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The optimized orbit transfer of a space vehicle, revolving initially around the primary, in
a similar orbit to that of the Earth around the Sun, in an elliptic trajectory, to another
similar elliptic orbit of an adequate outer planet is studied in this paper. We assume
the elements of the initial orbit to be that of the Earth, and the elements of the final
orbit to be that of an outer adequate planet, Mars for instance. We consider the case
of two impulse generalized Hohmann non coplanar orbits. We need noncoplanar (plane
change) maneuvers mainly because: 1) a launch-site location restricts the initial orbit
inclination for the vehicle; 2) the direction of the launch can influence the amount of
velocity the booster must supply, so certain orientations may be more desirable; and 3)
timing constraints may dictate a launch window that isn’t the best, from which we must
make changes[3]. We used the Lagrange multipliers method to get the optimum of the
total minimum energy required AV , by optimizing the two plane change angles a; and
ag, where a is the plane change at the first instantaneous impulse at peri-apse, and ag
the plane change at the second instantaneous thrust at apo—apse. We adopt the case of
Earth — Mars, as a numerical example.

Keywords: orbital mechanics, elliptic Hohmann transfer with plane change, optimization
problem, Lagrange multipliers.
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1. Introduction

Walter Hohmann (1925), proposed a theory which suggested the minimum change
in velocity transfer could be achieved between coplanar circular and elliptic orbits by
using two tangential burns (two impulse) [1]. As for the derivations of the velocity
change requirements AVi, AV, and transfer time, we can draw a graph which

illustrates total energy/satellite mass as a function of orbit period P = 2”\;;/2 that

means a plot of & versus (%) a®/? Plotted results are extensively established

[1], [2]. For classical Hohmann transfer if 72(15.58r2)r1 is not satisfied, then the
Hohmann transfer is no longer optimal. For these conditions Bi—elliptic transfers
are always more economical in propellant than Hohmann transfer configurations [1],
[3]. The Hohmann transfer is a relatively simple maneuver, especially the classical
model. It may be simplified or complicated easily, and we may encounter very
difficult situations. This can be easily seen from the literature of orbit transfer [4].
There exist four feasible Hohmann configurations according to the coincidence of
peri-apse and apo-apse of the three ellipses. We consider the first of them [5],[6].
Radius or major axis change, in the process of orbit transfer may be coupled by a
plane change for the circular or elliptic orbit transfer. This is an important practical
procedure. The optimal two impulse transfer that satisfy these conditions is the
Hohmann transfer, with split plane change. The first AV} thrust not only produces
a transfer ellipse but also induce a rotation of the orbital plane. At the second
impulse, a second tilt is induced as well as the production of the final elliptic orbit.
An engine firing in the out-of plane direction is required for the change of plane.
The point of firing becomes a point in the new orbit, and the burn point becomes
the intersection of the current orbit and the desired orbit. Definitely, we should
perform plane change in the smartest way, since it is fuel expensive, anyway you
do them. Even without the examination of the specific equations, planning a space
mission, reduces to a problem of geometry, timing, mechanics of orbital motion,
and a lot of common sense.

2. Method and results

In this article we investigate the generalized Hohmann orbit transfer with split—
plane change. We take into account, the first configuration, where the apo—apse of
the transfer orbit coincides with the apo—apse of the final orbit, and the peri—apse
of the initial and the transfer orbit are coincident], Fig. 1.

AV; produces at peri—apse of initial orbit, a transfer ellipse as well as a plane change
aq. Similarly at apo-apse, AV5, rotates the orbit plane through an angle as = 0—ay,
and designs the final elliptic orbit as shown in Fig. 1.

From Fig. 1, we notice that:

ri1=a1(l—e1)=ar(l—erp)

r2:a2(1—|—62):aT(1—|—eT)
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where:

1 1
Vi, = [n(l+el) Vi, = [ (1 +er)
1 1
1-— 1-—
Vi = [n(l—er) Vi, = [ (1 —e)
T2 T2
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The increments of velocities at peri—apse and apo—apse of the elliptic transfer orbit
is given by [6]:

2

AVZ = rﬂ (1+e)+ (1+er) —T—'u (I+e1)(1+er)cosay (3)
1 1
2

AVE = el (I—e)+(1—er) — hiad (1 —e2)(1—er)cosas (4)
72 T2

Let:
A=Pa1e) B=E@atep
81 1
_ P — Py

C= s (1 —e9) D 7”2 (1—ep)

AVr = AVy + AV,
(5)
1/2 1/2
:<A+B—2\/AB cosa1> +(C’+D—2\/C'D cosag)

Let 6 is arbitrary and given by 8§ = a3 + a3, and ep can be calculated from the
formulae:

To —T1
e =
r ro + 11
From the relation, [7]
inf/2
r9 sinf/ vy > (6)

i 1-2sin6/2

we get the value of #. Since r; and ry are known.

3. Lagrange multipliers method

We seek to minimize a function AVr(aq,as subject to 8 = a3 + as
The Lagrange function F' is constructed as [8]:

F (a1, a2,A\) = AVp(ag,as) — A0 (a1, az) (7)

where X is Lagrange multipliers.
The extreme points of the AVy and the Lagrange multipliers A satisfy:

. OF OF oF

Then, we have three equations in three unknowns, therefore we can get the values

of (al)opt., (Oéz)opt_, and then get (AVT)opt.
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4. Numerical results

For Earth — Mars subsystem, we have [9]:

a; = semi — major axis of Earth = 1 AU.

ag = semi — major axis of Mars = 1.5237 AU.

e; = eccentricity of Earth = 0.0167.

ey = eccentricity of Mars = 0.0934.

Using the relation (6), we find that § = 45.42 deg, from Eq. (7), and applying (8),
we find (a1),,, = 1.22 deg, and (a2),,, = 44.20 deg, Substitution in (5), we get
(AVy) . = 15 m/sec.

opt.

5. Discussion

The Hohmann transfer is an optimal two impulse transfer. We suppose that the
first increment at peri-apse AV7, not only produces a transfer elliptic orbit, but also
rotates the orbital plane by an optimal angle o;.

At apo—apse the second increment of velocity AVs will produce the trajectory
of the final elliptic orbit and rotates the orbit plane by an angle ay = 6 — ag.
We have AVyr = AV; + AV2. For the minimization of AVy we apply Lagrange
multipliers method to obtain the value of the optimized c; i.e. (aq)op:., whence
(02)opt = 0— (1) opt.- By substitution of (a1)ept., and (az)ept we can easily evaluate
(AVr)arin from Eq. (5) we notice that the first angle «; is less than the second
angle ao.

In this article we consider as a numerical example, the case of Earth — Mars sub-
system.
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Nomenclature

AV — increment of velocity at peri—apse impulse.
AV, — increment of velocity at apo—apse impulse.
AVp = AV + AVs.



16 Kamel, O. M., Soliman, A. S. and Amin, M.

1 — constant of gravitation.

a; — semi—major axis of initial orbit.
as — semi—major axis of final orbit.

ar — semi—major axis of transfer orbit.
e1 — eccentricity of initial orbit.

eo — eccentricity of final orbit.

er — eccentricity of transfer orbit.

r1 — initial radius (classical Hohmann).
ro — final radius (classical Hohmann).
a1 — plane change at peri-apse.

a9 — plane change at apo-apse.

0 = a1 + ag — total plane change.



