, respec-
tively [8]. They are the most critical terms in the
gravitational field after the Keplerian term. These
terms cause significant variations in some orbital
elements, such as the eccentricity and inclination
of the orbit. In this way, they become the most
effective terms to model the irregular shape of a
body [3, 9, 10]. In the case of Titania, it is worth
noting that these terms are the only ones available
in the literature. In addition to these coefficients,
the mass of Titania (35.27 × 1020 kg) and its
radius (788.9 km) are considered in this work. The
equation of motion of the probe can be written in

https://ssd .jpl .nasa.gov/
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the following form [11]:
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(4)

where P⃗T is the expansion of the gravitational
potential up to the second order for Titania; PTx,
PTy and PTz are components of the PT vector. m
is the mass of the space probe, MT the mass of
Titania and MU the mass of Uranus. The terms
r⃗ and r⃗U are the radius vector of the probe and
Uranus, respectively.

Table 1 Parameters of Titania with respect to Uranus.

Parameter Value
Semi-major axis (km) 435.8× 103

Eccentricity 1.18× 10−3

Inclination (◦) 1.0× 10−1

Argument of periapsis (◦) 1.64× 102

Longitude of ascending node (◦) 1.67× 102

Mean anomaly (◦) 2.05× 102

JPL.Website: https://ssd.jpl.nasa.gov/.

First, the orbits were numerically integrated
considering the system described by equations 1-4.
During these numerical integrations, the maneu-
vers were performed. To integrate the orbits and
to carry out the maneuvers, modifications were
made to the Mercury package [12].

2.1 Orbital Maneuvers

During the decay process of an orbit, its orbital
elements change. Therefore, when trying to per-
form a maneuver, we must consider some of
these variables, such as the semi-major axis (a),
eccentricity (e), and inclination (I). For exam-
ple, suppose a maneuver is performed close to the
probe’s collision with the mission target’s surface.
In that case, the orbit will have a high eccentricity
and, possibly, a considerable variation in its semi-
major axis. Thus, we present in this section two
models of maneuvers. First, consider the transfer
from an initial elliptical orbit to a final circular
orbit and later, transferring the spacecraft from
an initial elliptical orbit to a final elliptical orbit,
thus correcting the original altitude of the orbit
without considering the inclination. Both maneu-
vers are coplanar. The final orbit is the desired
orbit for the mission, while the initial orbit is the
orbit after the perturbations acted and changed
the initial orbit.

2.1.1 Maneuvering from an elliptical
to a circular orbit.

The first maneuver presented here involves trans-
ferring the space probe from an elliptical to a final
circular orbit. The first impulse (∆V1) is applied
at the apoapsis of the elliptical orbit, making
the probe to enter a transfer ellipse. The second
impulse (∆V2) is applied when the probe is the
apoapsis of the transfer orbit to make the probe
occupy the desired final circular orbit. The total
increment in velocity is given by the sum of the
modules (∆V1) and (∆V2). The time for carrying
out the orbital transfer is half the period of the
transfer orbit. The equations for performing this
maneuver are described as follows:

Vap =

√
2µ

a(1 + e)
− µ

a
(5)

Vp1 =

√
2µ

a(1 + e)
− 2µ

a(1 + e) + rcir
(6)

∆V1 = Vp1 − Vap (7)

V2 =

√
2µ

rcir
− 2µ

a(1 + e) + rcir
(8)

https://ssd.jpl.nasa.gov/
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Vcir =

√
µ

rcir
(9)

∆V2 = Vcir − V2 (10)

∆V =| ∆V1 | + | ∆V2 | (11)

where Vap is the velocity at the apoapsis of the ini-
tial orbit, Vp1 the velocity at point 1 in the transfer
orbit, ∆V1 the first impulse, V2 is the velocity at
the apoapsis (point 2) of the transfer orbit, Vcir

the velocity in the final circular orbit, ∆V2 the
second impulse and ∆V the total impulse.

2.1.2 Maneuvering between elliptical
orbits

Another maneuver presented in this work will be
from an initial elliptical orbit to another final
orbit, also elliptical. These orbits are coplanar. It
happens when the nominal orbit of the spacecraft
is elliptic. For this maneuver, the first impulse
(∆V1) is applied at the periapsis of the initial ellip-
tical orbit. Then, the probe will occupy a transfer
orbit. The second impulse (∆V2) is applied at the
apoapsis of the transfer orbit, and the spacecraft
will be placed into its final elliptical orbit. The
sum of (∆V1) and (∆V2) results in the total incre-
ment of velocity for performing the maneuver. The
equations for carrying out such a maneuver are
given by:

Vp1 =

√
2µ

rp1
− 2µ

rp1 + ra1
(12)

Vpt =

√
2µ

rp1
− 2µ

rp1 + rta
(13)

∆V1 = Vpt − Vp1 (14)

Vat =

√
2µ

rta
− 2µ

rp1 + rta
(15)

Va2 =

√
2µ

rta
− 2µ

rp2 + rta
(16)

∆V2 = Va2 − Vat (17)

∆V =| ∆V1 | + | ∆V2 | (18)

where rp1 and ra1 are the initial orbit’s periapsis
and apoapsis. Furthermore, rta is the apoapsis of
the transfer ellipse, rp2 is the periapsis of the final
orbit, ra2 = rta is the apoapsis of the desired final
orbit. Regarding the increase in velocity, we have
Vp1 equal to the velocity at point 1 of the initial
orbit, Vpt the velocity at point 1 of the transfer
ellipse, ∆V1 the first impulse, Vat the velocity at
the apoapsis of the transfer ellipse, Va2 the velocity
at point 2 concerning the final desired orbit, ∆V2

the second impulse and ∆V the total impulse.

3 Analyzing the Results

The first results presented are about the first
maneuver, from an initial elliptical orbit to a final
circular orbit. This is the situation that occurs
when the nominal orbit is circular and the orbit
after the pertubations is elliptical. Then, the radii
of the final desired orbits were chosen according to
the regions with the most prolonged orbital dura-
tion, according to the analysis presented in [3].
This radius ranges from 1000-2000 km, in inter-
vals of 200 km. The choice of the right moment
to carry out the maneuver was made as follows:
first, we chose a circular orbit with an initial semi-
major axis, (ai = Ri), ranging from 1000-2000 km,
the we analyzed the decay of this orbit and, when
reaching a significant value of variation from its
starting position, the maneuver is performed. We
take the orbital elements of this point and con-
sider them as elements of the initial orbit (black
orbit, Figure 1). Small changes in an orbit’s ini-
tial conditions can shorten its lifetime, and the
orbit reaches high eccentricities and inclinations.
Thus, some maneuvers are performed after a sig-
nificant change in its initial position to return the
orbit to its original altitude position, disregarding
the inclination. Four initial inclinations were con-
sidered: 60◦, 70◦, 80◦ and 90◦. Figure 1 shows a
diagram of how the maneuvers will be carried out.
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Fig. 1 Representation of the desired final circular orbits,
where Rf is the radius of these orbits. Purple for Rf =
1000 km, green for Rf = 1200 km, blue for Rf = 1400 km,
red for Rf = 1600 km, light green for Rf = 1800 km and
dark purple for Rf = 2000 km. Initial orbit represented by
the black line

.

To plan the maneuvers, we took into account
the gravitational coefficients of Titania, including
J2 and C22, as well as the gravitational coefficients
of Uranus. After that, we executed the maneuvers
necessary to achieve the desired orbits, utilizing
equations 6-11.

The orbits with the largest deviations of 20-
30% of the initial value (black orbit, Figure 1),
are those with initial inclinations of 60◦, 70◦ and
80◦ for all simulations. In this case, when the
orbits reach the deviation, the lifetime comes close
to 240-250 days, and the ∆V needed to reach
the circular orbit of radius 1000 km again is
around 1×10−2−6×10−2 km/s. Considering that
orbits with this inclination have a total lifetime
of 252 days, it is concluded that the maximum
inclination variation occurs a few days before the
collision.

In the case of an orbit with an initial incli-
nation of 90◦, the maximum variation of I is 5%
for all final orbits. However, the ∆V ranges from
4×10−2−1×10−1 km/s and the decay times range
from 1-17 days. The smallest values of ∆V are for
maneuvers to reach final orbits with a radius of
1000-1200 km. These orbits also have the highest
rate of inclination variations.

The variations in the semi-major axis are quite
small, between 0.1-0.9 % of the initial value. For
the four inclinations analyzed, 60◦, 70◦, 80◦ and
90◦, there are cases of maximum variations of the
semi-major axis of 0.6 - 0.9 %. In these cases, the
∆V ranges from 8× 10−2 − 1.1× 10−1 km/s. The

cases with the lowest value of ∆V are for final
orbits with a 1000-1200 km radius.

Some missions choose to correct the space-
craft’s position with a short lifetime before a
considerable variation in its position. For exam-
ple, Figure 2 presents a study that seeks to find
a minimum ∆V to perform an orbital transfer
before a large variation of its initial position. Thus,
now the maneuvers of interest are not the ones
with a significant change in the inclination or in
the semi-major axis. As in the previous cases,
for the four inclinations analyzed, the minimum
∆V is calculated for cases where the final orbits
have a 1000-2000 km radius. As shown in Figure

Fig. 2 Minimum ∆V as a function of the circular radius
of the final orbit. Analyzing four initial inclinations 60◦,
70◦, 80◦ and 90◦ in orange, red, green, and black colors,
respectively. Initial values: ai = Ri = 1000 − 2000 km,
ei = 0 and ω = Ω = 0◦. The radius of intended final orbits
is 1000− 2000 km.

2, the smallest value of ∆V is approximately
5.4 × 10−5 km/s, for a final orbit with a radius
of 1050 km, for all inclinations. For the first incli-
nation of 60◦, the maneuver was performed after
5 days, equivalent to approximately 45 orbital
periods. At that point, the semi-major axis and
eccentricity had values equal to 1.0498 × 103 km
and 2.8×10−4, respectively. The ratio of change of
the semi-major axis is 0.016 % of its initial value
and 0.45 % for the inclination.

In the case of the orbit with an inclination of
70◦, this maneuver was carried out after 14 days,
when a and e are 1.0492× 103 km and 2.3× 10−4,
respectively. The inclination variation for this ∆V
is 0.4%, and for the semi-major axis 0.01 %.

For I equal to 80◦ and 90◦, the minimum ∆V
is found after 5 days. In the case of I = 80◦, at the
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Table 2 Values of ∆V for maneuvers with significant
offset values in the inclination and in the semimajor axis.
Initial conditions used in maneuvers such as initial
inclination, orbital duration time, apoapsis radius (rapo),
final circular orbit radius (rcirc), semimajor axis offset
(Defa), and the inclination (DefI) in percentage, and the
equivalent ∆V .

I(◦) Time (Orbital period)1 rApo (km) rcirc (km) Defa (%) DefI (%) ∆V (km/s)
Ii = 60 1735 1010 1000 0.057 24.9 2.5332× 10−3

Ii = 70 2172 1042 1000 0.44 28.3 1.0192× 10−2

Ii = 80 2264 1107 1000 0.07 25.4 2.5823× 10−2

Ii = 90 2236 1145 1000 0.06 2.0 3.5056× 10−2

Ii = 60 1735 1264 1200 0.067 14.7 1.1916× 10−2

Ii = 70 2136 1585 1200 0.06 20 7.0039× 10−2

Ii = 80 1872 1562 1200 0.13 13 6.6109× 10−2

Ii = 90 1800 1538 1200 0.04 1.8 6.1449× 10−2

Ii = 60 1934 1990 1400 0.084 14.5 8.5579× 10−2

Ii = 70 1581 1990 1400 0.11 13.3 8.5653× 10−2

Ii = 80 1436 1948 1400 0.11 7.6 7.9481× 10−2

Ii = 90 1400 1912 1400 0.09 1.9 7.4107× 10−2

Ii = 60 1462 2348 1600 0.072 14.6 8.8944× 10−2

Ii = 70 1227 2383 1600 0.19 11 9.3866× 10−2

Ii = 80 1118 2302 1600 0.18 6.0 8.3743× 10−2

Ii = 90 1127 2332 1600 0.3 2.2 8.7669× 10−2

Ii = 60 1144 2700 1800 0.22 14.6 9.0549× 10−2

Ii = 70 963 2653 1800 0.5 8.6 8.6478× 10−2

Ii = 80 918 2784 1800 0.3 6.8 9.9839× 10−2

Ii = 90 890 2626 1800 0.3 2.4 8.3109× 10−2

Ii = 60 953 3094 2000 0.76 17.4 9.6332× 10−2

Ii = 70 800 3125 2000 0.4 12 9.8090× 10−2

Ii = 80 727 2990 2000 0.4 6.0 8.5558× 10−2

Ii = 90 727 3006 2000 0.4 3.2 8.7159× 10−2

1The orbital period is measured from the period of the
orbit closest to the surface of the central body.

moment of the maneuver, the value of the semi-
major axis is 1.0497×103 km and the eccentricity
2.0 × 10−4. The inclination and semi-major axis
variations are 0.36 % and 0.02 %, respectively. For
an inclination of 90◦, the maneuver is performed
when a = 1.0497 × 103 km and e = 2.03 × 10−4.
The variation on the inclination is approximately
0.3 % and on the semi-major axis 0.023 %. Within
this minimum range, it is possible to identify that;
for a final orbit with a radius of 950 km, the
∆V required to perform the maneuver is greater
than the other cases analyzed. For orbits with
initial inclinations of 80◦ and 90◦, these values
are close to 5.7 × 10−4 km/s for I = 80◦ and
5.55 × 10−4 km/s for I = 90◦. For I = 70◦ this
orbit can be achieved with ∆V = 7.1×10−4 km/s.

In order to analyze the best values of ∆V used
to perform orbital maneuvers, Table 2 shows some
values of ∆V used for orbits lagged in inclination
and semimajor axis. For each inclination, I = 60◦,
I = 70◦, I = 80◦ and I = 90◦, values of ∆V
are presented, as well as the initial conditions for
carrying out the maneuvers. Cases are presented
for final orbits with radii equal to 1000, 1200, 1400,
1600, 1800, and 2000 km.

The next discussions are about the results
obtained for maneuvers between two elliptical
orbits. In [3], the orbital decay of objects with
eccentricity equal to 10−4, 10−3, 10−2 and 10−1

are studied. The authors concluded that the life-
time was longer for orbits with an eccentricity
10−3. Thus, the intended final orbits investigated

in this work have the same eccentricity as the
orbits studied in that work (10−4, 10−3, 10−2 and
10−1). We call these eccentricities ef . Figure 3
shows these orbits.

Fig. 3 Representation of final elliptical orbits. Orange for
eccentricity 10−1, green for 10−2, pink for 10−3 and blue
for 10−4.

A set of numerical simulations was made to
perform the maneuvers for each eccentricity.

Six points in the orbit were chosen to carry
out the maneuvers for each value of e. This choice
aims to analyze whether it is more feasible to
make one maneuver at different times, result-
ing in several maneuvers before the collision, or
only one maneuver moments before the space-
craft collides with the surface of the moon. Such
maneuvers are called mP, m1, m2, m3, m4 and
m5. Being mP , the main maneuver is because this
maneuver is performed at the closest point to the
surface of Titania, that is, closest to the collision.
The approximate periapsis for this maneuver is
790 km for all values of e. The point for maneu-
ver m5 is farthest from the surface of Titania,
with the maneuver performed with a few days
of decay compared to mP . The periapsis for m5

is approximately 965 km. The m1, m2, m3, and
m4 maneuvers are carried out at intermediate
points between mP and m5. The periapsis of m1

is around 825 km, m2 ≈ 860 km, m3 ≈ 895 km,
m4 ≈ 930 km and m5 ≈ 965 km. Points vary every
35 km.

All simulations were made considering a =
1000 km, I = 90◦, ω = Ω = 0◦, the gravita-
tional coefficients J2 and C22 of Titania and the
gravitational effects of Uranus.

The first set of maneuvers was done for
e = 10−4, giving a total lifetime of 268.536 days.
All points of the orbit considered for the maneu-
vers are represented in Figure 4 (at the top). To
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Fig. 4 Projection of orbital positions for the six maneu-
vers performed (mP , m1, m2, m3, m4 and m5) for
e = 10−4 (at the top). Variation of orbital elements e, I,
and periapsis radius as a function of lifetime and maneuver-
ing time (at the bottom). Initial conditions: a = 1000 km,
e = 10−4, I = 90◦, ω = Ω = 0◦.

relate the variations of some parameters when per-
forming the maneuvers, Figure 4 (at the bottom)
shows the position of the periapsis (rp), e and I
as a function of time. The day each maneuver was
performed can also be visualized in this figure.

For the main maneuver mP , the parameters
are: a = 9.993 × 102 km, e = 2.094 × 10−1, I =
87.9◦, periapsis equal to 790.0 km, apoapsis equal
to 1208.59 km and maneuver time of 267.26 days.
Considering these values, we decay approximately
21% in the periapsis, 2.3% in the inclination, and
0.1 % in the semi-major axis. There is also an
increase in the eccentricity of three orders. The
mP maneuver was performed about a day before
the collision. The estimated ∆V for this transfer
was ≈ 5.26×10−2 km/s. The representation of the
location of this maneuver can be seen in Figure 4,
in a dotted red line.

The second maneuver (m1), for e = 10−4,
was performed within 259.87 days of numerical
integration, approximately 8 days before the col-
lision. At this chosen point, the periapsis of the
orbit was 825.09 km, approximately 17.5% of its
initial value. The other initial conditions were:
a = 9.989× 102 km, e = 1.740× 10−1, I = 88.3◦,
and apoapsis equal to 1172.88 km. To perform
this maneuver, the ∆V used was approximately
4.34 × 10−2 km/s. Analyzing the variation of the
orbital elements for this maneuver, it is possible
to observe that, during 259.87 days, the periap-
sis decreased by almost 180 km, the inclination by
1.4◦ and the semi-major axis by 2 km. The maneu-
ver m1 is represented by the dotted blue line in
Figure 4.

The maneuver (m2) was performed after
248.59 days, about 19 days before the collision.
In this maneuver, the ∆V required to reach the
orbit with an eccentricity of 10−4 was 3.45 ×
10−2 km/s. The following initial conditions were
used to execute the maneuver: a = 9.991×102 km,
e = 1.392 × 10−1, I = 88.5◦, periapsis equal to
860.01 km, and apoapsis equal to 1138.35 km. The
periapsis had the highest percentage of change of
all the variations of the orbital elements during
the decay of the orbit. It decayed almost 14%. The
semi-major axis and inclination decreased by 0.1%
and 1.66%, respectively. In the case of eccentricity,
there was an increase of three orders of magnitude
about its initial value. The line orange represents
this maneuver in Figure 4.

In figure 4 the color representing the maneuver
(m3) for e = 10−4 is green. The lifetime for this
maneuver was 234.86 days, almost 33 days before
the collision. In this maneuver, the periapsis decay
was approximately 10%, from an initial value of
999.9 km to 895 km. The eccentricity increased
by two orders of magnitude, to e = 9.970× 10−2,
and the apoapsis increased by almost 103 km. The
semi-major axis and inclination had small varia-
tions, 0.1% and 1.22%, respectively. The maneuver
m3 has a smaller offset of the orbital elements
concerning the previous maneuvers. However, the
point where the maneuver is carried out may be
of interest to a mission, and the ∆V necessary is
2.56× 10−2 km/s.

In the case of the maneuver (m4), represented
in Figure 4 by the light blue color, the time
to perform the maneuver was 218.20 days. The
maneuver preceded 50.34 days of the collision, and
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its periapsis was 930.16 km, almost a drop of 7%
compared to its initial value. Regarding the incli-
nation, the variation was small, around 1.33%.
The eccentricity with a value of 6.95 × 10−2 and
a ∆V of 1.70 × 10−2 km/s was used to reach the
same origin position.

In pink, the last maneuver for e = 10−4 shown
in Figure 4 was performed when the orbit reached
187.84 days. As already mentioned, this maneuver
is performed within fewer days since the start of
the mission than the others and, therefore, has a
smaller periapsis decay. The initial conditions for
this point are a = 9.991×102 km, e = 3.420×10−2,
I = 89◦, periapsis equal to 965.01 km and apoapsis
equal to 1033.37 km. The periapsis offset was ≈
3.5% and the inclination ≈ 1.11%, with a velocity
increment ∆V = 8.31× 10−3 km/s.

Comparing all maneuvers performed for e =
10−4, it is possible to observe that the best maneu-
ver is (m5). The ∆V of 8.31× 10−3 km/s is much
smaller for the number of days of life. Compared
to the other maneuvers, (mP ) for example, if two
maneuvers (m5) are performed, the orbit can have
a lifetime of up to 374 days with 2×∆V equal to
1.662×10−2 km/s. While two maneuvers (mP ), we
will have a lifetime of ≈ 534 days but a total ∆V
of 1.052× 10−1 km/s, almost 6 times higher than
the total ∆V used in (m5). If we do six maneuvers
at the point of the maneuver (m5), we would have
a longer lifetime and lower fuel consumption. This
comparison holds for the other maneuvers as well.

The following discussions are for calculating
∆V for e = 10−3. Since the results are closer to
the case presented for e = 10−4, we will omit
the figure with the projections of the maneuvering
points. As in the previous case, six points in the
orbit were chosen to carry out the maneuver. In
this case, the orbital duration time was 313 days.

The m1 maneuver took place with a duration
of 304.44 days, 8.56 days before the collision. For
this maneuver, a periapsis of 825.18 km was con-
sidered, 17.4% smaller than its initial value, and
an apoapsis of 1157 km, almost 15% larger than
the value before the decay. The other initial condi-
tions were: a = 9.999× 102 km, e = 1.747× 10−1,
I = 87.9◦. The value of ∆V was approximately
4.33 × 10−2 km/s. Comparing the value of ∆V
found for m1 in the previous case, it is noticed
that the values are very close, and the differences
are irrelevant.

For maneuver m2, we used the following initial
conditions: maneuver time of 295.15 days, almost
18 days before the collision. a = 9.996 × 102 km,
e = 1.396 × 10−1, I = 88.0◦, periapsis equal
to 860.10 km and apoapsis equal to 1139.22 km.
Regarding the variations of the parameters, we
had a decay of almost 14% in the periapsis and
2.2% for the inclination. With these initial condi-
tions, we found a ∆V of ≈ 3.43 × 10−2 km/s. As
in the previous maneuvers, the value of ∆V for
m2 is very close to that of ∆V found for the same
maneuver analyzed in the case e = 10−4.

In m3, the ∆V found was 2.54×10−2 km/s, in
a time of 282.04 days, which preceded 30.96 days
of the collision. At this point, the orbit has a
semi-major axis of 9.990 × 102 km, eccentricity
1.041× 10−1, and inclination equal to 88.2◦, with
a periapsis variation of 10.4% and apoapsis with
an increase of almost 10.2%. The maneuver m3

also has a similar value to the one analyzed for
e = 10−4. For m4, the value of ∆V found was
≈ 1.68× 10−2 km/s for a lifetime of 264.93 days.
In these maneuvers, the periapsis had a decay of
almost 7% and an inclination of ≈ 1.5%. Peri-
apsis is equal to 930.03 km, apoapsis is equal to
1069.74 km, and eccentricity is equal to 6.986 ×
10−2. For the same maneuver analyzed in 10−4,
we can say that the values of ∆V are closer.

The initial conditions for the orbital transfer
for m5 were considered: a = 9.989 × 102 km, e =
3.388 × 10−2, I = 88.9◦, periapsis at 965.05˜km
and apoapsis at 1032.76 km. The results showed
that ∆V = 8.01 × 10−3 km/s, a decay of ≈ 3.4%
from the periapsis and ≈ 1.22% for inclination and
a lifetime of 234.19 days, almost 79 days before
the collision.

Carrying out a similar analysis to the one made
for e = 10−4, this time between m5 and m1, we
note that the maneuver m5 is the most viable of
all. While m5 spent 8.01× 10−3 km/s to perform
a maneuver after 234 days of life, m1 spent 4.33×
10−2 km/ s for 304.44 days of life. If we do two
maneuvers m5, we will have the probe in orbit
for 468.38 days spending a total ∆V of 1.602 ×
10−2 km/s. In the case of two maneuvers m1, the
total ∆V would be 8.66 × 10−2 km/s for a little
more than 608 days of life, almost 5.4 times greater
than the ∆V used for two maneuvers m5.

Graphically, the results shown for e = 10−2

are similar to those for e = 10−1, which we will
show below, and, for this reason, we omitted it
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here. For e = 10−2, the maneuver mP was per-
formed with a ∆V of 4.99×10−2 km/s. Compared
to the values of ∆V for mP in the cases for e
equal to 10−4 and 10−3, this value is slightly
lower, around 5%. In this maneuver, the periapsis
offset was 20.2%, and only 0.6% for the inclina-
tion. The other initial conditions used were: a =
9.988×102 km, e = 2.089×10−1, I = 89.4◦, apoap-
sis equal to 1207.00 km. The maneuver occurred
at 152.68 days, 0.5 days before the collision with
the central body.

In the case of m1, the maneuver time preceded
almost seven days of the collision (145.90 days),
with a decay of almost 17% at the periapsis
(825.01 km) and 1.2% in the inclination. The ∆V
needed to perform the transfer was ≈ 4.10 ×
10−2 km/s. The semi-major axis was 9.995 ×
102 km, eccentricity equal to 1.745 × 10−1 and
apoapsis equal to 1174.00 km. The maneuver m1

also has a slightly lower value than the maneuvers
analyzed in the previous cases, around 5%, for the
same periapsis.

The turnaround time for m2 was 135.00 days,
18 days before the end of the numerical inte-
gration. To perform this maneuver, a ∆V of ≈
2.92× 10−2 km/s was found. Comparing with the
∆V for the cases e = 10−4 and e = 10−3, ∆V
is now almost 15% smaller. The initial elliptical
orbit has a a = 9.991× 102 km, e = 1.389× 10−1,
I = 89.6◦, periapsis equal to 860.26 km ( ≈ 13%
less than the initial value) and apoapsis equal to
1137.90 km (≈ 13% greater than the initial value).

For the maneuver m3 performed approxi-
mately 30 days before the collision, the orbit
had the following initial conditions: a = 9.989 ×
102 km, e = 1.039 × 10−1, I = 89.5◦, periapsis
equal to 895.07 km, with a decay of almost 9% and
an apoapsis of 1102.80 km, almost 93 km greater
than its initial value. The total impulse in velocity
was ≈ 2.31×10−2 km/s. This value is almost 10%
less than the values of ∆V found in cases e = 10−4

and e = 10−3.
The maneuver represented in light blue, m4,

happened in 104.85 days. To find the increase
in velocity ∆V at this point, a periapsis with
a variation of 6% was considered. The inclina-
tion had a small variation, about 0.3%, until the
moment of the maneuver. With these initial con-
ditions, semi-major axis equal to 9.993× 102 km,
e = 6.931 × 10−2, I = 89.7◦, periapsis equal to
930.07 km and apoapsis equal to 1068.6 km, a ∆V

of 1.45× 10−2 km/s was found. This value is also
considerably smaller than the ones found for m4

in the previous cases.
The last maneuver, m5, for e = 10−2, was

performed after 74.11 days of life. The initial con-
ditions were: a = 9.999×102 km, e = 3.482×10−2,
I = 89.8◦, periapsis equal to 965.14 km with decay
of 2.5% and apoapsis equal to 1034.7 km. In this
case, the ∆V was 6.04× 10−3 km/s.

In all maneuvers performed for a final orbit
with eccentricity 10−2, the ∆V presented lower
values than those found for the same maneuvers
with e = 10−4 and e = 10−3. In terms of per-
centage, we can say that mP ≈ 5%, m1 ≈ 5%,
m2 ≈ 15%, m3 ≈ 9%, m4 between 15% and
17% and m5 between 25% and 27% smaller for
e = 10−2 compared to the previous cases.

Maneuver m5 appears, again, as the best
maneuver found. Here, we will compare this
maneuver with m2. Doing two maneuvers m5 will
give an orbit with a lifetime of approximately
148 days, with a total ∆V of 1.208 × 10−2 km/s.
However, doing two maneuvers m2, the orbit will
have a lifetime of 270 days using a total ∆V of
6.38× 10−2 km/s. Although the lifetime is longer
form2, the ∆V form5 is almost 5.2 times smaller.

Finally, we present in Figure 5 the results for
the maneuvers performed for e = 10−1. For this
case, we consider only four maneuvers, mP , m1,
m2, and m3. This choice is justified because the
initial periapsis of the orbits starts at 990 km, so
the points for maneuvers m4 (periapsis equal to
930 km) and m5 (periapsis equal to 965 km) are
not possible. The colors and points are the same
considered in the previous cases formP tom3. The
total integration time, in this case, was 52 days.

The mP maneuver was performed considering
a periapsis of 790 km and an apoapsis =1209.5 km.
We adopted semi-major equal to 9.998× 102 km,
e = 2.098×10−1 and I = 89.5◦. The total impulse
of 2.74×10−2 km/s was given almost a day before
the collision. At the time of the maneuver, the
periapsis offset was approximately 12.2% and 0
.55% for the inclination. Compared to the values
of ∆V analysed for mP in the previous cases, the
value found is 45% smaller than the value found
for e = 10−2, almost 48% smaller for e = 10−3

and for e = 10−4.
In the case of m1, the increase in velocity was

given almost eight days before the collision, in
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Fig. 5 Projection of orbital positions for four maneuvers
performed (mP , m1, m2 and m3) for e = 10−1 (at the
top). Variation of orbital elements e and I and periapsis
radius as a function of lifetime and maneuvering time (at
the bottom). Initial conditions: a = 1000 km, e = 10−1,
I = 90◦, ω = Ω = 0◦. Simulation time equal to 52 days.

42.12 days. The value of ∆V = 1.84×10−2 km/s is
approximately 55% smaller than the value found
for the case e = 10−2, 57% smaller for e = 10−3

and 57.6% smaller for e = 10−4. For this trans-
fer, the value a of the orbit was 9.994 × 102 km,
e = 1.744 × 10−1, I = 89.5◦, periapsis equal
to 825.07 km, apoapsis equal to 1173.7 km and
maneuver time 42.12 days.

The time to perform the maneuver m2 was
30.46 days, a little more than 21 days before the
collision. The value of ∆V used to perform the
orbit transfer was ≈ 9.81×10−3 km/s. At the time
of the maneuver, the initial orbit had a periap-
sis of 860.0 km, 4.44% variation about its initial
value. The value of a equal to 1.0 × 103 km,
e = 1.399 × 10−1, I = 89.9◦ and apoapsis of
1140.0 km, almost 4% higher than its initial value.
The ∆V used in this maneuver is significantly

smaller than those found for m2 in the previous
cases. Compared to the maneuvers m2 performed
for the previous cases, this maneuver had a ∆V
71.5% and 71.4% lower compared to the cases
e = 10−4 and e = 10−3, respectively. For e = 10−2

this difference was 66.4% smaller.
The last maneuver (m3) for e = 10−1 had the

smallest value of ∆V found in relation to all ana-
lyzed cases, ≈ 1.19×10−3 km/s. The high value of
the eccentricity makes the collision with the cen-
tral body happen within a few days of integration,
so the maneuver is performed within a few days of
life. In this case, the transfer occurred with only
11.53 days of orbital duration. To perform this
maneuver, the following initial conditions were
considered, a = 9.998× 102 km, e = 1.048× 10−1,
I = 89.5◦, apoapsis equal to 895.0 km and an
apoapsis of 1104.0 km. As mentioned, this maneu-
ver had the lowest cost to transfer from one
elliptical orbit to another. Compared to the same
maneuver performed for e = 10−4, this maneu-
ver has a ∆V 95% smaller for e = 10−3 this
percentage is 95.3% and, 94.8% for e = 10−2.

Making two maneuvers mP will give a ∆V of
5.48×10−2 km/s and a little over 100 days of life.
Making two maneuvers m3 would give a ∆V of
2.38 × 10−3 km/s for ≈ 23 days. The cost of the
maneuver mP is much higher than m3, since the
∆V used in the maneuver with a few days of life
is 23 times smaller. Making another analysis of
mP with another maneuver, now m2, we confirm
that, for this case, m3 is also more economical.
To perform two maneuvers m2, the ∆V found is
≈ 1.962× 10−2 km/s to achieve a lifetime slightly
greater than 60 days. This value is eight times
greater than the ∆V of two maneuvers m3. Thus,
it is concluded that the best maneuver for e =
10−1 is m3.

The results discussed in this section were
essential to show the best conditions for perform-
ing maneuvers involving two coplanar elliptical
orbits. Our simulations showed that the most eco-
nomical maneuvers are those performed with little
variations of the orbital elements. In the figures
where the relationship between the variations of
these elements and the maneuver time is pre-
sented, it is evident that these maneuvers are the
most viable.

Another essential fact taken from the results
presented in this section is that the lower-cost
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Fig. 6 Fuel economy analysis of an orbital maneuver
through the (∆V/t) versus lifetime relationship. Minimum
value of (∆V/t) for all analyzed cases. a) Case studied for
e = 10−4. b) Case studied for e = 10−2. Initial conditions:
a = 1000 km, I = 90◦, ω = 0◦ and Ω = 0◦.

maneuvers are those for final orbits with eccen-
tricity equal to 10−2 and 10−1. The maneuvers
performed to reach a final orbit with these val-
ues of e showed low values of ∆V compared to
the other maneuvers performed for final orbits
with e equal to 10−4 and 10−3. The maneuvers
whose final destination was an orbit with e = 10−1

showed a value of ∆V up to 95% lower than
the maneuvers performed for the other values of
e analyzed. Furthermore, it is evident that the
maneuvers for final orbits with e = 10−3 and
e = 10−4 have very close ∆V . Thus, it is more
advantageous to carry out the transfer to a final
orbit with e = 10−3 since the lifetime for an orbit
with this eccentricity is greater, about 45 days
more for an orbit with e = 10−4. All parameters
used in performing the maneuvers discussed in this
section are shown in Table 3.

Another way of showing how economical a
maneuver is concerning the others is to evaluate

Table 3 Values of ∆V and initial conditions used in
carrying out the maneuvers mP , m1, m2 and m3 for final
values of eccentricity e = 10−1 and mP , m1, m2, m3, m4

and m5 for e = 10−2, e = 10−3 and e = 10−4. Tm is the
time the maneuver was performed and Tc is the collision
time.

ef ∆V (km/s) ai (km) ei Ii(
◦) rpi (km) rapi (km) Tm (Days) Tc (Days)

10−1

2.74× 10−2 (mP ) 9.998× 102 2.098× 10−1 89.5 790.0 1209.5 50.83

52
1.84× 10−2 (m1) 9.994× 102 1.744× 10−1 89.5 825.07 1173.7 42.12
9.81× 10−3 (m2) 1.0× 103 1.399× 10−1 89.9 860.0 1140.0 30.46
1.19× 10−3 (m3) 9.998× 102 1.048× 10−1 89.5 895.0 1104.0 11.53

10−2

4.99× 10−2 (mP ) 9.988× 102 2.089× 10−1 89.4 790.0 1207.0 152.68

153. 2

4.10× 10−2 (m1) 9.995× 102 1.745× 10−1 88.9 825.01 1174.0 145.9
2.92× 10−2 (m2) 9.991× 102 1.389× 10−1 89.6 860.26 1137.90 135.0
2.31× 10−2 (m3) 9.989× 102 1.039× 10−1 89.5 895.07 1102.80 122.35
1.45× 10−2 (m4) 9.993× 102 6.931× 10−2 89.7 930.07 1068.60 104.85
6.04× 10−3 (m5) 9.999× 102 3.482× 10−2 89.8 965.14 1034.70 74.110

10−3

5.23× 10−2 (mP ) 9.988× 102 2.089× 10−1 87.6 790.15 1207.56 312.57

313

4.33× 10−2 (m1) 9.999× 102 1.747× 10−1 87.9 825.18 1174.67 304.44
3.43× 10−2 (m2) 9.996× 102 1.396× 10−1 88.0 860.10 1139.22 295.15
2.54× 10−2 (m3) 9.99× 102 1.041× 10−1 88.2 895.0 1103.01 282.04
1.68× 10−2 (m4) 9.998× 102 6.986× 10−2 88.6 930.03 1069.74 264.93
8.01× 10−3 (m5) 9.989× 102 3.388× 10−2 88.9 965.05 1032.76 234.19

10−4

5.26× 10−2 (mP ) 9.993× 102 2.094× 10−1 87.7 790.0 1208.59 267.26

268.536

4.34× 10−2 (m1) 9.989× 102 1.74× 10−1 88.3 825.09 1172.88 259.87
3.45× 10−2 (m2) 9.991× 102 1.392× 10−1 88.5 860.01 1138.35 248.59
2.56× 10−2 (m3) 9.988× 102 9.97× 10−2 88.9 895.0 1103.21 234.86
1.7× 10−2 (m4) 9.996× 102 6.951× 10−2 88.8 930.16 1069.15 218.20
8.31× 10−3 (m5) 9.991× 102 3.42× 10−2 89.0 965.01 1033.37 187.40

the ∆V spent per day to perform the maneuver
(∆V/t) as a function of the lifetime. This analy-
sis is shown in previous works such as [7] to find
better points for carrying out orbital maneuvers
of vehicles around natural satellites. For example,
figure 6 shows this relationship as a function of a
lifetime for some values of the eccentricities.

Figure 6 shows the amount of fuel per day that
a maneuver requires to correct the position of an
orbit. The figure also presents a minimum value
of ∆V/t; however, it is necessary to analyze the
feasibility of this value as a function of the number
of days of lifetime.

In Figure 6a, where e = 10−4, the best values
are found in a range of 20-100 days. In 25 days, a
minimum value of 2.47×10−6 km/(s.day) is found.
At this point, the ∆V is 6.19× 10−5 km/s. With
12 maneuvers like this, we already achieve the
same lifetime as the maneuver mP performed one
day before the collision and with a much smaller
minimum fuel expenditure.

In this case, for e = 10−3, the orbital duration
is longer, causing the variation of orbital elements
to be slower. Thus, the minimum ∆V/t value is
found in a range of 25-150 days, more precisely in
95 days. This value of 1.37 × 10−7 km/(s.day) is
equivalent to a ∆V of 1.31× 10−5 km/s, as in the
previous case, which is the best ∆V in terms of
lifetime. Only a few maneuvers with this value are
necessary to increase in lifetime significantly.

In the analysis presented in Figure 6b, for
e = 10−2, the smallest values of ∆V/t are seen for
a few days of integration. Due to the high eccen-
tricity value, the minimum values of ∆V/t are
around 5 to 40 days. In 20 days, we have the small-
est value, 5.76 × 10−6 km/(s.day). At this point,
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∆V is 1.15×10−4 km/s. Comparing the ∆V found
for the maneuver mP made days before the colli-
sion and the ∆V related to the highlighted point
in Figure 6b, it is much more feasible to make sev-
eral maneuvers with the minimum value than to
perform the maneuver days before the collision.
Making eight maneuvers of 1.15× 10−4 km/s, we
achieve the orbital duration of the maneuver mP ,
using much less fuel.

For e = 10−1 in this figure, it is possible to note
that ∆V/t behaves similarly to those presented in
the previous cases. The minimum value found is
1.82×10−5 km/(s.day), in five days of integration.
The related ∆V is 9.11 × 10−5 km/s, and in this
case, it is also the best ∆V value for this case.

4 Maneuvers to correct the
periapsis argument ω

Recently, [3, 4, 7] presented a study showing that
values different from zero for the argument of peri-
apsis (ω) and the longitude of the ascending node
(Ω) are essential to increase the lifetime of an
orbit. These works also present values of (ω) and
(Ω) capable of prolonging the orbital lifetime. In
[6, 13], maneuver models for correcting changes
in the argument of periapsis are proposed. These
maneuvers are essential because they ensure that
this angle remains close to the values found in the
regions of the most extended orbital lifetime and
thus prolong the duration of the orbit.

Depending on the initial parameters consid-
ered for launching a spacecraft, the argument of
periapsis may not be located in the desired geo-
graphic position, and therefore corrections become
necessary.

Figure 7 shows the rotation of an ellipse by an
angle θ, which also represents the variation of ω.

Fig. 7 Rotation of an elliptical orbit by an angle θ. θ is
also the ω value to be corrected in the maneuver.

If it is desired to change the periapsis argument
by a value θ without changing the semi-major
axis a and the eccentricity e, the maneuver must
be performed in the plane of the orbit. The
realization of a maneuver like this is given by [14]:

∆V = 2

√
µ

a(1− e2)
e sin

(
θ

2

)
(19)

where a is the semi-major axis, e is the eccen-
tricity, θ is the desired change in the argument of
periapsis, P is the common point of the two orbits,
the initial orbit and the orbit to be occupied after
the maneuver, and ∆V is the total velocity to be
added to the orbit to correct ω. However, it is
important to note that equation 19 is only valid
for constant values of a and e, which becomes
ineffective for high values of these parameters.

Given the above, values of ∆V will be calcu-
lated for some cases of variation in the argument
of periapsis. To effectively use equation 19, ∆V
will be calculated over a time interval where vari-
ations in the semi-major axis and eccentricity are
tiny. For the cases analyzed in this work, the best
time to perform the periapsis argument correction
maneuver would be within 50 days, after which the
periapsis argument will have undergone significant
changes, as well as the eccentricity [6]. Therefore,
∆V will be calculated at a point before or within
50 days and the final desired orbits will have the
same eccentricity values analyzed in the previous
section (ef = 10−4, 10−3, 10−2, 10−1).

For an orbit with a final eccentricity of 10−4,
a = 1000 km, I = 90◦, and ω = Ω = 0◦, the
semi-major axis suffers a small variation during
the whole integration, around 1 km. However, the
eccentricity increases around 80 days, and then
the maneuver will be performed in 50 days. When
the orbit reaches this lifetime, its parameters are
the semi-major axis 9.997 × 102 km, e = 9.7 ×
10−4, θ = 2.32×102 degrees (variation of periapsis
argument). Considering these parameters, a ∆V
of 1.92× 10−3 km/s is obtained.

For ef = 10−3, the other initial conditions are
the same as for e = 10−4. In this case, the semi-
major axis also has a slight variation, around 1
km. Although the eccentricity remains very low
until around 100 days of integration, the periapsis
argument has a high variation, so the maneuver
will be performed at 50 days. At 50 days, the orbit
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has a semi-major axis of 9.99× 102 km, an eccen-
tricity of 8.6 × 10−4, and θ equals 8.0 degrees.
Therefore, the ∆V for this point in the orbit was
5.85 × 10−5 km/s. In the previous section, the
results indicated that the most viable maneuver
would be for an orbit with e equal to 10−3, since
orbits with this eccentricity have a longer useful
life and remain with their elements with low vari-
ation for a long period. This is also shown here,
as ∆V = 5.85× 10−5 km/s is a considerable value
for such a maneuver.

The best interval for performing the maneuver
for ef = 10−2 is up to 20 days. In this time, the
orbit has a semi-major axis of 9.99 × 102 km, an
eccentricity of 1.23× 10−2, θ equal to 22 degrees,
and thus, ∆V = 2.29 × 10−3 km/s. The initial
parameters are the same as those used in the
previous cases.

In the case of ef = 10−1, since the initial eccen-
tricity is very high, the best interval for maneuver
execution is up to 8 days. The semi-major axis
and the eccentricity within this interval show lit-
tle variations from their initial values, remaining
almost constant. Thus, any point within this inter-
val can have its values used in equation 19 to
calculate the desired ∆V . For example, with eight
days of integration, the semi-major axis is 9.99×
102 km, the eccentricity is 1.0 × 10−1, θ = 1.8◦,
and thus the ∆V required is 6.68× 10−3 km/s.

The results presented in this section demon-
strate a maneuver’s feasibility to correct the
periapsis argument. The ∆Vs found for different
eccentricities suggest that the most viable maneu-
ver is for an orbit with e equal to 10−3, since the
value found for this case is of the order of 10−5

km/s. In this case, it would require approximately
0.058 m/s to correct only 1◦ of variation in the
argument of periapsis.

In addition, we have shown that, as presented
in the previous section, maneuvers are more effec-
tive when performed with a short duration of the
orbit.

A summary of the entire discussion in this
section is presented in Table 4.

In Figure 8 we provide a representation of a
maneuver with one of the best values of ∆V , its
initial orbit (black line), transfer ellipse (red line)
and the desired final elliptical orbit (green). Val-
ues for performing this maneuver are provided in
Table 3 and in the description of the figure.

Table 4 Values of ∆V and initial conditions used in
carrying out the maneuvers to correct the variation of the
periapsis argument (θ = ω). Where Tm is the time to
perform the maneuver and ef is the exectricity of the
intended final orbit.

ef ∆V (km/s) ai (km) ei θ = ω(◦) Tm (Days)
e = 10−1 6.68× 10−3 9.99× 102 1.0× 10−1 1.8 8
e = 10−2 2.29× 10−3 9.99× 102 1.23× 10−2 22 20
e = 10−3 5.85× 10−5 9.99× 102 8.6× 10−4 8 50
e = 10−4 1.92× 10−3 9.997× 102 9.7× 10−4 232 50

Fig. 8 Representation of a maneuver using a minimum
∆V equal to 8.01×10−3. Initial conditions: a = 9.989×102

km, ei = 3.388× 10−2, Ii = 88.9◦.

5 Final Comments

In this work, we present a study of maneuvers
for high inclination. To investigate which orbit
gives a more significant variation over its orbital
duration, we consider four initial inclinations 60◦,
70◦, 80◦ and 90◦, with final orbit radii between
1000-2000 km.

Our results showed that orbits with an initial
inclination of 70◦ presented a greater deflection
than the other inclinations. We also observed that
the best maneuvers were found for smaller orbit
radii, between 1000-1050 km. We found a mini-
mum ∆V of 5.4× 10−05 km/s for all inclinations.

We also presented a set of simulations for
maneuvers between two coplanar elliptical orbits,
with final eccentricities of 10−4, 10−3, 10−2, and
10−1. We consider a few points in the orbit to com-
pare the feasibility of one maneuver another, with
six points for the values of e = 10−4, e = 10−3,
and e = 10−2, and three points for e = 10−1.

This set of simulations showed that maneuvers
carried out within a few days of life were more
economical than those carried out near collision.
These results are confirmed by analyzing the ∆V/t
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ratio, which showed that the velocity per maneu-
ver time was indeed lower for orbits with a few
days of duration and, consequently, with a lower
variation of the orbital elements.

Finally, we present an option for a maneuver
capable of correcting the argument of periapsis
variation. We calculate the ∆V at the points
of interest. Our results corroborate the previous
results showing that maneuvers carried out within
a few days of integration are more feasible than
those carried out near collision.
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