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SUMMARY

This report describes the OGO 2 micrometeoroid experiment, including

a brief description of the equipment and a detailed discussion of the data

reduction and analysis.

The aim of this experiment was to rneasure the velocities, masses, and
orbits of dust particles in the earth's dust cloud. The negative results
obtained were instrumental in bringing about a reappraisal of the magnitude
of this dust concentration. No orbits were determined, and it is questionable
whether any micrometeoroids of mass > 10-12 g impacted on the sensors
during the 1300 hr in which good data were obtained. Two possible impacts
were recorded, but these were more likely due to experiment noise. These
two events give an upper limit to the flux of particles of mass > 10-12 g of

3x 10_2 particles/mz sec 2w ster. This figure is compared with data from

other experiments.
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THE MICROMETEOROID EXPERIMENT ON THE
OGO 2 SATELLITE

C. S. Nilsson and D. Wilson

Contract NAS 5-11007
1. INTRCDUCTION

An experiment designed to measure the velocities, masses, and orbits
of impacting micrometeoroids was flown on the OGO 2 satellite, launched
14 October 1965. The experiment was designed (Alexander et al., 1962) on
the basis of an expected flux consistent with previous microphone experi-
ments (Alexander et al., 1963), the validity of which is now extremely
doubtful (Nilsson, 1966; Shapiro et al., 1966; Konstantinov et al., 1968).
Data were analyzed from launch through March 1966, after which no data
were available until June 1966, when it appeared that experiment noise
precluded further meaningful analysis. No velocity measures were made in
the 1300 hr of good data; however, two possible, but not probable, impacts
were recorded. This report describes how the early data were analyzed and

how these two possible events were isclated,.



2. EQUIPMENT

A complete detector is shown in Figure 1. A micrometeoroid would
first be detected by its passage through the front two thin films, designated
A. Each film consisted of 500 A of A1203, on which 500 A of Al was deposited
front and back. An additional 325 & of Mo was deposited on the front of the
second film of the +X and +Y sensors. An amplifier detected the ionization
resulting from the passage of the particle through the second film. If the
angle of incidence and the composition of the particle were suitable, it then
went on to impact destructively on the rear capacitor sensor, designated B.
This consisted of a thin-film capacitor deposited on a glass disk. The
velocity of the particle (after deceleration) was measured by the time of
passage between the A and the B sensor outputs. A lead zirconate transducer,
designated M, was bonded to the back of each capacitor plate to provide a

measure of the impulse imparted to the plate by the particle impact.

Four of these detectors were arranged in the manner shown in Figure 2,
where X, Y, Z refer to the spacecraft axes, such that when the spacecraft
was properly stabilized, +X was normal to the earth-sun line and +Z pointed
toward the earth's center. Each A sensor fed a separate amplifier, but the
B and M sensors fed common amplifiers, as shown. Both the B and the M
amplifiers fed pulse-height analyzers with logarithmic outputs divided into
seven levels spanning two orders of magnitude. Each A amplifier operated
a comparator, the cutput of which started the time-of-flight (TOF) clock and
served to identify the detector. In the absence of an A signal, there were no
means of identifying which detector gave rise to a B and/or an M signal. The
flight unit and the individual sensors were laboratory tested by means of a
NASA hypervelocity dust-particle accelerator. 'I‘hisl Bnachinel,zwhich could

to 10°

between 1 and 5 km sec'l, was indispensable to the development of the OGO

accelerate single carbonyl iron spheres of mass 10~ g to speeds

detectors. The amplitudes of the B output signals were somewhat erratic
but appeared to be related to the energy of the impacting particle. The



threshold of detection was less than 0.2 erg, corresponding to a 10"11 g
particle impacting at 2 km sec'l. Tests showed the outputs of the A sensors
to be proportional to mv3, with a threshold corresponding approximately to a
10“l g particle impacting at about 3 km sec_l. Deceleration for these par-
ticles through the A film was less than 5% at these speeds. The limiting
sensitivity of each transducer input M was set at about 1 X 10'4 dyne sec,
corresponding to a 2 X 10'10 g particle impacting at somewhat less than

5 km sec” l, depending on the amount of material ejected on impact.
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Figure 1. The OGO 2 micrometeoroid detector.
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Figure 2. The OGO 2 detector system; X, Y, Z refer to the
orientation of the detectors with respect to the
spacecraft body axes.




The spacecraft velocity was between 6 and 8 km sec-l, so that given any
reasonable orbital distribution, particle impact velocities would be at least
~10 km sec'l. A mass threshold of 10-12 g thus seems a reasonable esti-
mate for both the A and the B sensors.

It is of interest at this point to return to the results from the OGO 1
experiment (Nilsson et al., 1965). Three ''probable' impacts were recorded,
and although the spacecraft was not properly stabilized, it was possible to
calculate the most probable particle orbits. It now appears more likely that
these three events were due to noise and not to micrometeoroid impact. Two
assumptions made in assessing these data are no longer justified: first, that
the B sensors failed under micrometeoroid bombardment when experiment
power was turned off; and second, that experiment noise was unlikely, since
there was no history of such noise in ground tests. Later experience with
the OGO 2 and OGO 4 flight units has shown the second assumption to be
naive. Both these units have responded to occasional noise from unknown

sources.

The first assumption illustrates one of the main shortcomings of the
OGO 1 unit: the fact that there was no e¢xplicit knowledge of whether the

sensors survived in space or failed sometime during the flight. Additions

were made to the OGO 2 unit to provide this knowledge. If a B capacitor
shorted, this information was signaled in the telemetry data. In an attempt
to prevent such a failure, a battery was installed such that the B sensor
capacitors were kept charged even though the experiment power was turned
off. However, this battery was not connected to the -Z sensor, which was
left unprotected to test the first assumption made in analyzing the OGO |
data. A metal plate shielded the -X detector from any particle impact.

This detector thus served as a control against electrical interference




3. DATA ARRANGEMENT

3.1 Modes of Data

Data from the experiment were recorded in several different modes.
"Real-time'' data were taken directly from the satellite and recorded on
the ground. These data were generally taken at either 64, 000 or 16, 000
bits/sec. These rates apply to the total data output from the spacecraft,
which includes data from its 20 experimeants, as well as spacecraft engi-
neering data. Through a commutator sysiem the micrometeoroid exper-
iment was read out every 2.3 sec or 9 sec, respectively, in tue above modes.
The experiment also contained data registers that stored the sensor output
data from the time of the event until such time as the ragisters were re-
quired to hold new data. Readout did not disturp tu > Jata storage. The
manner in which data were changeda in th~ dat» registers is discussed in
Section 4. 2.

In terms of elapsed time, most of the daia were obtained in the 'play-
back' miode. Two onboard tape recorders recorded experiment data,
generally at a rate of 4, 000 bits/sec, which were played back to ground
stations at a much faster rate whenever the spacecraft was above the hori-
zon. From the viewpoint of this experiment, the playback data have two
advantages. First, the readout rate for this experiment was only once
every 37 sec, more than adequate in view of the low event rate. Second,
these data are much freer from command interference, since commands
were generally transmitted to the spacecraft during real-time passes.
Some of these commands resulted in electric transients that were recorded
by the experiment sensors in much the sarne way as micrometeoroids
would be recorded. The removal of these events from the data is discussed
in Section 6. 2. 3.



3.2 Data Readout

3.2.1 Storage registers

Each readout frame or record consists of four 9-bit words. These total
36 binary bits, which are arranged in two independent groups of data of 18
bits each. These correspond to the two 18-bit storage registers in the
experiment, labeled "hit 1'' and "hit 2," respectively. This arrangement
dates from the early planning stages for this experiment when it was thought
that the impact rate might be such that more than one event would be recorded
between readouts, i. e., within 37 sec. Thus, 18 bits are allotted to record
all the sensor data from one event, and the information for two separate
events can be stored at one time. The 18 bits are divided up as shown in

Table 1. We shall now consider these bit allocations in functional detail.

Table 1. Bit allocation

Function Allotment Label
Sensor status 3 bits CHG
Tube identification 2 bits D
Time-of-flight 7 bits TOF
B amplitude 3 bits B
M amplitude 3 bits M

3.2.2 Tube identification

The A sensor of each detector fed an independent amplifier and com-
parator, resulting in either a 0- or l-level output, depending on whether or
not the input level reached a certain threshold value. These A sensors
were to provide the information necessary to determine in which detector an
impact had been recorded. Now, two bits would appear to be sufficient to
specify which of four sensors has b:en triggered. The coded output is shown
in Table 2.



Table 2. Detector identification

Tube Bits Dec. equivalent
+X 0l 1
+Y 00 0
-X 10 2
-Z 1l 3

The assumption inherent in the above arrangement, however, is that
only one sensor at a time would be triggered, the case for a true micro-
meteoroid impact. Noise will generally trigger more than one sensor, and
two bits are inadequate to describe such a situation. For example, if the
+X and -X A sensors are triggered together, the circuitry was such as to
produce the code 00, indistinguishable from an event in the +Y detector.

This particular case was helped by also feeding the A output signal from the
+Y detector to the charge amplifier, a procedure detailed in the next section,
It should be noted from Table 2 that the presence or absence of a signal from
the -Z A sensor in no way affected the identification code. No A signal at

all still reads out as binary 11.

3.2.3 Sensor status

To interpret the data correctly (particularly a null result), it is neces-
sary to be sure that the sensors, as well as the electronics, were function-
ing properly. This was undertaken by an Inflight Calibration (IFC) system,
described in Section 4, As part of this system, the status of the A and B
sensors of each detector in turn was read out in a 3-bit code in each 18-bit
hit. Let us first consider the A sensors. The front films were very thin,
and some concern was felt for their surviving the rigors of launch and space-
craft deployment. Ground tests showed that the only failure mode at all

likely was a portion of one film detaching itself from the supporting grid and



touching the neighboring film, thus shorting the input to that A amplifier.
This was easily sensed by monitoring the bias voltage on the second film in

each A sensor.

The B sensor capacitors occasionally developed short circuits, thus
being rendered incapable of sensing impacts. A clearing circuit was pro-
vided that could be activated by ground command. This was sometimes .
successful in clearing minor short circuits in these capacitors. The state
of each B capacitor was monitored by way of the 7-v bias voltage across

each. If this voltage dropped below 1 v, the status was signaled as bad.
The 3 bits for the status code word were obtained by discarding the
measurement of particle charge, for which the equipment was inadequate

anyway, and modifying the logic circuits to read out as in Tables 3a and 3b.

Table 3a. Status code (+X, -X, -Z)

Sensor Status Dec. equivalent
AB 000 0
AB 001 1
AB 010 2
AB 011 3

where AB = both good, AB = A bad, B good, etc.

Also, as mentioned previously, the A signal from the +Y detector was
fed into the unused charge amplifier, resulting in a different code from that
of Table 3a for the +Y detector status. This is given in Table 3b. It should
be noted that the status bits are labeled ""CHG" in the data records.



Table 3b. Status code (+Y)

Sensor Status Dec. equivalent
AB 101 5
AB 001 1
AB 110 6
AB 011 3

3.2.4 Time-of-flight

Any A pulse started a 4-Mhz oscillator that was stopped on receipt of a
B pulse or after 31.75 usec, whichever occurred sooner. The number of
oscillator cycles was counted and stored in a 7-bit register, thus providing

a TOF measure in 0. 25-usec units up to a maximum of 27 -1=127.

3.2.5 Rear capacitor (B) signal

The four B sensors all fed a common amplifier with an analog output
that passed to a pulse-height analyzer (PHA). The PHA covered a magnitude
range of 50 in 7 levels, and the output was stored as a 3-bit binary number.

The output from the common B amplifier was also used to stop the TOF clock.
3.2.6 Microphone (M) signal
The four microphone sensors fed a common amplifier with an analog

output that went to a 7-level PHA covering a magnitude range of 50. The

PHA output was stored as a 3-bit binary number.

10



4. INFLIGHT CALIBRATION

4.1 IFC Signal Inputs

The IFC system continuously generated electronic signals simulating
micrometeoroid impacts; these signals were applied sequentially to the four
detectors. The primary use of the IFC signals was to check continuously
the status of the A and B sensors and to check the aliveness of the electronics
following all the sensors. Pulses of certain amplitude and duration were
used to stimulate the electronics and give rise to certain recognizable read-
out values for each detector. The actual input-pulse parameters varied with
temperature, so that minor changes in the IF C output values during the flight
more likely reflected changes in the input levels than changes in the sensor
electronics. The nominal IFC values are shown in Table 4 for about 60°F.

Figure 3 shows the variation of TOF with temperature for each detector.

Table 4. IFC values at 60°F

CHG D TOF B M

+X 0 1 95 3 2
+Y 5 0 107 3 3
-X 0 2 100 3 3
-Z 0 3 114 3 3

11
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Figure 3. The IFC TOF as a function of experiment temperature,.

4.2 Changes of Data

Before we proceed further with the IFC data, it is necessary to under-
stand the manner in which changes of data were effected. As outlined in
Section 3.2.1, each readout record of 36 bits is divided into two '"hits' of
18 bits each. Readout of hit-1 and hit-2 data registers did not destroy the
information held there, which remained held until new information (noise,
IFC, -~ micrometeoroid impact) was transferred. Transfer was accom-
plished in the following way: If hit 2 was all clear (zero), the new informa-
tion went into the hit-2 register. If, however, hit 2 already held nonzero

12



information, both hit registers would be cleared and the new information
would go into hit 1. For example, let us suppose the previous two events

were called A and B, and event C came along. We could have:

hitl=A , hit2=B

event C—~ hitl=C , hitz2=0
or

hitl =B , hit2=0

event C— hitl =B , hit2=C

New data were transferred only if the output from either the B or the M
sensors was nonzero. Thus, at least one of B or M of hit 1 should always be
nonzero. The length of time a given event remained in the data registers
depended entirely on how much time elapsed before a new event came along.
In general, those events recorded in hit 1 lasted longer than those recorded
in hit 2. The IFC system was such that an event in hit 1 could not survive

more than 30 readouts.

4.3 Appearance of IFC Data

A 4-step binary counter generated a single pulse, under quiet conditions,
for each 15 times the data registers were read out. This pulse was used to
trigger the IFC module. Each time the IFC module was triggered, it gen-
erated the signals given in Table 4 for one detector tube. The detectors
were stimulated in the order +X, +Y, -X, -Z. Thus, under quiet conditions,
each detector was stimulated once every 4 X 15 = 60 readouts. Accordingly,
the readout information from each detector would repeat 30 or 15 times,
depending on whether it went into hit 1 or hit 2, respectively. Any time data
were transferred, the 4-step binary counter was returned to zero. Let us
consider an event A, say, occurring when the +Y IFC data had repeated in
the hit-1 register for 20 readouts, and the -X IFC data had repeated in the
hit-2 register for 5 readouts. The new event would clear the IFC information
and register in hit 1. The 4-step binary counter would start from gzero again.

13



If no further events were transferred, event A woula repeat in hit 1 for 15
readouts while hit 2 was zero, then the -Z IFC data would appear in hit 2.
This combination would iespeat another 15 times before both registers were
cleared and the +X IFC data appeared in hit 1. Thus, if the event rate was
low compared with the time for 15 readouts (= 9 min of playback data), each
event was ensured of repeating in the data at least 15 times. If events
occurred more often than that, the number of repetitions was reduced accord-
ingly, and the IFC data were effectively locked out. Under quiet conditions,
an event is easily recognized in the data by virtue of the interruption to the
normal repetition sequence of IFC data. A samrple of real data is shown in

the Appendix.
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5. OPERATION OF THE EXPERIMENT

The OGO 2 spacecraft was launched into a polar orbit (see Table 5) on
14 October 1965. The micrometeoroid experiment was turned on shortly
thereafter and remained on most of the time until 8 April 1966, when it was
turned off until 27 June 1966. It was then operated most of the time until
May 1967. During operation, the IFC system checked the correct function-
ing of the three sensors in each detector and their accompanying electronics.
No failvre of the A films occurred. The B capacitor of the -X detector failed
at the c¢nd of February 1966. The unprotected capacitor of the -Z detector
did not fail, thus invalidating the assumption made in the previous analysis
of the OGO ] data that the sensors had failed. It should be noted that the -X
detector was the one shielded from impact for control purposes; thus, the
failure of this B sensor could be due only to an inherent defect in the capaci-
tor itself. The experiment heater failed after about 1 week of operation, and
the unit cooled below its optimum temperature range. Later, a more favor-
able spacecraft attitude to the sun brought the temperature up to normal. It
was during this initial cooling period that the microphones emitted a lot of
noise, which drew attention to the susceptibility of these sensors to thermal

environment (Nilsson, 1966).

Table 5. Orbital elements of OGO 2

Launch date 14 October 1965
Epoch of table 19 January 1966
Semimajor axis 7340 km
Eccentricity 0. 0744
Inclination 87236

Period 104. 3 min
Perigee height 415 km

Apogee height 1507 km
Perigee velocity 7.94 km sec”)
Apogee velocity 6. 84 km sec”!

15



6. REDUCTION OF DATA

6.1 Type of Event

The electronics were such that a signal from either the B or the M
amplifier was necessary for an event to appear in the telemetry. An event
triggering an A sensor only would not appear in the data. It was no use
searching for impacts that triggered only the M sensors, for if any existed,
they were completely masked by the thousands of such events resulting from
thermal noise. An M event accompanied by an A signal would have been of
greater interest, but an electronic deficiency in the unit allowed some inter-
action between the A+X and the M amplifiers. This became worse at low
operating temperatures, and as a result of the heater failure and all the M
noise, this combination of events had to be ignored. From these considera-
tions, it can be seen that for an event to be accepted as a possible impact,

it had to involve an output from the B sensors.

6.2 Processing of Data

The primary data given to the experimenters consisted of magnetic
tapes listing each readout from the experiment, along with time, temperature,
etc. (see Appendix). The vast majority of these readouts consisted of IFC
information, and the principal job of data reduction was to isolate those
events that might be due to micrometeoroid impact. This was done in three

successive stages, illustrated in Figure 4.
6.2.1 First-level reduction

First-level reduction consisted of reducing the primary data to only
those records (readouts) that represented changes. Under quiet conditions,

the data in hit 1 and hit 2 remained unchanged for 15 records. By means of

a computer, the data were scanned for only those records that inaugurated a

16



change in either hit 1 or hit 2. In addition, to eliminate telemetry noise,
only those changes that then repeated at least two more times in the original

data were allowed as first-level data.

ALL DATA

IStLEVEL | ____ REPETITIONS
REDUCTION TELEMETRY NOISE

CHANGES

2nd LEVEL » MIC. NOISE
REDUCTION IFC DATA

B #0 EVENTS

3rd LEVEL |L___, COMMAND
REDUCTION NOISE

INTERESTING
EVENTS

Figure 4. Successive stages of data reduction.
6.2.2 Second-level reduction

The first-level data consisted primarily of IFC records. The second-
level program compared these records with the known values of IFC data and
allowed through only those records that did not check out as gemuine IFC
records. Since the IFC data were a function of temperature, a minor dif-
ficulty was encountered here in that a number of genuine IFC records were
passed on because the labeled temperature was incorrect. These records
were later rejected by hand. Also, many of the first-level records consisted

17



of microphone noise, i.e., M-only events. These were of no further interest
and were rejected in the second-level reduction. The output of this level
thus consisted of a few genuine IFC records and all the noise and other

events with nonzero B data.
6.2.3 Third-level reduction

Ccmmands sent to the spacecraft often caused electronic interference
that resuited in events in the data with the appearance of genuine impacts.
The times of these commands are known. Third-level reduction consisted
of removing those events that occurred within an interval extending from
30 sec before a command to 210 sec following that command. Thus, 4 min
around each command were eliminated from the data. This resulted in a
reduction of the playback data time by 5% and a reduction of the real-time
data time by 50%. This reduced data sample is termed ''available'' data.

6.3 Results of Data Reduction

The three successive stages outlined above reduced about 1370 hr of
playback data consisting of approximately 140,000 records to 98 records
requiring closer attention. Many of these records consisted of events held
in the experiment data registers at the start of a particular data sample.

The first-level program was later modified to exclude these events on the
grounds that a valid change had to appear in the data to be acceptable. One
could not assign an accurate time to an event already held in the registers

at the start of a sample, and in general such events were caused by command
interference gercrated more than 210 sec before the start of the data sample.
Many of the third-level records were, as previously menticned, IFC records
with incorrect values of temperature. Some of the records were invalid in
the sense that no micrometeoroid impact could cause that particular arrange-
ment of bits in the data registers. For example, a record having CHG = 0,
ID= 0 had to be caused by noise, for the reasons explained in Section 3. 2. 3,
even if the source of the noise was unknown. The final result of this hand
reduction of the third-leve) playback data consisted of only two records that

18



could reasonably be interpreted as possible impacts. These records are
given in Table 6.

Table 6. Possible impact records

Time (UT) Hit 1 Hit 2
Day HR-MN-Sec CHG ID TOF B M CHG ID TOF B M

64 18 23 56 1 2 85 3 3 0 3 0 1 o0

66 1o 27 21 0 3 0 0 2 0 3 0 3 0

At the time of the day-64 event (5 March 1966), hit 1 contained IFC data for
the -X detector, and the B-only event was recorded in hit 2. It should be
noted with refercnce to Table 3a that the IFC data indicate the B capacitor
for the -X detector was shorted at the time of this event. This has a bearing
on the possibility that the B event recorded was due to internal noise and not
to micrometeoroid impact. At the time of the day-66 event (7 March 1966),
hit 1 contained a microphone noise event (M-only), and the possible impact
event was recorded in hit 2. As explained in Section 3.2.2, the values

ID = 3 in Table 5 do not indicate that the events triggered the A ,, sensor;

Z
rather, the TOF = 0 indicates that no A sensors were triggered.

19



7. ANALYSIS OF DATA

In the period from launch until 8 April 1966, the 1350 hr of available
data (i. e., all data less those periods adjacent to command times) consisted
of about 50 hr of real-time data and 1300 hr of playback data. In the previous
section, we have described the reduction of the playback data and the finding
of two events that may have resulted from micrometeoroid impacts. It is
necessary to consider in more detail the possibility that these events were
caused by noise. No electronic noise was noted on this or two other experi-
ments specifically checked (50-01 and 50-02) at the two times in question,
but the possibility of some unknown electrical transient occurring within the
complex spacecraft still cannot be discounted. This possibility appears
greater after an examination of the 50 hr of available real-time data. These
data contain about 10 events that were obviously due to noise from some
unknown transients. In addition, there are about 40 B events similar to the
two found in the playback data. If these were due to real impacts, we would
expect ~1000 rather than 2 events in the 1300 hr of playback data; hence,
they must have been the result of noise. The fact that such noise exists in
the real-time data throws considerable doubt on any assumption that the

playback data are free of similar noise.

There was another source of noise within the experiment itself. The
IFC data showed that the B capacitor of the -X detector started to fail
around 27 February 1966. Such a failure would be expected to generate B
events. After 11 June, when experiment data were again obtained, this
capacitor was shorted or nearly so, and the B-event rate in the playback
data was very much greater, at times ~10 events/hr., For this reason no
more data were reduced beyond 23 November 1966, although the experi--
ment remained on through May 1967. The useful period of operation of the
experiment was thus limited to 16 October 1965 to 8 April 1966. The two
unexplained B events in the playback data of this period represent an upper

20



limit to the flux of particles larger than "'10"12 g. The effective area

(area X solid angle) of each of the B sensors was 0.27 cm2 ster, so this

corresponds to a flux of about 3 X 1072 particles/rn2 sec 2T ster.
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8. DISCUSSION OF THE OGO 2 EXPERIMENT

While this experiment was an improvement on that flown on OGO 1,
there were still some obvious shortcomings. One of the more serious was
that particles had to impact a B sensor in order to register in the data.
Despite the thinness of the A films, the possibility still remained that the
particles might be of such low density as to be urable to penetrate these
films without suffering almost complete deceleration. This could be
answered by enabling A-only events to register in the data, a change that
was made on the OGO 4 unit (Nilsson et al., 1969).

The effective area of the B sensors needed to be increased in order to
expect to measure any particle velocities. Further, in view of the low event
rate, better procedures for the recognition of noise were required. These

changes were also implemented on the OGO 4 unit.
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9. COMPARISON WITH OTHER DATA

Ferry et al. (1968) attempted to record the penetration of thin films by
small particles (~3 u) at satellite altitudes. They exposed a number of sur-
faces on Gemini 9 and 12 and concluded that they had found little or no
evidence of penetration by extraterrestrial material. Contamination particles
and microscopic defects in their films (which are rather analogous to the
noise events in the OGO data reported above) prevented an actual determina-
tion of particle flux, but the data were sufficient to show that the flux was
at least an order of magnitude lower than that predicted by Dubin (1963).

The latter influx rate was based primarily on the early rocket and satellite
microphone data (Alexander et al., 1963) and rocket-borne particle-collec-
tion experiments (Hemenway and Soberman, 1962), none of which we now
consider reliable. Blanchard et al. (1967) have shown that contamination
problems were not sufficiently well understood at the time of those early
collection experiments. The conclusions of Ferry and his colleagues are
supported by the Gemini 12 results of Brownlee et al. (1968). Other rocket
experimenters, such as McDonnell (1967) and Carr and Gabe (1967), have
also determined that the dust-particle densities at these altitudes must be
much lower than previously indicated. Hemenway et al. (1968) recently
reassessed the flux of interplanetary dust at a lower value. Their "model

B'" is shown in Figure 5.

The penetration results from the Pegasus (Naumann, 1966) and
Explorer 16 (D'Aiutolo, 1964) satellites for particles in the range 1077
to 10'6 g appear to fit perfectly the mass distribution calculated by
van de Hulst (1947). The Explorer 16 data plotted in Figure 5 are from a
recalculation of the mass threshold values by Naumann and are in good
agreement with some recent microphone data from a satellite experiment.
Konstantinov et al. (1968) used piezoelectric sensors on Kosmos 135 and,

besides refuting the¢ 2arly microphone results, concluded that they had
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Figure 5. Cumulative flux versus mass plots for various data.
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probably recorded four impacts of particles greater than 2 X 10'9 g. This
is equivalent to a flux of 7 X 107® pa,rticles/m2 sec 27 ster, in good agree-

ment with the Explorer 16 penetration data.

From meteor (Nilsson and Southworth, 1968) and other data, it would
appear that a constant mass per magnitude relation is a reasonable descrip-
tion of the flux as a function of mass for particles between 1077 and 1 g.
Extrapolation of the Explorer 16 data on this basis leads to a predicted flux
of about 1 X 1072 parfcicles/m2 sec 27 ster of mass greater than 10712 g

This is quite consistent with our interpretation of the OGO 2 data.
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APPENDIX

A sample of playback data from tape DD7885. The primary data shown
are »art of file #8. The results of tie three stages of data reduction are

also shown.
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Level-l data from file 8 of tape DD7885. These data contain the day-66

event.
FILE ID 18 65811 20 2 674 1 1637 1 2273 66 66 35355 3
YR DY HIT ) HIT 2 I T \"2

0 66 66 9 51 43 01 8432 00 000 1 92.2 25.4 3 8
0 66 66 9 5715 01 8432 5 0 9533 2 92.2 25.4 3 8
0 66 66 10 628 1 2 8933 00 000 1 92.2 25.5 3 8
0 66 66 1016 18 1 2 8933 0 3 10133 2 92.2 14.0 3 8
0 66 66 102417 03 0602 00 900 1 92.2 25.4 3 8
0 66 66 102721 03 002 0 3 030 2 92.2 25.5 3 8
0 66 66 10 36 34 01 8432 00 000 1 92.2 25.5 3 8
0 66 66 104547 01 8432 5 0 9533 2 92.2 25.4 3 8
0 66 66 1055 -0 1 2 8933 00 000 1 92.2 25.4 3 8
0 66 66 11 413 1 2 8933 0 3 10033 2 92.2 25.5 3 8
0 66 66 111326 01 8432 00 000 1 92.2 25.4 3 8
0 66 66 1122 39 01 8432 5 0 9533 2 92.2 25.5 3 8

154 FRAMES OF DATA AT 4KB PB IS 1 34 37 HH MM SS

The format is essentially that of the primary (level 0) data; I is an index
showing which "hit" brought about a '"change'' in the data, ard T and V are

temperature (°F) and power-input voltage, respectively.
. h,.m,, s
The only frame to reach level-2 reduction was that of 10727 21",

There were no commands at this time, so this record reached level 3 and

was finally considered as a possible micrometeoroid event.
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