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ABSTRACT

A photometric model for Mars has been developed
which explains all tﬁe relevant features of the Mariner IV
television data. The dominant feature of the model is a
haze component in the atmosphere which substantially affects
the overall scene brightness. The model can be used to
subtract the haze effect from available pictures or to compute

scene brightness in geometries different from those of

Mariner IV.
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HAZE IN THE MARS ATMOSPHERE AS REVEALED
BY THE MARINER IV TELEVISION DATA

I. Introduction

Adequate planning of photographic experiments for
future space missions to Mars requires an understanding of
the basic light scattering, absorbing, and reflecting
properties of the planet, including its atmosphere.
Knowledge of these properties will affect both the camera
system design and the photographic mission plan.

In the case of the moon a reasonably accurate
photometric function, based on telescopic data, was available
prior to the Ranger missions. This empirical function
described the average* surface brightness as a function
of the sun-surface-observer geometry. Since the shape of
the mean lunar surface 1s a sphere so far as earth-based
brightness measurements are concerned, this is equivalent
to determining brightness of an average surface element
as a function of the angles between the normal to the
surface, the incident illumination vector, and the
emitted illumination vector. Laboratory measurements have
indicated that the apparent brightness is determined
intrinsically by the small scale properties of the lunar
surface material, such as the opacity, size, and packing
density of individual particles or grains. Lacking an
atmosphere, the photometric function for the moon is
completely determined by its near surface properties.

Our present knowledge of the photometric properties
of Mars is based on both telescopic data and the Mariner IV
television experiment results. As Mars subtends about 1/3
minute of arc from earth during its best viewing periods
(compared to 1/2 degree of arc for the moon) and is limited
to phase angles (the sun-Mars-Earth angle) of U47° or less,
it is not surprising that a photometric description comparable
in detail to that of the moon was not available in advance
of Mariner IV, One of the better compilations of "Mars
photometric data" consists of a brightness map at a resolution
of 10° (planet central angle) covering all longitudes and

latitudes in the range i6O°(1). The brightness for each 10°
sector 1s an average of observed values taken as the position

*"Average" in a spatial sense, as the experimental
determination of lunar surface brightness was limited spatially
by the resolution achievable with earth-based instruments.
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of the sector relative to the sun and earth changed due to both
the diurnal rotation of Mars and the motion of the Earth and
Mars about the sun. The resultant map is far from a description
of the average surface brightness as a function of sun-surface-
observer geometry.

The television experiment results returned by
Mariner IV provide photometric data on Mars over a limited
range of illumination and emittance angles at a resolution
considerably better than earth-based observations. This is
useful data for model fitting in any attempt to develop a
self-consistent photometric description of Mars, although
there are questions as to whether all of the Mariner IV photo-
graphic data should be accepted. ‘

The objective of the present study is to provide a
photometric description of Mars which can explain the Mariner IV
data. The study has proceeded along two basic lines: (a) an
analysis of Mariner IV data to develop criteria for photometric
model building, including an analysis of the validity of the
data (Section II); and (b) development of a model for the Mars
surface and atmosphere which seems physically realizable and
agrees in general with the above criteria based on the Mariner
data as reported (Section III).

This report is considered preliminary in the sense
that the scope 1s limited to consideration of the Mariner IV
data. Further work will attempt to fit the present model
to certain earth-based data, such as the geometrical albedo
and the phase function (integral planet brightness as a function
of phase angle). Additional checks on the validity of the model
which can be made using Mariner '69 imagery are pointed out in
Section IV.

II. Mariner IV Data

A. Empirical Basis for a Photometric Model of Mars
1. Feature Detection

One of the most important classes of data from the
Mariner IV pictures is the variation from plcture to picture
of the number of surface features detected by tralined observers.
Assuming that the camera operated nominally and that the dis-
tribution of features on the surface is reasonably uniform,
this data indicates the manner in which changing camera and
lighting geometry affects the detection of topographic features.
A photometric model of Mars should account for this change
in feature detection.
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Figure 1 indicates the number of craters and the
number of central peaks counted in the retouched picture

pairs made from the Mariner IV data(2’3). These histograms
confirm the generally held impression that the pictures near
the center of the sequence revealed more surface detail.

Figure 2 shows that the same trend occurs when the craters

are grouped according to size (with the exception of an
anomalously large number of craters with diameters D greater
than 32 kilometers in frames 3 and U4). Marcus detected craters
in the 4 to 5.6 kilometer size range for all pairs of frames
from 3 and 4 through 13 and 14. This compares favorably with
the theoretical camera resolution of 3 kilometers and indicates
that the change in feature detection was not caused by a change
in resoluftion.

When the number of craters detected per pair is
plotted versus incident sun angle as in Figure 3, a peak occurs
at about 40°. As the incidence angle increased from 40° to 60°
the number of craters detected decreased by about a factor of
two. Over this range the camera angle e remained nearly constant
(22 £ 2°) and the range from the camera to the surface varied
only about *3% from an average of 12,600 km. It appears that
the lighting incidence angle strongly affects feature detecta-
bility within this range. It is possible that the reduced
feature count is caused by an actual reduction of the number
of surface features within the camera field of view. However,
the reduced feature counts do not correlate well with any
change in terrain type (e.g., light and dark areas) either on
earth-based or the Mariner photographs. Moreover, the continued
decrease in feature count as the angle of incidence increased
toward the terminator strongly suggests that an interaction of
the camera properties and Mars photometry reduces surface feature
dectectability at high incidence angles.

2. Surface Brightness

The average brightness of the surface appearing in
the Mariner IV pictures is a second class of data which must
be accounted for by a Mars photometric model. Figure 4 shows
the average brightness of the surface¥ as a function of incidence
angle. The brightness is averaged over the area of surface 1in-
cluded in a single picture; this is the data presented in
Table III-6 of Reference 3. The "error bars" indicate the
range of incidence angles in a single picture; these data are

¥What is meant here is, of course, the apparent surface
which includes the real surface modified by effects due to
the atmosphere between the surface and the camera.
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from Table D-4 of Reference 3. The unit of brightness is a

millilamb, which is 10_3 times the brightness of* a white Lambert
surface normal to the sunlight at Mars.

The Mariner IV camera took pictures in overlapping
pairs with alternate green and orange filters so that a pair
consisted of a "green" and an "orange" picture. The color of
the filter used in taking each picture is indicated on Figure 4.
The camera was callbrated to account for different sensitivities
with the different filters. The consistently greater brightness
of the orange pictures reflects the fact that the brightness of
Mars increases with wavelength The camera spectral response

was centered at ~5300 A with the green filter and at ~6100 A
with the orange filter. According to Figure B-13 of Reference 3,

o]
the brightness of Mars is about 1.6 times as great at 6100 A as
o]

at 5300 A. If the brightness of the green pictures is multi-
plied by 1.6, they agree well with the brightness of the orange
pictures as indicated in Figure 4.

Averaging the brightness data over the surface visible
in one picture is sufficient to remove the brightness variations
caused by topographic features, but more extensive brightness
variations caused by albedo differences are still evident.
Pictures 8 through 13 seem to depart from the curves established
by the other pictures. According to Figure D-3 of Reference 3,
these pictures contain parts of the Mare Sirenum. Other than
this, the brightness appears to decrease monotonically with
increasing incidence angles.

3. Sky Brightness

The third category of Mariner IV data involves the
brightness of the illuminated atmosphere or sky. Unless re-
futed, the sky brightness data must be explained by the Mars
photometric model. Figure 5 is a duplication of Figure III-15
in Reference 3 and shows the sky brightness above the limb of
Mars. These data come from picture 1 in which the illuminated
sky appears against the dark background of space. The sky 150 km
above the 1limb appears about 60% as bright as the surface at
the limb. Picture 1 was taken with an orange filter, hence
these data reflect a camera spectral response centered at 6100 A.

Figure 6 is a duplication of Figure III-16 in
Reference 3. It shows brightness, presumably scattered from
the atmosphere, as a function of the lowest directly illuminated
altitude. Even with no direct sunlight illumination below
100 to 200 km, picture 22 indicates the presence of some atmos-
phere or other light scattering media at 200 km above the surface.
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B. Validity of Mariner Photometric Data

Even a cursory examination of the calibrated but
unenhanced Mariner IV pictures reveals two important character-
istics: the contrast is extremely low and the sky in picture 1
is very bright. Both characteristics lead to the impression
that there is substantial stray light in the pictures either
from "haze" around the planet or "glare" in the camera, or
perhaps a combination of these. The "haze" would be an impor-
tant part of the photometric model of Mars while camera "glare"
is just an effect of the measuring instrument.

Numerous arguments as to whether the stray light is
due to planet haze or camera glare are given in Reference 3.
Many of these arguments concern the likelihood of a particular
occurrence and are not definitive. Therefore, the cause of
the stray light is still in question. However, the following
facts are known:

1. Some "velling glare" existed in the camera optics,
although 1t is not enough to account for the observed
stray light.

2. It is possible to degrade the optics to produce
effects similar to the stray light without greatly
reducing the image brightness.

3. The stray light does not originate within the
camera electronics since pictures of the dark sky
made weeks after encounter are black. Magnification
of the existing optical glare by electronic distortion
has not been ruled out.

L, Some image retention from picture to picture occurs;
it was estimated at about 10% from picture 1 to
picture 2.

From this it is possible to say that at least some of the stray
light originated within the camera as veiling glare. The follow-
ing analysis is presented to indicate that, at least in picture 1,
most of the stray light could have originated within the camera.

According to Reference 3, the Mariner IV encounter
photographic sequence was initiated by a device called the

Narrow Angle Mars Gate (NAMG). The NAMG(A) is a small tele-

scope with an aperture of 1/2 inch and a rectangular field of

view of 1 1/2° by 2 1/2°. 1Its optical axis is aligned with

the camera optical axis. It was designed to start the photographic
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sequence when the limb of Mars had moved a few tenths of a
degree into its fleld of view. The light sensitivity speci-
fied to trigger the NAMG was 30 foot - lamberts (5.7 millilambs)
over the entire field of view, or a point source which produced
an equivalent amount of light.

The time at which the NAMG started the photographic

sequence was obtained from JPL(6). The times at which the

first two photographs were taken are given in Reference 3,

Table C-1. By extrapolation, shown in Figure 7, the relation-
ship of the NAMG field of view to the camera field of view

for pictures 1 and 2 can be found. The limb of Mars seen

in picture 1 is shown. The limb is somewhat skewed because

the aiming point was not exactly as planned, but otherwise

the encounter was nominal. The NAMG started the photographic
sequence when the limb encroached a few tenths of a degree as
planned, and the first picture included the 1limb, as was desired.

The fact that the NAMG apparently performed nominally
despite the unexpected brightness of the sky in Mariner picture 1
suggests that the sky brightness was due largely to camera glare
rather than haze on Mars. If the sky and planet brightness
indicated by picture 1 is integrated over the field of view of
the NAMG at the time it triggered the photo sequence, the
illumination of the detector is found to be avbout five times
the value required to trigger the first picture. Figure 8
shows the brightness curve used to obtain this result. The
solid part of the curve is the data from Reference 3 reproduced
in Figure 5. The curve was extended below the limb on the basis
of the average brightness of the planet in picture 1 as given
in Reference 3 and by inspection of the brightness varlation on
the reproduction of picture 1. The sky brightness was abruptly
terminated at 175 km above the 1limb - just beyond the edge of
picture 1.

‘Mariner picture 1 was taken with an orange filter,
o]

hence the camera response was centered at 6100 A. The spectral
response of the Mariner Earth sensor, which used a Cd-S sensor

le]
like the NAMG, was centered at about 6000 A. No correction for
different spectral response between the camera and NAMG was made.

The five fold discrepancy between the brightness seen
by the NAMG, indicated by picture 1, and the brightness required
to activate the NAMG is the minimum consistent with the known
uncertainties in the data. Terminating the sky brightness just
beyond the edge of picture 1 reduces the brightness in the NAMG
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field of view as much as possible. Using the earliest possible
NAMG acquisition time also reduces the amount of light in the
field of view. The 30 foot - lambert threshold for the NAMG

is apparently the minimum sensitivity of the instrument; testing
showed it had a tendency to become more sensitive with time by

as much as a factor of three(q). This would make the discrep-
ancy even greater.

If we consider that the NAMG data is correct, the
question arises as to how picture 1 might be corrected to bring
1t into agreement. If it is assumed that a uniform glare level
exists in the picture, it is possible to compute a glare level
which makes the photographic data and the NAMG data agree.

This computed glare level, based on the conservative assumptions
stated above, is 100 millilambs. If this brightness level were

subtracted from picture 1, it would leave only a small amount

of brightness in the sky at 150 km above the limb and would in-

crease the contrast between the sky and the planet. The planet

brightness would be approximately halved.

Since it has been determined experimentally that it
i1s possible to degrade the camera optics to produce a large
amount of veiling glare (which would appear as sky brightness)
and not greatly change the apparent brightness of the planet,
an alternate scheme for correcting picture 1 would be to dis-
regard the sky brightness and leave the planet brightness
unchanged. If the brightness curve in Figure 8 is assumed to
be zero above the 1limb, the picture brightness and the NAMG
data agree within about 15%. This very small discrepancy can
be accounted for by the uncertainty in the camera photometric
calibration.

If the NAMG data is accepted, it is possible to
make the following conclusions about the sky and planet
brightness data provided by picture 1. Most of the sky
brightness appears to be due to camera glare and it is pos-
sible that the actual sky brightness is negligible. The
actual planet brightness may be essentially as pictured or
may be only about half as bright as pictured.

, A series of discussions has been carried out with
JPL over the past two months in an attempt to resolve the
NAMG problem. The cenclusion is that in view of the difficulty,
or in some cases impossibility, of recovering critical data at
this time, the discrepancy remains unresolved. The opinion
of the Principal Investigator (R. B. Leighton, California
Institute of Technology) is that the television data as reported
is the best that can be made available prior to Mariner '69.
It is the reported data which has formed the basis for the
model work, with no corrections to bring the NAMG and camera
brightness data into agreement.
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IIT. Photometric Models Based on Mariner IV Data

A. Atmosphere

The brightness above the limb and the lack of contrast
were unexpected results. These data can be explained by an
atmosphere which is optically fairly thick. A fog on earth,
for example, produces similar effects over much shorter dis-
tances. The known atmosphere of Mars, i.e., an atmosphere con-
sisting principally of CO2 and having a surface pressure of

5-10 mb and a scale height of 10 km, is completely inadequate
to explain the reported phenomena.

In the subsequent sections, the term atmosphere
should be taken to mean not the usual gaseous atmosphere, but
some unspecified material like dust which will have the
optical properties required to explain the Mariner IV data.
This atmosphere will be described by four parameters: the
scale height, a cutoff height, an extinction coefficient, and a
scattering coefficient.

The density, d, of the atmosphere is taken to have
the form
—h/h0

d doe for hzhco

(1)
d =20 for h<h
co

where do is the density extrapolated to the planetary surface,
h is the altitude gbove the surface, hO is the scale height,
and hco is the cutoff height. Figure 9 illustrates this
density profile.

The exponential portion of the density profile has
been chosen in analogy to the behavior of gaseous atmospheres,
for which such profiles provide reasonable agreement. It was
found necessary to include a low altitude cutoff in order
to obtain agreement between the model and picture 1 from
Mariner IV, specifically, to make the limb visible against
the bright sky background. The rationale for this 1s discussed
later in this sectilon.

It is not possible to specify an exact criterion for
the altitude profile of the brightness in the model. The
observed brightness from Mariner IV extends to at least 150 km.
The parameters of the model have been chosen so that the atmos-
pheric brightness decreases rapidly above 200 km.

The extinction coefficient represents the fract?on
of a beam of light which is removed from the beam, per unit
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length, by absorption and scattering. If F is the flux in
a beam,

dr Fodx (2)

where o is the extinction coeifficient and dx is an element
of path length along the beam. The extinction coefficient
is taken to be proportional to the density of the atmosphere
and has the same analytical form as Equation (1) where S is

defined as the extinction coefficient extrapolated to the
planetary surface. A scatftering coefficient b and extra-
polated surface valve bo are simllarly defined. The scattering

coefficient determines the portion of the incident beam which
is scattered (only) out the beam of light.

If a small volume element dV is illuminated by a
beam of intensity S (lumens/unit area), the scattered light
forms a point source of intensity dI

dl = b sSdav (3)
T

where I is measured in candles if S is in lumens/unit area.

The dimensions of b are(distance)—l. Scattering is assumed
to be isotropic. :

The extinction coefficient must be greater than
or equal to the scattering coefficient because the extinction
coefficient includes the process of scattering plus that of
absorption. That is,

g _>b ()
o— 0

B. Surface

For the purposes of the model calculations the
photometric properties of the Martian surface are taken to
be those of a Lambert surface with a normal albedo Py A1l

of the calculations are carried out with the same albedo,
although it is clear that for some of the pictures the scene
photographed was a dark area of Mars, and a lower albedo would
be appropriate.

There is little earth-based data upon which to base
a choice of photometric properties of Mars. One example of
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available data is the phase function (5), which is in agreement
with a model consisting of a lunar~type reflective surface plus
a thin atmosphere. Such a deduction about the surface proper-
tles is not applicable to the presently postulated model in

which atmospheric effects significantly modify the photometric
appearance of the surface.

C. Values of the Pafameters

The set of parameters given in Table I has been
chosen to give a good fit to the data obtained from Mariner IV.
The relationship between the parameters and the data and the
logic which led to the particular choice of parameters will
be discussed in some detail in parts of this section.

TABLE 1
Scale height hO 75 km
Cutoff height hco 50 km
Extinction coefficient 4 .01/km
Scattering coefficient b .006/km
Surface normal albedo GO 0.5

D. Slope Sensitivity Calculations

Slope sensitivity relates changes in the signal
produced by the camera to changes in the slope of the surface.
It depends on the photometric properties of the surface, the
transmission properties of the atmosphere and the camera
system. Geometric and atmospheric conditions which produce
a high slope sensitivity lead to pictures with readily dis-
cernible surface detall compared to pictures in which the slope
sensitivity is low.

Figure 3 illustrates the detection of craters in
the Mariner IV pictures. This figure may be interpreted as
indicating that in pictures taken at incidence angles of about
40 degrees, the slope sensitivity is higher than at other
incidence angles. The photometric model postulated here
gives qualitative agreement with the results indicated in
Figure 3. Lack of knowledge of the surface topography, along
with other reasons, prevents any quantitative comparison.
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The slope sensitivity G (i,e) is a function
proportional to the change in camera signal divided by the
slope difference producing the change. The angle 1 1s the
angle between the local vertical and the incident radiation,
and ¢ 1s the angle between the local vertlcal and the direction
to the observer. Because of the particular properties of
the Lambert surface, which 1s used in thls model, the slope
sensitivity does not depend on the phase angle.

Although slope sensitivity depends on the response
of the camera system, there 1s inadequate information presently
avallable to account for the effect reliably. For this study
the response of the camera is assumed to be constant and linear.
Under these assumptions, the camera parameters do not enter
the slope sensitivity calculation.

The slope sensitivity is most easily calculated by
considering the case where there is no atmosphere, and then
by modifying the result to account for the effect of the
atmosphere. The geometry is shown 1ln Figure 10. The slope
sensitivity with no atmosphere, s(i), is given by

= 8B
s(1) = (lekl k=é] average over w (5)

where B 1s the surface brightness and k the angle between the
local vertical and the normal to the sloping surface. The
derivative is evaluated at k=0 since that represents a flat
surface at the local area. The derivative is averaged over
the azimuthal angle w under the assumption that slopes are
equally probable in all directions. The absolute value of

the derivative 1s taken before averaging because, for the
purpose of slope detection, brightness decreases are as useful
as brightness increases. The function s(i), plotted in Figure
11, can be defined as the average (over the azimuthal angle)
of the absolute value of the rate of change of the surface
brightness as the surface is tilted away from local vertical.
Thus s(i) is a reasonable measure of the brightness change
produced by the terrain in a region. Where there are limits
on the detection of brightness differences, as exist in all
real systems, slopes which produce large brightness changes
are more easily detected than those in other areas. There-
fore the slope sensitivity is a reasonable measure of the
expected quality of the pilctures.

The presence of the atmosphere alters the slope
sensitivity through two principal effects. First, it decreases
the intensity of the incldent sunlight reaching the surface,
and second, it attenuates the light reaching the camera from
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the surface. Both of these effects reduce the brightness of
the entire local area by a constant factor, and hence also

reduce the brightness difference between surfaces having
different slopes.

The change 1n the apparent brightness B of the
surface seen through an atmosphere is given by

~h/h
dB = Bodx = Bo e dx (6)

and,

- o ¢
B = Be (7)
where BO is the brightness if no atmosphere were present and

® _h/ho dx

R =j' e 8X  4n (8)
dn
hCO

R is a function of the angle between the line of sight and
the local vertical. The_function is plotted in Figure 12,
Rc denotes the value of R along the line of sight to the

camera.

Similarly, the intensity of the incident sunlight
may be shown to be

S = 8S_e (9)

where ﬁs is the value of R along the line of sight to the sun,
SO is the unattenuated intensity of the incldent solar radiation,
and S is the value at the surface.

Both the attenuation of the incident sunlight and

the attenuation of the scattered sunlight reduce the slope
sensitivity G(i,e), which becomes
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-0 R (e) =0 _R_(1)
G(1,e) = s(i)e 9 ¢ ¢ ©O8 (10)

The functions G and s are plotted in Figure 11 as a function

of the i1ncidence angle, although the function G depends on

both the incidence and emittance angles. The incidence angle
was chosen as a convenlent parameter to separate the Mariner IV
pictures, and at each point the emittance angle & was chosen

in agreement with the trajectory data. A similar convention
will be employed in the subsequent figures.

The additional illumination of the surface produced
by sunlight scattered from the atmosphere does not contribute
appreciably to the ability to detect slopes and has not been
included in the slope detection calculations. The scattered
sunlight is almost uniform over the sky hemisphere, as seen
from a point on the surface of the planet, and surfaces which
are vertical receive the same i1llumination from scattered
sunlight independent of the direction in which they are tilted.

The slope sensitivity does not depend on the parameter
bO nor on the albedo Por In the latter case, this is because

Po 1s taken to be the same constant in all plctures, and there-

fore, as a multiplicative factor, it does not affect the relative
picture quality. The parameter bo affects the brightness of

the atmosphere, but does not degrade the slope sensitivity.

This is because the atmospheric brightness represents a constant
background and does not contribute to the differential bright-
ness change s = §B/8§k, Degradation of slope sensitivity arises
only from the extinctlion of light by the atmosphere.

The function G(i,e) (Figure 11) has the general shape
required by the Mariner IV pictures; that is, it has a maximum
in the center and falls off at either end. This is to be com-
pared with the crater count curves in Figure 3, which also peak
in the middle of the photo sequence. It is not possible to
obtain quantitative data from Mariner IV to compare with this
curve, since the actual topography is unknown. Only the shape
of the curve is important.

To obtain the desired shape, it is necessary to
choose a moderately thick atmosphere, i.e., the product of

95 and R should be about unity. Thinner atmospheres than

we have chosen would not provide as much roll-off for high
incidence angles. This is illustrated by Figure 11 where s(i),
which does not include atmospheric affects, increases mono-
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tonically with increasing illumination angle, i.e., as the
Mariner picture sequence approaches the terminator. On the
other hand, too thilck an atmosphere would entail such low
contrast, relative to that expected with no atmosphere,
that no detaill at all would be expected in the Mariner IV
pictures.

E. Brightness Calculations

The brightness calculations consider the effects
of atmosphere seen above the limb in Marlner pilcture 1
and the appearance of the surface in pictures 1 through 19.
A major problem in the interpretation of the Mariner IV
plctures was that the brightness visible above the limb in
picture 1 extended essentially undiminished from the limb to
an altitude of at least 150 km. Since the rate of decrease
was low, reasonable extrapolation of the curve would give
rise to appreciable brightness at ilarge distances, say 500 km,
above the 1limb. Such an atmosphere should be detectable from
earth. As there is no evidence for such an atmosphere, the

model parameters ho, Oqs and bO were adjusted to produce a

rapid decrease in sky brightness beginning just above the
region contained in Mariner picture 1 (i.e., about 150 km
altitude). This decrease in model atmosphere brightness
is illustrated in Figure 13.

A physical explanation for this atmospheric bright-
ness profile is that near the limb, the viewer is unable to
see all the way through the atmosphere. Looking farther above
the limb, the atmosphere becomes thinner and the viewer sees
farther into it, but still not all the way through. Because
of this the brightness changes very 1little as a funetion of
altitude above the limb for altitudes less than 150 km. How-
ever, once the density decreases so that the viewer can see
completely through the atmosphere (cOle), then the apparent

brightness of the atmosphere will decrease rapidly at a rate
commensurate with the scale height, ho.

The calculations of the atmospheric brightness took
into account single but not multiple scattering. That is, each
volume element was assumed to be illuminated with sunlight
attenuated in passing through the atmosphere. The illumination
of the volume element produced by scattered sunlight was ignored.
The attenuation of the light between the volume element and the
camera was taken into account.

Figure 13 illustrates results of the calculations.
The selection of 95 and ho was made to explain the slope

sensitivity data (i.e., the pictures in the middle of the
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sequence appear clearer) and the atmospheric profile (i.e.,
the shape of the curve for brightness vs. altitude above the
1imb). The parameter bO adjusts the amplitude of the atmo-

spheric brightness. Initially results were computed assuming
that the atmosphere extended to the Mars surface. The data
indicated that the thickness of the atmosphere looking tangent
to the limb was so great that the limb could not be seen. The
discontinulty in brightness at the limb is an essential feature
of the model, since the limb 1s readily apparent even in the
unenhanced Mariner pictures. This requirement led directly to
fhe selection of a low altitude cutoff, hco’ below which the

atmosphere 1s transparent. This produced the desired shape
for the brightness profile below the horizon in Figure 13, and
the value of °s (albedo) was selected to provide a limb bright-

ness discontinuity and general surface brightness comparable to
Figure 5.

The necessity of introducing a cutoff altitude hco

was forced by the requirement to expose the 1limb of the planet.
The resulting model atmosphere 1s one in which the light scat-
tering elements are concentrated between about 50 km and 200
km above the surface (i.e., within a shell which is 2 scale
heights thick). There may be some physical significance to
this model in the following sense. Meteoroids entering the
earth's atmosphere break up at altitudes around 100 km, pro-
viding a source of light scattering material. Noctilucent
clouds have been observed at about the same region in the
earth's atmosphere, demonstrating the exlstence of light scat-
tering sources concentrated at high altitudes. It 1s quite
possible that such mechanisms could be effective at Mars, ana
if so, comparable altitudes might be expected. Figure 14 com-
pares the density of the earth's atmosphere wlth several
possible models of the gaseous atmosphere proposed for Mars.
The Mars models bracket the earth's density in the region
around 100 km.

Figure 15 illustrates the illumination level at the
Martian surface as a function of the incidence angle. As ex-
pected the atmosphere reduces the illumination due to direct
sunlight, while the scattered light, or skylight, provides some
illumination of the surface beyond the point which would have
been the terminator in the case of no atmosphere (i.e., where
the incidence angle equals 90°).

Model calculations for the surface brightness at the
center of the Mariner IV pictures are shown in Figure 16,
together with the contribution to the apparent brightness due
to the atmosphere. These points have been calculated for a
constant albedo Pys SO that the dip in the brightness curve in



BELLCOMM, INC. - 16 -

the Mariner IV data (see Figure 4) caused by the dark surface
areas 1s not included. The brightness difference between the
calculated curve and the atmospheric contribution is propor-

tional to the surface albedo.

The albedo was chosen to give reasonable agreement
with Mariner IV brightness data. A single value produces
quantitative agreement at the limb, as mentioned previously,
(specifically, the magnitude of the discontinuity) and at
the center of each of the Mariner IV pictures, to an accuracy
of about 10%. However, the surface albedo is significantly
higher than that of the moon, and it indicates an exceptionally
efficient reflecting surface.

As Section II has raised the possibility of a
significant amount of glare in Mariner picture 1, model compu-
tations were made for a case where the atmospheric scattering
coefficient bo was reduced by a factor of 10, while retaining

the other parameters constant. The resulting brightness profile
which would be deduced for Mariner picture 1 is shown in Figure
17. As expected, the brightness of the atmosphere decreased

by an order of magnhitude. Figure 18 illustrates the calculated
brightness vs. incidence angle (or picture number) at the centers
of the Mariner pictures for the same case. The critical fea-
tures of the Mariner IV data are maintained in this model,
including the brightness discontinuity at the limb and the fall
off in picture brightness with increasing incidence angle. The
brightness of the atmosphere 50 km above the limb was about 70%
of the brightness at the center of picture 1 in Figure 16. This
is reduced to about 15% in Figure 18, 1.e., the haze above the
limb appears less bright compared to the surface. The slope
sensitivity calculation does not depend on bo and therefore

remains the same for this choice of parameters.

There is extensive freedom within the model to adjust
parameter values and functional forms to make the fit to the
Mariner IV data even more precise. The cholce of a Lambert
surface and an exponential density profile for the atmosphere
are arbitrary, and there is considerable freedom in the choice
of parameters describing the atmosphere.

The purpose of the model 1s to demonstrate that all
of the relevant photometric data obtalned from Mariner IV can
by explained by a single photometric model, which includes a
haze atmosphere. This model is sufficiently accurate that it
appears justified to use the model to predict the photometric
behavior of Mars in geometric configurations not photographed
by Mariner 1V.

This model is wholly dependent on Mariner IV data,
and any adjustment of that data would be reflected in changes
in the parameters of the model.
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IV. Applications for Future Missions

A, Mariner '69 Flyby

Both far- and near-encounter 1limb photography on
the 1969 Mariner Mars flyby mission should provide an important
check on the validity of the Mariner IV data, and hence on the
foundations for the haze model, Full planet far-encounter
photography at relatively small phase angles (~30°) will ex-
pose essentially half the circumference of the planet disk to
a search for atmospheric haze, At a resolution of about 30
km/line pair this data should be adequate to determine whether
any haze phenomenon of the magnitude apparent in the first
Mariner IV picture exists.

Higher resolution 1limb photography could be obtained
during the near-encounter photographic sequence. If the haze
effect is confirmed, the sequence of full planet photography
will provide evidence of its spatial and temporal variations.

B. Mariner '71 Orbiter

One of the objectlives of the '71l imagery experiment
is to search for temporal changes in the surface properties
of Mars. In particular, the wave of seasonal darkening will
be investigated, largely by searching for albedo changes in
photographs of the same surface areas taken at different times.
If the '69 data confirms that the haze model described here is
substantially correct, there are important consequences bearing
on the success of the '71 imagery experiment.

In particular, the model predicts an atmospheric
contribution of about 25% to the scene brightness over an
average mare 50° from the terminator, increasing to a con-
tribution greater than that from the surface 10° from the
terminator. This 10°-50° interval is approximately the range
at which the swaths of periapsis photography will be acquired
on the 1971 orbiter mission. Furthermore, over this range
of angles, a 20% change in haze brightness would appear as
at least a 5% change in apparent surface albedo. While
temporal and spatial variations in the haze contribution
are completely unknown at this time, this magnitude of
change may well be induced merely by the varying sun/camera
geometry which is required to repeatedly photograph the
same surface areas throughout the orbital mission. It would
seem that a 5% surface albedo change would be important to
an investigation of the wave of darkening, considering that
a 50% increase in albedo would make a mare as bright as a
desert.
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The haze can therefore make a significant contribu-
tion to the overall scene brightness (and brightness changes).
One obvious use for the haze model, then, would be to subtract
the haze effect from the pictures to expose the true surface
brightness. Three types of pictures have been identified as
being particularly appropriate to this extension of the
model work for the '7l mission. The first is photography
of the limb above the area of surface photographs taken on
each orbit. This will expose the haze against the dark sky
background. Second is photography of the terminator region
just beyond the area of surface photographs to expose the
illuminated haze against the dark planet surface. And third
is a series of full planet photographs on approaeh in which
the changing brightness contrast of pairs of bright and dark
areas can be measured as the rotating planet varies the incidence
and emittance angles. Assuming the same photometric function
for the two surface areas, any observed changes in contrast
should be due to atmospheric effects. Use of these data in
formulating the haze model would not require knowledge of the
surface photometry, as was the case with the Mariner IV data.
In this case, once the surface pictures were corrected for the
haze effect, an empirical model for surface photometry could
be developed.

V. Summary

Examination of the Mariner IV television pictures
and data derived from these pictures by JPL has led to the
"development of three criteria which can be used to test any
proposed photometric model of Mars.

1. Histograms have been developed to reveal the
number of craters and number of central peaks
in most pilctures of the Mariner sequence. These
data confirm the observation that the pictures in
the middle of the sequence reveal more surface detail
than either those at the beginning or at the end.
Feature detectability has been plotted as a function
of picture number, or angle of solar illumination,
as the picture sequence progressed towards the
terminator.

2. Average surface brightness 1n the Mariner pictures
has been tabulated by JPL. This data can also
be plotted as a function of solar illumination
angle, indicating a general trend of decreasing
picture brightness as the sun approaches the
horizon, l1.e., as the plecture sequence approaches
the terminator.
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3. Perhaps the most startling feature of the Mariner
photos 1is the brightness of the sky in the first
picture. The sky at 150 km above the limb, which
is the highest altitude visible in the picture,
is approximately 60% as bright as the limb. JPL
has determined the absolute scene brightness as
a function of altitude above and below the limb,
and any photometric model for Mars should account
for this feature.

In view of the surprising amount of sky brightness
in the first Mariner picture, a separate study was conducted
to test the validity of this data. It was concluded that if
this brightness was a real property of Mars, then the amount
of light seen by the Narrow Angle Mars Gate sensor was about
5 times the nominal threshold thought to be required. (The
NAMG 1s an optical sensor separate from the vidicon system
which responds to integral scene brightness). The amount of
sky brightness reported would be sufficient to cause the first
picture to be taken considerably earlier, thereby photographing
a much larger portion of the atmosphere above the limb.

Several explanations of this discrepancy are possible.
One 1s that the apparent sky brightness is glare in the camera
system. This possibiiity was investigated by JPL with the
conclusion that, in the laboratory, they could not find a
reasonable mechanism for producing the cbserved brightness
either with the nominal camera system or with one of degraded
performance. Other sources of error are the time at which the
NAMG achieved its threshold level of integral scene brightness,
or the changing sensitivity of the photo-detector surface of
the NAMG.

These questions have been pursued with JPL. 1t was
concluded that the NAMG problem would remailn unresolved due
to lack of necessary data, and the best course of action for the
model work would be to assume that the Mariner IV television
data 1is correct as reported.

Four parameters were introduced to describe the
properties of the atmosphere, where, by definition, atmosphere
refers to the light scattering elements which are necessarily
distinct from the gaseous atmosphere. Values chosen for the
scale height and extinction coefficient effectively produced
the observed decrease in sky brightness above 150 km and the
enhanced slope sensitivity, which 1s related to the criterion
of feature detectability, near the middle of the picture sequence.
A value selected for the atmospheric scattering coefficient
produced the correct magnitude of sky brightness above the
limb. Finally it was necessary to introduce a cutoff altitude
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(50 km) below which the density of light scattering elements

was zero in order to make the 1limb of the planet visible.

A single surface albedo of 0.5 produced the desired brightness
discontinuity at the limb and the desired amplitude of the
decreasing picture brightness as the photographs approached

the terminator. The shape of this latter function is primarily
determined by the assumed surface photometric function, although
atmospheric effects are increasing in importance towards the
terminator.

Although earth-based measurements of the Mars phase
function indicate that a lunar photometric model for the sur-
face might be appropriate in the case of a thin atmosphere,
the true surface light scattering properties are concealed by
the thick atmosphere which was found necessary to describe the
Mariner data. With no real evidence. to the contrary, a Lambert
surface has been used to simplify the model computations.

The resulting model has a plausible physical explana-
tion and fits the Mariner IV data criteria. One bothersome aspect
1s the high surface normal albedo. An obvious step in contin-
uing this work is to determine quantities such as the phase
function and geometric albedo for the model and compare them
with earth-based observations.

VI. Conclusions

An empirical model for the photometric properties of
Mars has been developed which can explain all the relevant
features of the Mariner IV television data. A principal feature
of this model 1s a haze component in the atmosphere. This haze
has the effect of degrading the surface contrast and making the
atmosphere visible above the 1limb and beyond the terminator. The
magnitude of this haze effect was not predicted from earth-based
observations. :

The utility of a model such as this is two-fold. First,
it may be used as a basis for further studies of the nature and
possible origin of the haze. More importantly, however, it
provides a technique for computing the haze effect on picture
brightness. This would be necessary for any experiment which
depends on a knowledge of surface albedo or albedo variations,
since haze properties may vary in space and time.
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Mariner '69 far-and near-encounter photography should
provide a definitive check on the validity of the haze model

for the Mars atmosphere.

Chandgygson

E. N./Shipley

. w. 8. jw-‘*“m

1014~ENS-mao W. B. Thompson
WBT



BELLCOMM, INC.

REFERENCES
1. "A Low Resolution Photometric Map of Mars", G. de Vaucouleurs,
Icarus 7, 1967.
2. "Number Density of Martian Craters", A. Marcus, Bellcomm

Technical Report # TR-68-710-1, January 29, 1968.

3. Mariner IV Pictures of Mars, R. Leighton et al., JPL
Technical Report #32-88L, December 15, 1967.

4., Mariner Mars 1964 Project Report: Mission and Spacecraft
Development, vVolume 1, JPL Technical Report #32-740,
March 1, 1965

5. Planets and Satellites, Edited by G. Kuiper and B. Middlehurst,
University of Chicago Press, 1961, p. 326.

6. A. Herriman, Jet Propulsion Laboratory, Personal Communication.



140

120 - ‘,; 5.555555

CRATERS 100

TOTAL COUNT " S -
w NN
Y MARCUS 80
( BELLCOMM) e
———--  LEIGHTON 60
w1 L
10
20
0
3%4 5&6 7&8 9410 11&12 13414 15816 17418
FRAME NUMBERS
20
CENTRAL PEAKS 5 L
SO
MARCUS ok [
Y (BELLCOMM) TR
. LEIGHTON
(JrL)

3&4 5&6 7&8 9&I10 I1&12 I3&IY4 15416 17418
FRAME NUMBERS

FIGURE | - FEATURES COUNTED IN MARINER IV PICTURES

MARCUS-BELLCOMM TR-68-710-1
LEIGHTON - JPL TR-32-884




CRATER COUKT
D< 8KM

CRATER COUNT
8<D< 3ZKM

CRATER COUNT
D> 32kM

40

30

20

10

80

60

20

40

30

20

NNNNNNRN
=
NN
- S\
[ =
SSRRNRRN N I
3&Y 5&6 7&8 9&I0 11&12 13414 I5&I6 17418
FRAME NUMBERS
==
- N NN \
QO
3&4 bH&6 74&8 9&f0||&|2|3&|4|5&|6|7&|8
FRAME NUMBERS
SRR
344 bH&6 T7&8 9&10 11&i1213&I14 i5&16 17&18

FRAME NUMBERS

FIGURE 2 - CRATERS COUNTED IN MARINER IV PICTURES

DATA FROM MARCUS-BELLCOMM TR-68-710-1



NUMBER OF CRATERS PER PICTURE PAIR

€ — EMITTANCE ANGLE, DEGREES

140

120

100

80

60

40

201

i /
/ | NUMBER OF CRATERS DETECTED
/ / PER PAIR - JPL-TR-32.884
—— COUNT BY A. MARCUS - BELLCOMM
&l €- EMITTANCE
ANGLE (DEGREES) .
B 17&18
-
748
13& 14 i
REGION OF 9810 1512
NEARLY CONSTANT €
22° :i'. 2° —— B E—
1 i 1 {
0 20 60 80

i-ANGLE OF INCIDENCE, DEGREES -+

FIGURE 3 - CRATER DETECTION IN MARINER 1V PICTURES




06

JTONV IONIAIONI °SA SSINLHDINE J0V4¥NS IOV¥IAV - H J¥NDI4
(s33¥93a) 319NV IONIAIONI

08 0L 09 05 Oh . 08 0z 01 0
96| .
9" X9 ‘6|
98l
9‘g| 1 911
p——1 =~ 9“0l
'9°1%‘9°81 0°L 08 =
0.0_ O.N_ //// L
9" 1x9‘g] 9*1X9°]]
o._xc.,_,. y .
~ . 9 ) |
//. 9°1x9°01 9°9 gég ]
// 0°6

~ o Y 00es

~ 0‘s ICAEFENTER)

// ¥3a11i4 NIFWD

~
¥ 0019 LV G3¥3LN3D ¥3L1Id JONVYO - _ - 1
J¥NLOId NI STTIONY 3ONIAIONI 40 IONVY 9°1%'9°9 9" 1X‘Dg
P g

TIII'II. [ P — “

9" 1X‘D‘g 06 Ot

(N33¥D ¥0 3ONV¥0) ¥ILTIA

(01 LON 1) ¥311d1LINN mmuzp:o_mm.\\.\\wkx
. 43NN 3NLO1d

0s

001

0§t

002

052

SEWYITTIW “SSINLHO | ¥



009

009

I# 34NLO1d Al ¥INIYVW WO¥4 311404d SSINLHDIYE GIUNSVIA - § 3UNDI4

SYILINOTIN “NOZI¥OH IA0EY 3ANLILIV
00h 0o¢ 002 00l 0 0o0i-

00¢-

0S

001

0s1

002

052

SERVTITTIW ‘SSINLHOI ¥4



BRIGHTNESS, MILLILAMBS

10
>\PICTURE #20
*
5 [~ 4'\+
PICTURE #21
Stk
Shyk,
+
2 e
PICTURE #22

| -
0.5
0.2
0.1 | | I | 1

-50 0 50 100 150 200 250

MINIMUM |LLUMINATED ALTITUDE, KILOMETERS

FIGURE 6 - MEASURED BRIGHTNESS VS. MINIMUM |LLUMINATED
ALTITUDE IN THE ATMOSPHERE



HOILISINGOY LV MIIA 40 Q71314 DWVN NI NOILISOd @WIT = L 3¥n9I4

N\

C# YILLNHS

1712:61:00 C# ¥3LLNHS
| "€€:81:00 I# 43L1LNHS
G°/€:91:00 NOILISINOOV 1S317¥v3

(1Wo) s9 A10P Gi -

14 ¥3LLOKS S

MIIA 40 Q1314 DHVN —

S3XV 1vO11d0 40 3NIT FIviL

1831v1
TYNINON
18317¥4v3

NOILISINOIY
1V ¥3INID OWVN




W17 SSONDV 3T7140¥d SSIANLHDIYE - 8 JUNDIS

SYILIWOTIN “NOZI1YOH IA08Y IANLILIV

0S1 001 0§ 0 0§- 001-
m ! I T 1 T ”
|
|
- .
_.
'
\
\
\ -{oo1
14 3401914 40 aN3
-10§1
14 JNLO1d WO¥d VL1Va SSINLHOD|¥E
30v4Ns 13NV1d ooz
43N0 FOVHIAV %
ll..\.‘t\\\
052

SANVTITTIN ‘SSINLHD | ¥g



ALTITUDE (KM)

200
h, = 75 KM
150
100
50 N heo (50 KM)
N
N
N
~N
N d,
~
~N
~
~
>~
~
0 e

RELATIVE DENSITY

FIGURE 9 _ DENSITY PROFILE OF SCATTERS SHOWING THE EXTRAPOLATED DENSITY d,
AND THE CUTOFF ALTITUDE h.o. THE EXTINCTION COEFFICIENT O AND
THE SCATTERING COEFFICIENT b ARE PROPORTIONAL TO THE DENSITY



Z (LOCAL VERTICAL)

Y

TO CAMERA

FIGURE 10 - GEOMETRY FOR SLOPE SENSITIVITY



RELATIVE SLOPE SENSITIVITY

0.9

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

NO ATMOSPHERE

hy, =75 KM
o
% = 700 KM
co = 50 KM
6(i, €)
1. | | ! i 1 ] 1
10 20 30 4o 50 60 70 80 90

INCIDENCE ANGLE (i)
FIGURE 11 - SLOPE SENSITIVITY - LAMBERT SURFACE



250

he =75 KM
co = 50 KM —
co - 0 -
200 |
LOCAL
VERTICAL LINE OF SIGHT
150

KM

joe

50

1 1 1 1 |

30 40 50

6 , DEGREES

FIGURE 12 - THE QUANTITY R AS A FUNCTION OF 6

60

70

80

90



009

"NIVIE AT1313TdW0D F¥IM FIVAAINS 1INV JHL dI QIINSVIN 38 ATNOM
L1VYHL SSINIHOIYE IFHL S| JYIHISOWLY IHL WO¥4 NOILNGIYLNOD 3HL

“I# 3UNLII4 Al YINIYVW ¥04 37140¥d SSANLHDINE A3LyINdIvd - €1 J¥ndId

SYILINOTIN “NOZI¥OH IA0SV IaANLILIV

004 oo: 00¢ 00¢ 001 0 ool- 00z~
T

1 I ! L T

JYIHISONLY
WO¥4 NOILNGIYLNOD

0= d
wy /900" = °q :
wi/10* = °0
wy 0§ ="y
0 ~— A | LINV1d —
wy §2 = °y

anin

J — m—— —
) om—
\\\

el

0§

0or

0s1

002 -

0sz

SEWVIITTIN ‘SSINLHDIYE



ALTITUDE (KM)

250 o \ Dl "
8 \
\

.\.
\o
200 , \.
\ o\
\ EARTH — \
ATMOSPHERE :

/

\ X
X L\
150 \\‘\ '

N
100 N

50
A-VM8

B-FJELDBO et al.
C-CHAMBERLAIN & MC ELROY

— D=-VM7
E-AMES #2

- 10

T B [ 10~ '* 10-'2 10 10-8

DENSITY (GM CM™3)

FIGURE 14 - DENSITY PROFILE IN THE EARTH AND MARTIAN ATMOSPHERES




RELATIVE ILLUMINATION

.0t

.001

—_—

DIRECT SUNLIGHT—7\\ -

-
1]

75 KM

Q
1

° " 100 KM
= .64
50 KM

> o

B SKYL mmj

| ] | | | | | I ]

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
SUN ANGLE, DEGREES

FIGURE {5 -~ ILLUMINATION OF THE MARTIAN SURFACE REALTIVE TO THE ILLUMINATION OF A SURFACE
OUTSIDE THE ATMOSPHERE AND NORMAL TO THE INCIDENT SUNLIGHT. THE COSINE CURVE
GIVES THE ILLUMINATION OF THE PLANETARY SURFACE IF THERE 1S NO ATMOSPHERE

100



06

08

HOVIE ATILITWOD 3¥3IM 3IVHUNS LINVId JHL 41 4IYNSVIW 38 ATNOM
LVHL SSINLHOIY¥E JHL SI FYIHASOWLY JHL WO¥4 NOILNGIYLNOD 3IHL

*S3UNLOId Al ¥IANIYVA 40 ¥3ILNID IHL 1v SSINLHDIY¥E QILVINITVO - 91 3¥NDIA

0

L

09

$334930 ‘ITONV IONIAIONI NNS
04 Ot 0¢ 0¢

i

— ——
e S
'l"l"""

61

8l

T Gam e o . — m— o~ — -
l',,
nny,
[

JYIHISONLY
WOYd NOILNGTYLNOD

-~

b ]
g

1

0§

001

0S1

002

092

- 00€

SAWYTITTIN ‘SSIANLHDIYE



*34Y719 40 NOIL1¥OdO¥d LINVOI4INDIS ¥V SNIVINOD 3dNLIId
JHL LVHL NOILdWNSSY JHL ¥IANN NISOHD IY3IM SUYILIWVIVd IHL

14 JUNLOLd Al YANIYYW ¥04 I1140¥d SSINLHOIYE Q3LVINDTVD - ] 3¥N914

SYILINOTIN “NOZ 1¥OH IA0QV 3anLILTy

009+ 00§ 00h+ 00€ 00z+ 00! 0 001~ 00Z- 6
¥ Jlﬁl_/_ T ﬁ] ..I_llll |..I_l|l||.|l
JYTHdSONLY
WO¥4 NOILNGI¥LINOD
405
|
Hooi
G0 =0
wy /9000° = °q _
wi/10° = %o Josi
wy 0§ ="y
wy G2 = %y _
—4002
|
405z
~———— XS 13INV1d ——>
ani
00€

SEWYTITTIN ‘SSINLHDI¥E



*3¥V19 40 NO11¥0dO¥d INVIIJINDIS V SNIVLNOD
1# J8NL01d LVHL NOILdWNSSY 3HL Lid 0L N3ISOHO F¥IM SYILIWVIVL 3HL

*SIUNLOId Al ¥YINIYYW 30 ¥ILN3D IHL LV I7130¥d SSINLHOI¥E Q3LvINDIV) - 81 3¥NOIA
$33493a ‘IT19NV JONIGIONT NAS

08 0L 09 05 oh 0¢ 4 0l 0
I I R S Y Y Y Y Y S S R N S o ! o
Py [
JYTHASONLY _ Z
o) WoY¥d NOILNGIYLINOD
L

Hos
400!
4051

wy/1g* = 0 9 g 002

wy 0g ="y

wy g, = °y
4osz

00¢

SENVTITTIN ‘SSINLHO 148



BELLCOMM, INC.

DISTRIBUTION LIST

NASA Headguarters

Messrs. R. J. Allenby,MAL

. Armstrong/MTX
Brunk/SL
Bryson/MAL
Cunningham/SL
Dixon/MTY
Dwornik/SL
Fellows/SL
Glahn/SL
Hall/MTG

. Hearth/SL
Jakobowski, SL

A. Keegan/MA-2
S. Kraemer/SL
Liddel/SS

R. Lord/MTD

A. Mitz/SL

. W. Molloy/MAL

G. Rea/SL
Reiff/SL

D. Schnyer/MTV

. T. Strickland/MAL
W. Wild/MTE

R. Wilmarth/MAL

.
.

HEss"HrEy sy

GrrQUuEREocoaddsonmtht =z dEE

. .

<

Ames Research Center
D. Gault/SSP
L. Roberts/M (2)

California Institute
of Technology
D. L. Anderson
N. W. Horowitz
R. B. Leighton
B. C. Murray
R. P. Sharp

Goddard Space Flight Center
I. Adler/641

Jet Propulsion Laboratory
J. D. Allen/323
A. G. Herriman/32
D. Schneiderman/251
H. M. Schurmeier/241
R. K. Sloan/323

Langley Research Center
Messrs., C. Broome/159
J. 8. Martin/200
I. Taback/159
T. Young/159

Manned Spacecraft Center
W. N. Hess/TA

Massachusetts Institute
of Technology
J. Beckerly
T. McCord
F. Press

Bellcomm Inc.

Allen
. Anderson
Boysen, Jr.
Chisholm
DeGraaf
Downs
Gradle
Hagner
.. Havenstein
. Hinners
. Howard
. James
ranton
London
Martersteck
McFarland
Menard
Orrok
Powers
Ross
. Schmidt .
. Thompson
C. Tiffany
Timko
M. Tschirgil
Wagner

J. E. Waldo
A11 members, Division 101
Central Files
Department 1023
Library

NwEsoEdE U EQ

wZrdaNxmn

s R RN FE N R SR - B I R e ResB- A Bw R=vE i wilw iy S Re
=

&



