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Abstract. This paper describes three innovative concepts for a mobile lunar base.  These concept combine design research 
for habitat architecture, mobility systems, habitability, radiation protection, human factors, and living and working 
environments on the lunar surface.  The mobile lunar base presents several key advantages over conventional static base 
notions.  These advantages concern landing zone safety, the requirement to move modules over the lunar surface, and the 
ability to stage mobile reconnaissance with effective systemic redundancy.  All of these concerns lead to the consideration 
of a mobile walking habitat module and base design.  The key issues involve landing zone safety, the ability to transport 
habitat modules across the surface, and providing reliability and redundancy to exploration traverses in pressurized vehicles.  
With self-ambulating lunar base modules, it will be feasible to have each module separate itself from its retro-rocket thruster 
unit, and walk five to ten km away from the LZ to a pre-selected site.  These mobile modules can operate in an autonomous 
or teleoperated mode to navigate the lunar surface.  At the site of the base, the mobile modules can combine together; make 
pressure port connections among themselves, to create a multi-module pressurized lunar base. 

 

INTRODUCTION 
 
The mobile lunar base presents several advantages over conventional static base notions.  These advantages concern 
landing zone safety, the requirement to move modules over the lunar surface, and the ability to stage mobile 
reconnaissance with effective systemic redundancy.  All of these concerns lead to the consideration of a mobile 
habitat module and base design.  The key issues that the design of a mobile base must resolve include automated 
assembly and deployment, the configuration and methods for connecting modules, radiation protection and mission 
duration.  The principal advantage of the stationary base is that it affords the build-up of infrastructure and resources 
in one location, which can lead to economies of scale and of agglomeration, without added the transportation costs 
of making it all mobile.  One leading prospect of infrastructure build-up is to provide radiation shielding by burying 
the modules under 1 meter or more of lunar regolith. 
 

Landing Zone 
 
The landing zone (LZ) poses the problem that once a habitat lands on the moon, it is not prudent to land another 
vehicle within several kilometers because of safety concerns from ejecta in a normal landing and in case of an 
explosive failure on impact.  Therefore, if the lunar mission intends to create a well-established approach range and 
LZ, it is necessary to move the landed habitats and payloads well away from the LZ, much in the manner that 
aircraft taxi off the runway after landing at an airport.  So what is the best way to move the module?    
 

Exploration Mobility Approaches 
 
A further advantage of the mobile lunar base concerns exploration traverses of the lunar surface. The conventional 
model of exploration is that a crew of two or more astronauts travel in a pressurized or unpressurized rover to a 
remote site, perform an EVA, collect some rock, soil and regolith samples, and then return to the base.  An 
unpressurized rover is limited to a traverse measured in hours.  If the rover is pressurized, then the crew can make a 
longer traverse, under some scenarios lasting days (sols) or weeks.  
 

admin
2004
American
Institute
of
Physics
0-7354-0171-3/04/$22.00

admin
CP699,

admin
Space
Technology
and
Applications
International
Forum–STAIF
2004,

admin
edited
by
M.S.
El-Genk

admin
845



 

  
 

 

Reliability, Redundancy and Availability 
 
The problem with this conventional rover scenario is one of reliability and redundancy.  If the rover should 
experience a failure that prevents its return to base or that otherwise compromises safety or is life threatening, how 
will other astronauts at the lunar base rescue them?  The usual answer is to have a second rover that can perform the 
rescue.  But what if it runs into a problem too – the same or a different problem?  Well, that means a third rover.  
Following this chain of reasoning, fairly soon, most or all of the landed mass resources of the lunar mission becomes 
devoted to ensuring the safety of a pressurized traverse mission. 
 
So, why not make the entire base mobile, so that all the resources, reliability and redundancy of the lunar mission 
move with the exploration crew?  This approach means that the laboratory facility will travel with the explorers, 
affording them the capability to conduct complex and sophisticated scientific assays and analyses on site, without a 
need to return to the base.  Once the lunar exploration concept transcends the convention of a rover as a delivery 
truck for rocks, vast new potentialities open up.  The Mobile Lunar base allows the explorers to bring the base to the 
sites of scientific interest to make the most complete investigation, without the severe constraints and limitations to 
traverses and EVA sortie time.  A further advantage of the Mobile Base system is availability.  With the versatility 
of the Mobile Base approach, it is possible to land new mobile modules with new equipment, supplies or logistical 
support in the path of the moving ensemble.  These new units could then join the “wagon train” to continue on the 
journey, or simply provide a cache of supplies for the crew to pick up along the way (Cohen, 2003). 
 

“WAGON TRAIN” CONCEPTS 
 
The “Wagon Train” was an American pioneering technique in which a group of ox-drawn Conestoga wagons 
traveled together in line.  When they stopped for the night, they would “circle the wagons” to form a temporary base 
cluster.  Three concepts draw upon various aspects of the wagon train paradigm:  the Lunar Rover Complex, the 
Habot and the Mobitat. 
 

 
 

FIGURE 1.  Frassanito’s Lunar Rover Base complex, 1993 (Courtesy of NASA-Johnson Space Center). 

 

Frassanito’s Lunar Rover Complex, 1993 
 
The industrial designer John Frassanito provided many of the design images for the NASA Mars Design Reference 
Mission (Hoffman, Kaplan, 1997), and the studies that lead up to it (Weaver, Duke, 1993).  One offshoot of these 
studies was a concept for a lunar base formed by a group of several independent lunar rovers.  In this concept, the 
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rovers would travel together as individual units “wagon train” style.  At a likely site they would join together to 
form a temporary base. FIGURE 1 illustrates this concept.  There is a central “core module” with two lateral 
docking ports on either side.  At the end showing in the picture is an EVA airlock exiting to a deployable platform 
and stair.  The driver’s position is presumably at the distal end of the core module, although perhaps it could be 
towed.  The two modules docked on each side of the core would “back into” the docking ports.  The driver’s station 
appears on the right as a large gold-coated lens.  While the pressurized modules are docked together, they afford a 
continuous atmosphere among the three vehicles.  While the rovers are docked, the crew would employ the small, 
unpressurized rover on the left for local mobility. 
 

 
 
FIGURE 2.  Pat Rawlings’ Rendering of the “Habot” Mobile Lunar Base Concept (courtesy of John Mankins, NASA HQ, and 
Neville Marzwell, Jet Propulsion Laboratory). 

 

Mankins’ Habot  
 
John Mankins introduced the Habitat Robot concept, “Habot,” in 2000 as a radical departure from traditional lunar 
base studies.  The strongest attribute of the Habot is its “small is beautiful” emphasis.  The Habot modules land on 
six articulated legs, and then takes double advantage of the legs by using them to walk away robotically from the 
landing zone.  The pressure vessels are hexagonal insofar as they require three cross-axes separated equally at 60° of 
arc.  They cluster together automatically to form a temporary base.  The possible module size ranges from about 3 to 
5m diameter.  The crew arrive and depart the surface of the moon in a separate Descent/Ascent vehicle that may 
share some hardware commonality with the Habot units, but is optimized for transporting the crew through cislunar 
space, landing and taking off from the lunar surface. With self-ambulating lunar base modules, it would be feasible 
to have each module separate itself from its retro-rocket thruster unit, and walk five to ten km away from the LZ to a 
pre-selected site.  These walking modules can operate in an autonomous or teleoperated mode to navigate the lunar 
surface.  At the site of the base, the walking modules can combine together; make pressure port connections among 
themselves, to create a multi-module pressurized lunar base.  FIGURE 2 presents an artist’s rendering of the Habot 
concept, showing both a hexagonal Habot cluster base, and Habot rovers moving about the lunar surface, driven by 
astronauts.  A peculiar power source appears in the form of the cylinders mounted atop each Habot, which mount 
photovoltaic cells to provide power during the 14 sol lunar day.  With exposed joints, the articulated legs would be 
vulnerable to dust and grit in the mechanisms, so the legs would need to be covered with dust-tight “stockings” 
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Lai and Howe’s Mobitat 
 
Inspired by the Habot concept, Prof. A. Scott Howe and his student Lai Yip Hung at the University of Hong Kong 
conceived of the Mobitat as a way to integrate existing automated and robotic construction technologies with a lunar 
surface habitat (Lai and Howe, 2003).  In the Mobitat scheme, each habitat module lands with a kind of integrated 
gantry crane. This “crane” carries the descent rocket engines. FIGURE 3 shows a Mobitat folded in descent 
configuration.   The crane transports the habitat module; deposits it at the mobile base site and can assemble a 
cluster of the habitats. FIGURE 4 shows the Mobitat in deployed configuration for movement on the lunar surface.  
One crane could carry many pressure vessel units to the base.  However, since each Mobitat lands with an integrated 
crane, this strategy might soon lead to a surplus of mobile cranes without their pressure vessel units.  Although this 
crane is designed to handle extremely rough terrain, it is probably too massive relative to the habitat pressure vessel 
to fulfill the Habot concept.  It is probably too large even to allow the berthing together of a ring of habitats while 
still attached to the habitats.  However, it should be possible to redesign this schematic for the mobile crane to be 
smaller, lower and to drop the descent engines after landing. 
 

  
 
FIGURE 3. Mobitat Folded in Descent 
Configuration (by permission of A. Scott Howe). 

 
FIGURE 4.  Mobitat Deployed to Transport Habitat Module 
(by permission of A. Scott Howe). 

 

Discussion 

Each of these three concepts for “Wagon Train” mobile lunar bases presents important advantages and 
disadvantages.  Each, in its own way, points to a particular design strategy, all of them valid within certain 
parameters and requirements.  Frassanito’s Lunar Rover Complex’s strength is that it makes the best use of 
“existing” technologies for wheeled vehicles.  Frassanito’s major weakness is that the ability to expand the mobile 
base is limited generally by the geometry and dimensions of the rovers themselves – the number of berthing ports 
are proportional to the length of the central berthing and EVA module.  Mankin’s Habot’s strength lies in making 
the best use of the articulated legs that are essential for a controlled, soft landing.  The Habot’s weakness is that such 
a hexagonal plan, hexapod walking system does not appear to exist yet, and if it did, it would have serious issues of 
keeping the pressure vessel level and stable while walking.  Lai and Howe’s Mobitat offers the advantage of the 
most advanced thinking about integrating the mobility system with the mobile habitat through all phases of the 
mission.   However, the Mobitat’s weakness is that to achieve this integration and concomitant flexibility, the 
mobility system is much too big.  Beyond the major strengths and weaknesses each of these three mobile lunar base 
concepts present interesting design ideas and even details that shall be the subject of further analysis. 
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KEY HABOT PARAMETERS 
 
The fundamental idea is that the Habot is a combination of a human habitat and a robot.  The Habot lands 
autonomously on the Moon on a set of articulated legs.  The Habot then uses those legs or wheels mounted on the 
legs to move itself away from the designated landing zone so that more Habots can land.  Once enough Habots 
arrive to form the lunar base, they cluster together at a site of scientific or technical interest, and make the vital 
connections for pressurized access.  
 

Robotic Habitat Deployment and Verification 
 
The basic issue that the Habot addresses  -- more than any of the previous concepts – is how to best use the cost and 
effort of very expensive crew time on the lunar or planetary surface. Gordon Woodcock of Boeing led a notable 
study on the use of lunar surface robotics that took into consideration what were the best uses for humans and for 
robots (Woodcock et al., 1990).  Race, Criswell and Rummel (2003) posed the question this way: “Can a habitat be 
deployed or built robotically on the surface and its operational readiness be fully verified prior to sending humans 
there?” 
 
Once enough mobile base units arrive to form the lunar base, they cluster together at a site of scientific or technical 
interest, and make the vital connections for pressurized access, communications, data, life support, etc. After these 
modules have completed joining together to form the lunar base, it becomes possible for the first lunar expedition 
crew to arrive.  After the crew completes their mission at that particular site, they return to the Earth, in a separate, 
dedicated vehicle.  In the following weeks or months, the mobile units separate from one another, and move across 
the lunar surface to a new location of scientific interest, and a second crew arrives.  It is also possible for the crew to 
travel with the mobile base units.  The crewmembers will also use individual mobile units as pressurized rovers to 
explore the lunar environment.  In FIGURE 2 the articulated legs carry manipulator devices that can pick up rocks. 
A hexagonal cluster appears in the middle ground at the right. 
 

Mission Activities 
 
John Mankins (2000, 2001) describes the character of a mobile lunar base mission. In his “notional” concept, the 
Habot mission baseline would be 100 sols with the capability of supporting six crewmembers for that duration.  
(where the term sol refers to a 24 hour Earth day, such that a lunar day would be 28 sols).  However, the analysis for 
this section takes a different approach.  Within the baseline 100 days, the nominal Habot mission would for a crew 
of four astronauts to spend two complete lunar day/ night cycles – 56 sols – on the lunar surface, with a planned 8-
sol margin for a total planned mission duration range of 64 sols.  The 36 additional sols would constitute a reserve 
capacity.   In Mankins’ construct, the Habot infrastructure should serve a baseline of 10 crews rotating through the 
Habot base, each time in a different location on the lunar surface, for a total of 1000 sols of occupancy, which 
approaches the overall time necessary for a human Mars mission.  This baseline implies a total productive 
occupancy of 560 sols with a total planned margin of 80 sols.   Total reserve would be 360 sols.  Of course, in the 
event that the crew had a problem lifting off from the Moon, it would be possible to resupply them from the Earth, 
almost anywhere on the moon. 
 
This initial phase of the Mobile Lunar Base study is considering crew sizes from 2 to 8 crewmembers for the 
purpose of assessing the relationship between crew size and productivity.  These crewmembers would occupy and 
utilize several mobile modules.  The lesson of the International Space Station is quite dramatic:  with three crew 
members on board, they spend almost all their time just maintaining and operating the station, with very little time – 
minutes per day, really – to perform science.   The Mobile Lunar Base study includes a detailed study of crew time 
for this range of crew sizes to analyze the affects of the skill mix and required “overhead” activities upon 
prospective crew productivity.  During the lunar day, the crew will conduct the exploration portion of the mission.  
This study relies upon Nash et al. (1989) to provide a baseline for exploration capabilities required.  During the lunar 
day, the Habot units will make maximum utility of their walking capability.  Thus the Habot units will move 
separately across the lunar terrain, meeting and docking as necessary for various crew operations and procedures. As 
the lunar day approaches its end, the Habots will cluster together and dock, creating a continuous pressurized 
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habitable environment. During the lunar night, the crew will stay primarily in this united lunar base, and pursue 
work that they can perform in the laboratories. 
 

Preliminary Mass Budget
 
The original concept for the Habot aimed for a mass budget per unit of 3 to 5 mTons. This mass limit would be very 
convenient for launch by existing conventional expendable rockets.  However, as a preliminary analysis the 5 mTon 
mass budget per unit has small margin and overall is extremely tight for a nominal 100-sol mission by the crew of 4.  
A more realistic Habot mass budget baseline may be closer to 10 mTon (10,000kg), separate from the descent 
engine unit. TABLE 1 presents a preliminary mass budget for this Habot unit, working with the range of masses that 
Mankins envisions.  These bounding values appear in the top line for the pressurized habitat and its contents, 
including outfitting.  However, these mass values are simply too small to provide the complete system for one Habot 
with a crew of 4 over 100 days.   The lines below the pressurized habitat indicate the additional elements that would 
be needed. 
 
TABLE 1.  Preliminary Habot Mass Budget. 

 
This analysis leads away from the traditional approach to the mass and capacity question: How many crewmembers 
can this Habot support and sustain on the lunar mission?  Because of the modularity of the Habot
system it leads to a different formulation of the question:  How many Habots will be necessary to support the 
required crew?  The next question is: What is the optimal distribution of equipment, supplies and mass among these 
several Habot units?   The answer to this second question will demand a very detailed exercise in design 
optimization.   
 

Energy System 
 
The energy system incorporates several elements.  In FIGURE 2 showing the Habot, a cylindrical tower atop the 
module carries photovoltaic cells to provide constant “lifeline” power during the lunar day.  Atop this tower sits a 
parabolic dish antenna to receive beamed microwave or laser power. A possible back-up option for “lifeline” power 
would be to install a radio-thermal generator (RTG) at the base of the tower.  Safe disposal of spent nuclear fuel will 
be required to make this concept viable.   However, providing sufficient and reliable energy throughout the lunar 
day/night cycle remains one of the technological “tall poles” to make any mobile base concept succeed, and will 
demand much more research and development.  In addition to the Habot approaches to energy systems are two 
possible alternatives using beamed energy, proposed by Williams, et al., and by Cataldo. 
 

Component Min Mass, mTon Max Mass, mTon Remarks 
Pressurized Habitat: 
Pressure Vessel Structure, Life Support & 
Thermal Control, Habitability 
Accommodations, Operational Systems 

3.0 5.0 Habitat is fully pre-
integrated before 
launch. 

Exterior Protection 
Radiation Shielding, Thermal Protection, 
Micrometeoroid Protection 

2.0 2.8 Exterior protection is a 
multi-function system. 

Mobility System 
Habot “Unibody” consisting of Base frame, 6 
legs, motors and mechanisms.       

.8 1.0 Mobility system 
requires much further 
study. 

Energy Systems 
Solar Cells, batteries, SSP/”Powerbot” 
Microwave Antenna, Possible RTG 

.5 .8 Energy system requires 
a system and 
optimization study. 

Margin 1.0 .4  
Limits (not totals) 7.3 10.0  
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FIGURE 5.  Williams et al.’s concept for a lunar rover powered 
by space solar power satellite via laser beam to the dish antenna on 
top (Courtesy of NASA-Langley Research Center). 

FIGURE 6.  Robert Cataldo’s concept for a “follower” 
nuclear reactor rover (courtesy of Robert Cataldo, NASA-
Glenn Research Center). 

 
Williams et al. (1993) proposed such a scheme to power a lunar rover by beaming laser power from a solar power 
satellite to a parabolic receiver on a pressurized rover.  The primary source of this power will be a space solar power 
satellite in a lunar-synchronous orbit that would keep the satellite above the rover at all times which would provide 
power in the 100 to 300 KW range.  However, it is not clear how it would supply power when in the shadow of the 
moon.  Such a concept might be more viable in combination with solar power satellites at the lunar L1 or L2 point 
or both,  The Williams concept appears in FIGURE 5.  The large laser beam antenna is mounted in the center of the 
cylindrical portion and the small antenna to the front is for communications. 
 
A second power alternative would be a nuclear reactor (Cataldo) mounted on a Habot, Rover or Mobitat chassis 
FIGURE 6 shows Robert Cataldo’s mobile Lunar Reactor concept, following and powering a pressurized rover. This 
“Powerbot” would follow the Habots from a distance of several kilometers away, and beam power in the 100 to 150 
KW range by microwave to the same antenna that would serve for solar satellite power. 
 

Mobility System 
 
This study does not presuppose any specific mobility system.  Only after analyzing all of the necessary functions 
and components of the mobile habitat and base configurations, will it be reasonable to develop requirements for the 
mobility system.  Never the less, since the Habot is closely associated with the walking model, it is appropriate to 
describe the candidate walking aspect.  The Habot will have a very modest walking speed that need not exceed 5 
km/hour.  There is no advantage in designing it to move “fast” if that translates into a huge energy burden that will 
be used for only short periods of time.   The baseline is a maximum of 2 km/hr with a crew driver over smooth, level 
terrain.  On rough terrain, the speed will be reduced to whatever is safe, perhaps as slow as .5 km/hr on slopes or 
rough terrain.  The baseline speed without a crew on board is .5 km/hr.   
 
All Habots will land uncrewed.  They will walk or roll themselves about 10km away from the LZ to a base 
deployment site.  There, the Habots will dock together and await the arrival of the crew.   When the crew land in the 
descent/ascent vehicle, they travel on the same walking system to the base deployment site.  There, the crew 
transfers via a docking tunnel in a shirtsleeve environment to the united base.  As a contingency, the descent/ascent 
vehicle will carry EVA suits the crew can use to make the transfer.  Additional contingencies if the descent/ascent 
vehicle is unable to walk, a Habot from the base will come to the LZ and pick up the crew.  The final fallback is that 
the crew can walk the 10 km EVA to the base. 
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TABLE 2.  Habot Module Types. 
 

Living Environment/Habitability Support Working Environment & Operational Systems 
•  Crew “Cabin” (Sleeping Quarters). •   EVA Access: Airlock and Stowage, including the 

NASA “Robonaut” anthropomorphic master-slave tele-
robot and EVA suit Stowage and maintenance. 

•  Ward Room (back-up Command and 
Communications Center). 

•  Command and Communications Center. 

•  Logistics Module •  Laboratory# 1, Life Sciences. 
•  Health Maintenance, Exercise, Recreation •  Laboratory # 2, Physical Sciences (Cupola and 

Observatory). 

 

Habot Module Types 
 
In his 2000 and 2001 articles, Mankins proposes six Habot modules that form the Modular Integrated Lunar Outpost 
“MILO” cluster.  These modules would all derive from the same basic pressure vessel, platform and chassis, 
comprising the complete living and working environment: The allocation of functions to this concept is somewhat 
reminiscent of the early stages of the Space Station, when NASA was proposing two US habitability modules and 
two US lab modules, plus an airlock. TABLE 2 shows the way in which the module types are being interpreted for 
this study, resulting in eight types of Habot base unit. 
 

CONCLUSION 
 
This article reviewed three mobile base concepts, and found that each offers particular strengths and weaknesses. 
Further study of these design ideas and their details will be instructive for formulating an optimal approach to the 
Mobile Lunar Base construct.  The most significant development is the reliance upon automation and robotics 
assembly to move the mobile units across the lunar terrain and then to assemble them and verify the readiness of the 
base for the arrival of the crew.  A major challenge emerges as allocation of resources and distribution of 
capabilities among the Habot modules.  Radiation protection remains a challenge and a potential showstopper, as it 
does for all Lunar Base and rover concepts.  The energy systems stand out as a technological tall pole for all mobile 
base concepts.  The architecture for combining the pressurized modules – the habitats -- into the base cluster will 
play a substantive role in facilitating the use of resources and application of capabilities of all types. 
 

NOMENCLATURE 
AIAA = American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics 
EVA = Extravehicular Activity 
Habot    = “Habitat Robot” 
IAF       = International Astronautical Federation (Congress) 
ICES     = International Conference on Environmental Systems 
KW       = Kilowatt 
L1, L2    = Earth-Moon libration points 
LEO       = Low Earth Orbit 
LZ          = Landing Zone 
MILO    = Modular Integrated Lunar Outpost cluster 
Mobitat  = Mobile Habitat 
mTon    = Metric Ton, 1,000 kilograms 
RTG       =  Radio-thermal generator 
SAE       = Society of Automotive Engineers  
Sol          = One solar Earth day, 24 hours 

admin
852



 

  
 

 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 
 
I wish to thank Tony Gross, NASA-Ames; John Mankins, NASA-HQ; Neville Marzwell, NASA-JPL; and Thomas 
Wynn, NASA-Ames for their generous support and encouragement to pursue this analysis.   
 

REFERENCES 
 
Cohen, Marc M., “Mobile Lunar and Planetary Bases,” AIAA-2003-6280, AIAA Space 2003 Conference, San Diego, CA, Sept. 

23-25, 2003. Reston VA, AIAA, 2003. 
Hoffman, Stephen J., and Kaplan, David I., eds, Human Exploration of Mar: The Reference Mission of the NASA Mars 

Exploration Study Team, NASA SP-6107, Houston, TX, NASA- Johnson Space Center, 1997. 
Lai, A. Yip Hung; Howe, A. Scott, “A Kit –of-parts Approach to Pressure Vessels for Planetary Surface Construction,” AIAA-

2003-6281, AIAA Space 2003 Conference, San Diego, CA, Sept. 23-25, 2003. Reston VA, AIAA, 2003. 
Mankins, John C., “Modular Architecture Options for Lunar Exploration and Development,” IAA.13.2.05, 51st International 

Astronautical Congress, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. October 2-6, 2000, Paris, France, IAA. 
Mankins, John C., “Modular Architecture Options for Lunar Exploration and Development,” Space Technology, 21, pp. 53-64, 

2001. 
Nash, Douglas B., Plescia, Jeffrey, Cintala, Mark, Levine, Joel, Lowman, Paul, Mancinelli, Rocco, Mendell, Wendell, Stoker, 

Carol, Suess, Steven, Science Exploration Opportunities for Manned Missions to the Moon, Mars, Phobos, and an Asteroid, 
NASA Office of Exploration Doc. No. Z-1.3-001, JPL Publication 89-29, Washington DC, NASA Office of Exploration, 
1989. 

Race, Margaret S., Criswell, Marvin E., Rummel, John D., “Planetary Protection Issues in the Human Exploration of Mars,” SAE 
2003-01-2523, 33rd ICES, Vancouver, BC, July 11-14, 2003, Warrendale, PA, SAE, 2003. 

Weaver, David B. & Duke Michael B. “Mars Exploration Strategies, A Reference Program and Comparison of Alternative 
Architectures,” AIAA 93-4212, AIAA Space Programs and Technologies Conference and Exhibit, Huntsville, AL, 
September 21-23, 1993, Reston VA, American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics, 1993. 

Williams, M. D., De Young, R. J., Schuster, G. L., Choi, S. H., Dagle, J. E., Coomes, E. P., Antoniak, Z. I., Bamberger, J. A., 
Bates, J. M., Chiu, M. A., Dodge, R. E., and Wise, J. A., Power Transmission by Laser Beam from Lunar– Synchronous 
Satellite, NASA TM 4496, pp. 19-20, Washington DC, National Aeronautics and Space Administration, 1993. 

Woodcock, Gordon R., et al.  Robotic Lunar Surface Operations, Boeing Report D 615-11901, NASA Contract No. NAS 2-
12108, Huntsville AL, Boeing Aerospace & Electronics Company, 1990. 

 

admin
853


	Welcome Screen
	Poster
	Title Page
	Copyright
	Introduction
	Committees
	Publications
	Contents
	CONFERENCE ON THERMOPHYSICS IN MICROGRAVITY
	FUNDAMENTALS OF TWO-PHASE FLOW AND HEAT TRANSFER IN MICROGRAVITY
	Flow Pattern Phenomena in Two-Phase Flow in Microchannels
	New Results in Two-Phase Pressure Drop Calculations at Reduced Gravity Conditions
	Evaluation of Heat Pipe Working Fluids In The Temperature Range 450 to 700 K

	THERMAL CONTROL TECHNOLOGIES FOR FUTURE SPACECRAFT
	Carbon Composites for Spacecraft Thermal Management
	Analysis of Fluid Flow and Heat Transfer in a Liquid Hydrogen Storage Vessel for Space Applications
	Thermal Management Solutions Using Electron Tunneling Through a Nano-Scale Vacuum Gap
	Loop Heat Pipe: Design and Performance During Operation

	THERMAL CONTROL FOR DEEP SPACE MISSIONS
	The Hardware Challenges for the Mars Exploration Rover Heat Rejection System
	A Review of Textured Surfaces, Paints, and Coatings for Space Radiator Applications

	TWO-PHASE THERMAL CONTROL SYSTEMS: SPACE APPLICATIONS AND FLIGHT EXPERIMENTS
	Tapered Screened Channel PMD for Cryogenic Liquids
	Geoscience Laser Altimetry System (GLAS) On-Orbit Flight Report on the Propylene Loop Heat Pipes (LHPs)

	VARIABLE EMITTANCE COATINGS AND APPLICATIONS
	Electrostatic Radiator for Spacecraft Temperature Control
	Variable Reflectance/Transmittance Coatings for Solar Sail Altitude Control and Three Axis Stabilization
	Electrochromic Variable Emittance Devices on Silicon Wafer for Spacecraft Thermal Control
	Microfabricated Thermal Switches for Emittance Control

	LAUNCH, REENTRY, AND LOW-GRAVITY THERMOPHYSICS
	Experimental Study of Heat Transfer Induced by a Single Vapor Bubble Growth: Influence of Liquid Subcooling
	Corrections for Heat Flux Measurements Taken on Launch Vehicles

	ABOVE AMBIENT TEMPERATURE THERMAL CONTROL
	An Overview of Long Duration Sodium Heat Pipe Tests
	Sodium Heat Pipe Module Processing For the SAFE-100 Reactor Concept

	THERMOPHYSICS IN MICROGRAVITY-GENERAL
	Heat Transfer Induced by Evaporation of a Sessile Drop: Influence of Wetting Surface
	The MEMS Loop Heat Pipe Based on Coherent Porous Silicon - The Modified System Test Structure
	Effect of Pressure and Temperature on the Wetting Behaviour of Volatile Drops


	CONFERENCE ON COMMERCIAL/CIVIL NEXT GENERATION SPACE TRANSPORTATION
	MARKET, FINANCE, AND INSURANCE
	Market Driven Space Exploration

	SPACEPORT TECHNOLOGY
	Closed End Launch Tube (CELT)

	FLIGHT TESTING
	A Review of Recent RLV Research Activities in Japan

	ORBITAL SPACE PLANE PROGRAM
	A Road Map for Future Space Transportation Systems of Japan
	ACES: An Enabling Technology for Next Generation Space Transportation


	21ST SYMPOSIUM ON SPACE NUCLEAR POWER AND PROPULSION
	POTENTIAL FUTURE SCIENCE MISSIONS
	NEMO: A Mission to Explore and Return Samples from Europa's Oceans

	ADVANCED RADIOISOTOPE POWER SYSTEMS
	Cascaded Thermoelectric Conversion-Advanced Radioisotope Power Systems (CTC-ARPSs)
	Heat Source Neutron Emission Rate Reduction Studies--Water Induced HF Liberation
	Mission Steering Profiles of Outer Planetary Orbiters Using Radioisotope Electric Propulsion
	Coupled MEMS Nuclear Battery and FEEP Thruster System
	Thermal Isolator with Strong Mechanical Support for a Radioisotope Heating Unit
	Shock-Tolerant Low-Power Generator Design for Landed Missions

	FISSION PROPULSION SYSTEMS FOR SCIENCE MISSIONS
	ENABLER Nuclear Propulsion System Conceptual Design

	MISSION/SYSTEMS SAFETY AND RELIABILITY
	Nuclear Safety Analysis for the Mars Exploration Rover 2003 Project
	Mars Exploration Rovers Launch Contingency Efforts
	Technical Bases to Aid in the Decision of Conducting Full Power Ground Nuclear Tests for Space Fission Reactors
	A Methodology for the Neutronics Design of Space Nuclear Reactors
	A Logical Approach to Designing Safety Test Plans for Space Nuclear Systems

	FUSION SPACE SYSTEMS AND APPLICATIONS
	Multi-Megawatt MPD Plasma Source Operation and Modeling for Fusion Propulsion Simulations
	High Temperature Fusion Reactor Cooling Using Brayton Cycle Based Partial Energy Conversion
	Colliding Beam Fusion Reactor Space Propulsion System

	HIGH-POWER ELECTRIC PROPULSION
	Research and Development Status of JAXA 35-cm Ion Thruster Technology
	Preliminary Comparison Between Nuclear-Electric and Solar-Electric Propulsion Systems for Future Mars Missions
	Estimation of Specific Mass for Multimegawatt NEP Systems Based on Vapor Core Reactors with MHD Power Conversion
	NASA GRC High Power Electromagnetic Thruster Program

	ADVANCED NUCLEAR PROPULSION CONCEPTS
	Magnetically-Channeled SIEC Array (MCSA) Fusion Device for Interplanetary Missions
	RF Ion Gun Injector in Support of Fusion Ship II Research and Development
	Nuclear Thermal Rocket -- An Established Space Propulsion Technology

	FUELS FOR SPACE NUCLEAR POWER AND PROPULSION APPLICATIONS
	Internal Gelation as Applied to the Production of Uranium Nitride Space Nuclear Fuel
	Status of Fuel Development and Manufacturing for Space Nuclear Reactors at BWX Technologies

	BRAYTON AND STIRLING CONVERSION TECHNOLOGIES AND APPLICATIONS
	Advanced Technology Development for Stirling Convertors
	Advanced Small Free-Piston Stirling Convertors for Space Power Applications
	System Mass Variation and Entropy Generation in 100-kWe Closed-Brayton-Cycle Space Power Systems
	Progress on Low-Power Turbo-Brayton Converters
	Evaluation of Active Working Fluids for Brayton Cycles in Space Applications
	Overview 2003 of NASA Multi-D Stirling Convertor Code Development and DOE and NASA Stirling Regenerator R&D Efforts
	Measurement Considerations for Dynamic Testing of STC Stirling Convertors
	Stirling Convertor Performance Mapping Test Results for Future Radioisotope Power Systems
	Dynamic Analysis and Test Results for an STC Stirling Generator
	Continuing Development for Free-Piston Stirling Space Power Systems

	THERMOELECTRIC TECHNOLOGY AND APPLICATIONS
	Fabrication and Testing of Thermoelectric Modules and Milliwatt Power Supplies
	Cascaded Thermoelectric Converters for Advanced Radioisotope Power Systems
	Performance Tests of Skutterudites and Segmented Thermoelectric Converters

	NUCLEAR ELECTRIC PROPULSION VEHICLE DESIGN AND SYSTEM INTEGRATION
	Microwave Resonant Transfer Plasma Propulsion

	INSTRUMENTATION AND CONTROL FOR SPACE NUCLEAR REACTORS
	Johnson Noise Thermometry For Space Reactor Temperature Measurement
	SiC Semiconductor Detector Power Monitors for Space Nuclear Reactors
	Direct Estimation of Power Distribution in Reactors for Nuclear Thermal Space Propulsion

	POWER MANAGEMENT AND DISTRIBUTION TECHNOLOGIES
	Power Management and Distribution Trades Studies for a Deep-space Mission Scientific Spacecraft
	Modeling of an AC Power System for High Power Spacecraft
	A High Efficiency DC Bus Regulator / RPC for Spacecraft Applications

	AUTONOMOUS OPERATIONS AND CONTROL TECHNOLOGIES FOR SPACE NUCLEAR POWER SYSTEMS
	Reactor Start-up and Control Methodologies: Consideration of the Space Radiation Environment
	Restricted Complexity Framework for Nonlinear Adaptive Control in Complex Systems
	Autonomous Control Capabilities for Space Reactor Power Systems

	RADIATION HARD ELECTRONICS TECHNOLOGY FOR JUPITER ICY MOONS ORBITER (JIMO) MISSIONS
	Progress on a New Non-Volatile Memory for Space Based on Chalcogenide Glass

	SPACE NUCLEAR FISSION REACTOR CONCEPTS FOR JUPITER ICY MOONS ORBITER (JIMO) MISSION
	High Neutron Fluence Survivability Testing of Advanced Fiber Bragg Grating Sensors
	Conceptual Design of HP-STMCs Space Reactor Power System for 110 kWe
	Space Fission System Test Effectiveness

	RANKINE POWER CONVERSION SYSTEMS
	A New Thermodynamic Power Conversion Cycle and Heat Engine for Space Power Applications

	SPACE REACTOR SHIELD DESIGN METHODS AND TECHNOLOGIES
	Engineering and Fabrication Considerations for Cost-Effective Space Reactor Shield Development
	Test Facilities and Experience on Space Nuclear System Developments at the Kurchatov Institute

	ELECTRICALLY HEATED SPACE REACTOR POWER SYSTEM TESTING AND QUALIFICATION
	Overview of Fuel Rod Simulator Usage at ORNL
	Early Flight Fission Test Facilities (EFF-TF) To Support Near-Term Space Fission Systems
	Electric Fuel Rod Simulator Fabrication at ORNL

	REFRACTORY METAL SYSTEM DESIGN, MANUFACTURING, AND FABRICATION
	Nanograined Net-Shaped Fabrication of Rhenium Components by EB-PVD
	Radiation Effects in Refractory Alloys

	REALISTIC NON-NUCLEAR TESTING IN SUPPORT OF SPACE NUCLEAR SYSTEM DEVELOPEMENT
	Single Channel Testing for Characterization of the Direct Gas Cooled Reactor and the SAFE-100 Heat Exchanger
	Realistic Testing of the Safe Affordable Fission Engine (SAFE-100) Thermal Simulator Using Fiber Bragg Gratings
	Thermally Simulated 32kW Direct-Drive Gas-Cooled Reactor: Design, Assembly, and Test

	THERMOPHOTOVOLTAIC TECHNOLOGY AND APPLICATIONS
	Thermophotovoltaic Converter Design for Radioisotope Power Systems
	Carbon Nanotubes as Thermionic Emitters

	THERMAL ENERGY TRANSPORT AND REJECTION TECHNOLOGY
	Reactor Lithium Heat Pipes for HP-STMCs Space Reactor Power System
	Performance Analysis of Potassium Heat Pipes Radiator for HP-STMCs Space Reactor Power System

	ADVANCED MATERIALS FOR SPACE NUCLEAR REACTOR POWER SYSTEMS
	Material Requirements, Selection And Development for the Proposed JIMO SpacePower System
	Nuclear Space Power Systems Materials Requirements
	Evaluation of Candidate Materials for a High-Temperature Stirling Convertor Heater Head
	Mechanically Alloyed-Oxide Dispersion Strengthened Steels for Use in Space Nuclear Power Systems


	CONFERENCE ON HUMAN SPACE EXPLORATION
	HUMAN/ROBOTIC EXPLORATION STRATEGIES AND ARCHITECTURES
	Mobile Lunar Base Concepts
	A Space Elevator Based Exploration Strategy
	StarTram: Ultra Low Cost Launch For Large Space Architectures

	TRANSFORMATIONAL SYSTEMS CONCEPTS AND TECHNOLOGIES-FARTHER TERM OPPORTUNITIES
	1,000 W/kg Solar Concentrator Arrays for Far-Term Space Missions

	HUMAN/ROBOTIC SPACE ACTIVITIES BEYOND THE MOON AND MARS-OTHER DRIVERS AND OPPORTUNITIES
	Exploring Planets with Directed Aerial Robot Explorers
	Evolutionary Space Communications Architectures for Human/Robotic Exploration and Science Missions

	TRANSFORMATIONAL SYSTEMS CONCEPTS AND TECHNOLOGIES-NEARER TERM NEEDS
	Preliminary Analysis of ISS Maintenance History and Implications for Supportability of Future Missions
	Emerging Radiation Health-Risk Mitigation Technologies

	HUMAN/ROBOTIC EXPLORATION-SCIENCE DRIVERS AND MISSION OPTIONS
	Planetary Sampling Strategies: Lessons Learned from the Analysis of Small Extraterrestrial Samples
	Where Should We Look for Life on Mars: The Case for Impact Craters?

	ESTABLISHING A ROAD MAP TO FUTURE HUMAN/ROBOTIC EXPLORATION-ADVANCED SYSTEMS, TECHNOLOGIES RESEARCH, AND ANALYSIS
	The Hematopoietic Stem Cell Therapy for Exploration of Deep Space
	Xanadu: A Polar Base for Manufacturing Supplies on Mars


	2ND SYMPOSIUM ON SPACE COLONIZATION
	MARS TERRAFORMING
	Use of Gravity Simulator in the International Space Station for Mars Terraformation
	A Prototype Bucket Wheel Excavator for the Moon, Mars and Phobos
	Robotic Lunar Ecopoiesis Test Bed: Bringing the Experimental Method to Terraforming

	SPACE BASES
	Is Extraction of Methane, Hydrogen and Oxygen from the Lunar Regolith Economically Feasible?
	Radio Waves for Space-Based Construction
	A Site Selection Technique for Martian Habitats

	SPACE EXPLORATION
	Extraterrestrial Subsurface Technology Test Bed: Human Use and Scientific Value of Martian Caves
	Mars Exploration with Directed Aerial Robot Explorers
	Designing for Human Space Exploration
	GEMS: A Revolutionary Concept for Planetary and Space Exploration

	IN-SITU SPACE RESOURCES UTILIZATION (ISRU)
	Unit Costs for Lunar-Derived Propellants
	Benzene Production on Mars
	High Temperature Interaction Between H2O and Hydrothermal Reduced Ilmenite

	SPACE SETTLEMENTS
	Requirements for Space Settlement Design
	Shell Worlds: An Approach to Making Large Moons and Small Planets Habitable


	1ST SYMPOSIUM ON NEW FRONTIERS AND FUTURE CONCEPTS
	POTENTIAL FRONTIERS
	Review of Claims of Interaction Between Gravitation and High-Temperature Superconductors
	Precursor Proof-of-Concept Experiments for Various Categories of High-Frequency Gravitational Wave (HFGW) Generators

	ADVANCED CONCEPTS
	A Proposed Model for Capturing Gravitational Spin Anomalies
	Precursor Experiments Regarding the Generation of High-Frequency Gravitational Waves (HFGW) by Means of Using an Array of Micro- and Nano-Devices
	Design of a Quantum Source of High-Frequency Gravitational Waves (HFGW) and Test Methodology
	Test of the Generation of High-Frequency Gravitational Waves by Irradiating a Dielectric Film in a Resonant Cavity

	FAR TERM PROPULSION CONCEPTS
	Life Imitating "Art": Flux Capacitors, Mach Effects, and Our Future in Spacetime
	Woodward Effect Experimental Verifications
	An Experimental Program for Assessing High-Frequency Gravitational Wave (HFGW) Optical Applications and the Precursor HFGW Telescope
	Quantum Tic-Tac-Toe as Metaphor for Quantum Physics
	A Novel View of Spacetime Permitting Faster-Than-Light Travel
	Paradox-Free FTL Travel in Higher Dimensional Spaces
	A Propellantless Propulsion Experiment Design and Testing Plan

	THEORETICAL CONSIDERATIONS AND OTHER CONCEPTS
	Relativistically Consistent Faster-than-Light (FTL) Communication Using Self-Referential Quantum States
	Understanding Anomalies to Extract Vacuum Energy
	Effect of the Vacuum Energy Density on Graviton Propagation
	Is Electromagnetic Gravity Control Possible?
	A Gravitational Experiment Involving Inhomogeneous Electric Fields
	Flyer Acceleration by Pulsed Ion Beam Ablation and Application for Space Propulsion
	The Superheavy Elements and Anti-Gravity
	Power Chips for Efficient Energy Conversion

	ESTABLISHING A ROAD MAP
	A Review of Past Insights by Robert L. Forward, PhD: Emerging Technologies and Future Concepts



	Author Index
	Help
	Search
	Exit



