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ABSTRACT 

This paper examines the possibility of exploration of Saturn’s moon Titan by a powered 

aircraft. The history of the scientific study of Titan is described, including the current knowledge 

of conditions within the atmosphere and on the surface. The advantages of an aircraft over a 

lander or an orbiter for a planetary science mission are discussed. A conceptual design for an 

aircraft capable of long-duration flight is presented. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Atmospheric flight for extraterrestrial planetary exploration is not a new concept, but it is 

an idea that is mostly untested, compared to other types of missions such as remotely operated 

landers or rovers. Only two such missions have flown: the unmanned Soviet VEGA missions in 

1985 which dropped separate balloons into the upper atmosphere of Venus.1 No heavier-than-

atmosphere aircraft have flown on another planetary body, though a number of unmanned 

missions have been proposed for different destinations within the Solar System such as Venus 

and Mars. The successful flight of such an airplane would be a milestone in space exploration, 

much as the Wright brothers’ first flight signaled the beginning of the age of aviation. Saturn’s 

moon Titan is uniquely suited for exploration by air, due to its thick atmosphere, low gravity, 

and unique carbon chemistry. This paper will explain why an aerial mission would be most 

effective in exploring Titan, and will describe one possible design. 

The remaining pages of the introduction will include a description of Titan and its 

atmosphere, and will describe some of the unanswered questions regarding the moon and the 

possibility that it may harbor life. A subsequent section will be devoted to explaining why an 

airplane is the best option for the exploration of Titan, the advantages and disadvantages such an 

approach compared to other mission proposals, and the challenges that must be overcome for 

successful flight. Finally, an autonomous unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) design will be 

presented that will be capable of long-duration flight on Titan as the platform for a planetary 

science mission.  
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Description of Titan 

After Jupiter’s moon Ganymede, Titan is the second-largest moon in the Solar System. It 

is the only planetary body other than Earth with a thick atmosphere composed primarily of 

nitrogen, and is also the only moon with a substantial atmosphere.
2
 Titan was first discovered by 

Christiaan Huygens in 1655.
3
 It was not until the late 20

th
 century and the Voyager missions that 

close-up images of Titan were obtained. These showed a “fuzzy orange ball” and revealed 

nothing of the surface, but indicated the presence of methane in the atmosphere.
4
 

 

Figure 1. Voyager image of Titan. Courtesy NASA/JPL-Caltech. 

In the 1990s, scientists used the Hubble Space Telescope to observe Titan’s surface at 

narrow wavelengths between the methane absorption bands. Hubble was able to resolve much 

greater detail than Earth-based telescopes, due to the lack of distortion from Earth’s atmosphere. 

Infrared imaging at a wavelength of 1-2µm gave a clearer picture of the surface and showed that 

Titan is tidally locked to Saturn, with a rotational and orbital period of about 16 days.
5
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More recently, the Cassini mission has provided a continuous stream of data since 

entering orbit around the Saturn system in 2004, returning high-resolution images and synthetic 

aperture radar (SAR) measurements. Cassini released the Huygens lander, which parachuted 

onto the surface of Titan, providing scientists with the first images of the surface as well as key 

information about the temperature, composition, and dynamics of the atmosphere.
6
 

In addition to direct imaging, Cassini data has been useful to refine precise measurements 

of the size, mass and orbits of Saturn and its moons, including Titan. According to recent 

calculations, the mass of Titan is 1.3452∙10
23 

kg, the radius 2575.5 km, and the average density 

1.8798 g/cm
-3

.
7
 Based on these numbers, the calculated acceleration due to gravity is 1.3535 ms

-2
 

at the surface, or about 13.8% of that on Earth.
8
  

Atmosphere 

At the beginning of the 20
th

 century, not much was known about Titan’s atmosphere, or 

indeed whether it had a substantial atmosphere at all. In 1907 (possibly 1908), astronomer José 

Comas Solá claimed to have observed limb-darkening, whereby the edge of the planetary disk 

reflects less light than the center, implying the presence of an atmosphere.
9
 There is some dispute 

about the authenticity of his measurements.
10

 It was not until 1944 that Titan was conclusively 

proved to possess an atmosphere, when Gerald Kuiper demonstrated the presence of substantial 

quantities of methane (CH4) by spectroscopic observation of two corresponding absorption 

bands.
11

 Following improvements in observational techniques, later measurements indicated the 

presence of even higher quantities of methane. In the 1970s, there were two competing models 

for Titan’s atmosphere which attempted to explain the data. In the first (Caldwell), methane was 

the principal component of a cold, thin atmosphere: 90% CH4 at 86K and 20 mbar. In the second 
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model (Hunten), dissociation of ammonia (NH3) produced large quantities of molecular nitrogen 

(N2) which was the primary constituent gas, with smaller quantities of methane present. The 

Hunten model suggested a relatively high surface temperature and pressure of 200K at 20 bars.
12

 

In 1981, Voyager 1 passed by Titan and showed that neither model was entirely correct. 

Ultraviolet and infrared measurements indicated that while methane was present the atmosphere 

was primarily composed of nitrogen (>90%), and a radio occultation experiment demonstrated 

that given such a composition the refraction of radio waves by the atmosphere was consistent 

with a pressure of about 1.44 bars, not 20. The atmosphere was also much colder than predicted 

by the Hunten model, being closer to 100K.
13

 

In addition to nitrogen and methane, other more complex molecules have been found in 

the atmosphere. Hydrocarbons such as ethane and acetylene (C2H6 and C2H2 respectively) were 

detected from ground-based measurements in the 70s. The presence of these compounds hinted 

at photochemical reactions in the upper atmosphere. Through analysis of the Voyager data in the 

80s, the presence of other nitrogen and carbon containing compounds was confirmed. These 

included propane (C3H8) and hydrogen cyanide (HCN), with trace quantities of benzene (C6H6), 

water (H2O), carbon monoxide (CO) and carbon dioxide (CO2).
14

 The concentration of methane 

was observed to vary, from about 5% near the surface to about 1% in the upper atmosphere. The 

inert gas Argon was also found in variable quantities.
15

 

According to the most current models, the hydrocarbons and nitrogen-carbon compounds 

are primarily formed by the dissociation of CH4 and N2 by ultraviolet light from the sun. 

Magnetospheric electrons and cosmic rays are also thought to play a role in breaking down the 

primary constituents. Once dissociated, the ions re-combine to form larger molecules. Also 
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formed is molecular hydrogen (H2), most of which ends up lost to space due to Titan’s weak 

gravity. The heavier compounds tend to condense and eventually precipitate onto the surface.
16

 

Like Earth, Titan has a very active climate, with clouds, wind, and rain. Since it is so 

much colder, methane on Titan takes the place of water in the hydrological cycle. The 

temperature and pressure on the surface and within the atmosphere are near the triple point of 

methane, where it can exist simultaneously as a gas, liquid, and solid. In changing from one state 

to another (e.g. condensation or evaporation), large amounts of energy may be released or 

absorbed, and as on Earth, this energy drives the atmosphere and produces weather effects.
17

 

Due to the weather, atmospheric conditions vary based on latitude and time of day or 

season. However, a reasonably accurate vertical profile can be inferred from the available data 

(mostly from the Huygens probe), and will be important for planning future atmospheric 

missions. Figure 2 shows pressure and temperature by altitude.
18
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Figure 2. Pressure and temperature by altitude 

Another important factor to consider for atmospheric missions is the horizontal wind 

speed at various altitudes. Near Titan’s surface, winds are minimal. Above about 10 km, winds 

are generally prograde, meaning they blow in the same direction as the moon rotates. At around 

32 km, winds exceed the speed of rotation (“super-rotation”). This is also the case above 80 km. 

However, between 70 and 80 km, an unusual layer of calm air separates the super-rotating 

layers.
19
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Figure 3. Wind speed and speed of sound by altitude 

Figure 3 shows a graph of wind speed by altitude.
20

 It also includes a calculated estimate 

of the speed of sound by altitude, relying on the ideal gas approximation. At the surface, it is 

about 197 m/s.
21

 

Surface 

Due to the haze in Titan’s atmosphere, direct imaging of the surface at optical 

wavelengths was not possible until the Huygens landing. Also with the Cassini-Huygens 

mission, the Cassini orbiter obtained the first SAR imagery of Titan, but covering only about 

25% of the surface, with many large gaps. Previously, in the 1980s, some scientists had thought 

the surface of Titan was covered by oceans of liquid hydrocarbons such as ethane. Hubble 

images in the 1990s showed variations in albedo (reflection coefficient) over large areas of the 
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surface, which cast doubt on the ocean theory. However, seasonal or small permanent 

hydrocarbon lakes are still likely to exist, and the consensus based on Huygens imagery is that 

fluvial activity is responsible for substantial erosion and sedimentation on Titan’s surface.
22

 

Huygens also demonstrated that the surface of Titan is primarily water ice, frozen as hard as rock 

at 94K. 

In addition to atmospheric processes, Titan’s surface is also subject to the action of 

tectonics and potentially cryovolcanism. These can be reasonably inferred from the lack of old, 

defined craters, indicating recent surface activity. While SAR data indicates Titan’s surface is 

rough in many places, there are only relatively small variations in elevation, with the highest 

known peaks reaching only about 2 km. A recent theory suggests that Titan’s tectonics result 

from cooling and contraction of a subsurface ocean of liquid water and ammonia, which causes 

the water ice surface to fold and crack.
23

 However, while it is intriguing, the existence of such an 

ocean has not been proven. If it does exist, it conceivably could harbor life based on carbon 

chemistry similar to that on Earth.
24

 

Unanswered Questions 

There are a number of unanswered questions regarding Titan and its history, which are 

likely to make future exploration scientifically profitable. In addition to further understanding 

regarding the formation, geology, and chemistry of the moon, the most intriguing questions 

relate to whether Titan could currently harbor life, or whether it may be similar to a primordial 

Earth. 

One uncertainty is the source of the methane in the atmosphere. Because it is constantly 

being broken down by the action of sunlight and other energetic processes, it would eventually 
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disappear unless it is being replenished from some other source. Current estimates indicate that 

the lifetime of CH4 in Titan’s atmosphere is between 10 and 30 million years. There are several 

theories about the source of the methane. It could conceivably be stored under the surface in the 

form of methane hydrates, or could be produced by the reaction of water with certain minerals. 

Alternately, it is possible that most of the methane arrived via a comet that collided with the 

surface.
25

 Another theory suggests that the methane is produced by the metabolism of some 

unusual organism, but this is deemed unlikely due to the ratio of Carbon-12 to Carbon-13, which 

does not suggest biological activity, at least for the production of methane. 

Could some type of life exist on Titan? For life as we know it (or at least typically 

imagine it), to exist three things are required: water, organic chemistry, and energy. Titan is 

abundant with the first two, but is lacking in the third, on the surface at least, due to its distance 

from the Sun. While the sunlight reaching Titan’s surface is hundreds of times brighter than the 

full moon on Earth, it is still orders of magnitude dimmer than daylight on Earth.
26

 Another 

problem is that on the surface, the water is all frozen. If the hypothesized subsurface ocean did 

exist, it could conceivably satisfy all three conditions, even if somewhat extreme by Earth 

standards: a temperature of 260-300K, pressure of 5 Kbar, and a pH of 11.5 or higher.
27

 Another 

possibility is that there are warm areas near the surface where liquid water could persist. These 

could be caused by cryovolcanism from the ocean or in areas subject to impacts from comets or 

other space debris.
28

 On Earth there are cold-loving microorganisms known as psychrophiles 

which can survive frozen in ice at temperatures as low as 253K.
29

 

The most immediate unknown regarding Titan is the surface itself. Much of it has never 

been imaged at any detail. Cassini continues to map parts of the surface using radar, but coverage 
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is still spotty. The next section will examine the possibilities for future missions to get a better 

look at the surface of Titan. 
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THE NEXT STEP FOR TITAN EXPLORATION 

Some of the history of the exploration of Titan was presented in the previous section. 

This chapter will describe the options for further exploration, with a view toward showing why 

an aerial mission would be the most effective and scientifically productive option. Only robotic 

space missions will be considered, since a human-crewed mission to the outer planets (or indeed, 

any other planet) is unlikely in the near future. 

Types of Missions 

There are relatively few classes of robotic space missions intended for planetary 

exploration. Historically, they can be divided into the following general categories: flyby, 

orbiter, lander, and aircraft, though this is not a list of every conceivable type. Some hybrid 

missions may consist of multiple vehicles that perform two or more separate but related 

missions. An example is Cassini-Huygens, in which the Cassini spacecraft orbits Saturn, while 

also performing repeated flybys of Titan and the other moons of Saturn, and the Huygens craft is 

deployed to the surface of the target. There are other possible missions, such as a sample return, 

but such missions generally function within the framework of one of the listed types. Some 

examples and advantages and disadvantages of each type are described in detail below, with 

comparisons of their capability to acquire useful information about an individual target. 

Flyby 

Probably the most successful examples of planetary flyby spacecraft are the Voyager 

probes, which were originally intended for exploring Jupiter, Saturn, and the moons of both 

planets, but have since had their missions extended decades longer than originally planned.
30

 In 

the typical flyby mission, the spacecraft will visit a series of targets, or a particular target on the 
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way to another destination. Due to the distances and relative velocities involved, the spacecraft 

usually will not remain near any given target for long. In terms of remote sensing capability, this 

means that the spatial and temporal resolution of any sensor data is likely to be low. The 

advantage is that the spacecraft can cover vast areas and great distances, and this was what made 

the Voyager missions successful. With respect to Titan, even the relatively small amount of data 

returned showed that it was an interesting place, and deserving of further exploration. 

Orbiter 

The primary purpose of an orbiter is of course to enter orbit around the target. The 

specific orbit depends on the individual mission’s goals. For example, many communications 

satellites are placed in a geostationary Earth orbit in order to provide continuous coverage of a 

given area of the planet. This permits a ground station to keep its antennas aimed at the satellite 

without active tracking.
31

 However, for mapping other planets, an orbit that covers as much of 

the surface as possible is ideal. Mars Global Surveyor is a good example of such an orbiter: it 

used successive aerobraking maneuvers to alter its initial capture orbit to a near-circular polar 

orbit with a period of about two hours. This orbit also had the benefit of being sun-synchronous, 

so that the angle of illumination of the local terrain remained constant, and allowed coverage of 

the entire planet’s surface every seven days. In addition to capturing images at visible 

wavelengths, Mars Global Surveyor also collected thermal and magnetic data as well as laser 

altimetry information.
32

 

So, compared to a flyby craft an orbiter would be capable of remote sensing with higher 

spatial and temporal resolution, and given the correct orbit, complete coverage of a target’s 

surface. There is one major limitation to attempting this on Titan, however: the photochemical 
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haze in Titan’s upper atmosphere blocks and scatters much of the visible light reflected from the 

surface. A Titan orbiter mission would need to focus on other wavelengths such as infrared, or 

use active remote sensing methods such as radar which are not significantly attenuated by the 

atmosphere. 

Lander 

The history of space exploration includes many successful examples of spacecraft landed 

on other celestial bodies, such as Surveyor 1 on the Moon, the Viking landers on Mars, and 

Huygens on Titan itself. The most successful landers are the rovers that are capable of semi-

autonomous operation, such as the Mars Exploration Rovers Spirit and Opportunity, the latter of 

which has traveled more than 30 km across the surface of Mars.
33

 

The greatest advantage of a lander is that it is in contact with its target’s surface, allowing 

direct examination of the composition, and permitting image capture at very high spatial 

resolution. The primary disadvantage of a lander is that the observational area is small, though a 

rover with substantial mobility will be able to extend its area of observation. A lander or rover is 

likely to be most useful where an interesting feature on the surface has been identified and the 

lander can accurately be delivered to that particular location. 

Aircraft 

As mentioned in the introduction, the Soviet VEGA balloons to Venus were the only 

aircraft that have flown on a planetary body other than Earth. Each VEGA balloon was about 3.5 

meters in diameter, and carried a 6.9 kg science package, with sensors to detect temperature, 

pressure, wind speed, light level, and cloud density. They were deployed at an altitude of 50 km 

and functioned successfully for about two days, relaying data back to Earth at a rate of 2 kbps.
34
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While the VEGA missions produced only a moderate amount of scientifically useful 

information, they inspired a number of subsequent balloon designs for Venus, Mars, and Titan, 

but none have yet made it into space. 

In addition to buoyant flight, numerous powered lift producing aircraft have been 

proposed. In 1978, NASA commissioned the Ad Hoc Mars Airplane Science Working Group to 

assess the utility of an unmanned airplane for the exploration of Mars. The Working Group 

created a concept design propelled by a hydrazine powered piston engine, which was 

theoretically capable of sustained flight for up to 25 hours while carrying a 40 kg payload.
35

 

They considered three different capabilities of the aircraft: collecting samples, deploying 

instrumentation, and aerial surveying. Sample collection was determined to be the most difficult 

option, since the airplane would have to take off and land. However, the airplane had great 

advantages for the other two operational modes, since its altitude and range permitted access to 

areas of the surface that would be very difficult to access from the ground or from orbit. This 

would allow the aircraft to deploy packages such as a small lander to areas otherwise 

inaccessible.
36

 The Working Group recognized that the most important advantage of the airplane 

was for visual imaging. Compared to an orbiter, the airplane could capture images at much 

higher spatial resolution, but could also travel much farther than any rover, and could be directed 

to revisit interesting targets. Another benefit of aerial imagery is the ability to capture oblique 

images, which are more valuable for two reasons: they are easier for humans to accurately 

interpret, and they provide direct information about the topography.
37

 

Some of these advantages will apply to a balloon as well as an airplane, but each platform 

has its own set of problems. While a balloon could potentially capture images at the same angles 

and resolution as an airplane, it would be at the mercy of the winds, and would not be able to 



22 

 

revisit interesting areas. But a balloon could potentially remain aloft for months or years, with 

little or no expenditure of energy. An airplane must produce enough thrust to generate lift to 

keep it in the air, and this requires substantial amounts of power. In the case of the original Mars 

airplane design, its endurance was limited by the requirement that it carry its entire fuel supply. 

Mars is made more challenging by the thin atmosphere, requiring that an airplane fly at transonic 

speeds (>0.6 Mach at 1.5 km) just to stay in the air.
38

 The atmosphere is much more favorable on 

Titan and Venus, and a design proposed in 2002 by Landis et al. relied on solar panels which 

would provide sufficient power to keep the craft airborne continuously on the sunlit side of 

Venus.
39

 Unfortunately solar power would not be feasible for Titan, since it is ten times farther 

from the sun that Earth. At the surface, daytime illumination is several hundred times brighter 

than a moonlit night on Earth, which is plenty of light to see by but still thousands of times less 

than a sunny day here on the blue planet.
40

 On the other hand, thanks to Titan’s dense 

atmosphere and very low gravity, far less power is required to lift an equal mass. In this case, a 

radioisotope based power source could permit long-term operation on the icy moon. 

Summary 

Why fly on Titan? The short answer is that it has an atmosphere: obviously an 

atmosphere is required for flight, and Titan’s is particularly suited for that. Also, the same 

atmosphere limits the ability to acquire clear images of the surface from orbit. If it could fly 

indefinitely, an airplane on Titan could map a substantial portion of the surface at high 

resolution, and it could locate interesting areas for exploration by future lander or rover missions 

more effectively than a balloon. An ideal mission would also include an orbiter with the primary 

purpose of relaying communications from the aircraft back to Earth, and also providing a 

reference for navigation. Such an airplane mission could not be expected to answer every 
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scientific question about the moon, but it would pave the way for later visits, and is therefore the 

next logical step in the exploration of Titan.  
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FLYING ON TITAN 

The most challenging aspect of flying on Titan is getting off of Earth. Any design must 

account for a large number of factors. These include limitations on size and mass imposed by the 

launch vehicle and the specific transfer orbit to reach Saturn. A realistic mission will also be 

faced with cost constraints, so it isn’t always possible to buy a ride on the biggest rocket 

available. Therefore, because the aircraft design will depend on the overall mission, both must be 

considered together. While the last chapter focused on showing why an airplane is the best 

option for the next mission to Titan, this chapter will demonstrate with a conceptual design that 

building such an airplane and getting it there is entirely feasible with current technology. 

 

The Design Process 

Aircraft design is the process of creating a flying machine to meet given specifications 

and/or to pioneer innovative ideas and technology. It is both an art and a science.
41

 It is also an 

iterative process, in which there are a large number of variables which themselves depend on 

other variables. Therefore, a design refinement that modifies one variable could affect other 

variables which may then require a change to the original variable. It is the specific performance 

requirements of the mission that constrain the important variables enough to make the design 

process possible. Thus, the most critical aspect of the design process is to correctly define the 

requirements.
42

 

In the case of the Titan Flyer,
43

 some of the goals that an aircraft could best satisfy were 

given in the last chapter. It will need to be able to fly high enough to view large areas of the 

surface, and to travel at a reasonable speed in order to explore new areas. Since it will be 
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unpiloted, it must also be aerodynamically stable and have an automatic control system capable 

of handling weather events or other unpredictable atmospheric effects. It should also be able to 

stay in the air as long as possible, perhaps indefinitely. As mentioned previously it will require a 

long-lasting source of power, such as a radioisotope generator which runs on the decay heat of an 

unstable isotope. While capable of producing useful energy for decades, the limitation is that the 

instantaneous power output is relatively low. It must also carry a useful science payload. Given 

these design points, an aircraft optimized for gliding at moderate altitude with minimum required 

propulsive power would be likely to succeed at this mission. 

The ideal capabilities are tempered by the practical limitations of spaceflight. In general, 

that means that the physical size and mass are restricted by the choice of launch vehicle. Short of 

building a bigger rocket, a designer must work with what is available. For an airplane, a critical 

dimension is the wingspan, since large aircraft tend to be more efficient that small ones. In order 

to fit a reasonably sized airplane into a typical payload fairing, most designs call for folding the 

wings and/or empennage at one or more points.
44

 The following subsections will describe the 

choice of design features. 

Flight regime 

While it is easy to say that it is not difficult to fly on Titan due to the dense atmosphere 

and low gravity, it still presents a number of problems. Chief among these is that the density 

creates substantial resistance, requiring an aircraft to fly slowly in order to conserve energy. At 

10 km, this is less of a problem than near the surface. It is also a good altitude from which to 

capture images of the surface, so it was assumed as a starting point. Next, 5 meters/second (18 
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km/h) was chosen as the target cruising velocity. At this speed an aircraft could circumnavigate 

Titan in about 38 days.
45

  

Aerodynamics 

Even though the atmosphere of Titan is so different from Earth, it is possible to 

accurately simulate the aerodynamics thanks to the concept of flow similarity. Given identical 

similarity parameters, the lift, drag, and moment coefficients are the same for a given body, or a 

geometrically similar one. This is why wind tunnels can successfully model the flow on scaled 

prototypes.
46

 In this case the most important similarity parameter is the Reynolds number (Re). 

The Mach number is almost zero at 5 m/s.
47

 At the target velocity and altitude, the Reynolds 

number is calculated as 9.2×10
6
, which is a relatively high value.

48
 

The NACA 4412 cambered airfoil was chosen for the wings, and symmetric NACA 0012 

airfoils for the tail. These are older designs but will perform well at higher Reynolds numbers, 

and are thick enough to permit internal reinforcement where necessary. A wingspan of 6 meters 

was chosen. The body measures 4 meters from nose to tail. The tail is conventional. 

Structure 

Because the temperature on Titan is extremely cold, conventional materials are likely to 

fail under load. A cryogenic composite material would probably be necessary, but an actual test 

of such material is outside of the scope of the conceptual design. The structural material should 

be relatively strong and thick. 

The wings are designed with one fold each, in order to permit the 6m wingspan to fit 

within a 4m aeroshell. 
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Power and Propulsion 

Because of the lack of sunlight, a nuclear power source is the only realistic option for a 

long-lasting energy supply. One type, radioisotope thermoelectric generators, has a long history 

of operation in space, including on the Voyager missions. These devices produce electricity by 

the flow of decay heat from a radioactive isotope, typically Plutonium-238. Due to limited 

supplies of Pu238, NASA has developed the Advanced Stirling Radioisotope Generator (ASRG), 

which is capable of producing 140 We in a 21 kg package while using only one quarter of the 

amount of Plutonium.
49

 Unfortunately, the United States no longer produces Pu238, and in recent 

years NASA has been forced to purchase it from Russia. According to Senate testimony by the 

American Geophysical Union, unless production is restarted immediately, future planetary 

science missions will be delayed or become prohibitively expensive.
50

 

For the purposes of this conceptual design, it is assumed that sufficient quantities of Pu238 

will be available in the near future, and this airplane will use an ASRG for electrical and 

propulsive power. 

Instead of solely generating electric power, an ASRG could be adapted to output 

mechanical power directly to a propeller. This was considered and initially seemed attractive, but 

the idea was rejected in favor of using the electrical output to drive a motor, which would then 

drive a propeller. The advantage of using a motor is that it is easier to throttle, and when not 

operating at peak power, excess energy may be stored in batteries. A 200W motor could be run 

at 50% or less power for normal operation, and up to 100% power, by drawing from batteries, 

when climbing or maneuvering. 10 kg of Lithium Ion batteries should provide 0.8 kWh of 

reserve energy.
51
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The specific propeller design was not considered here, but as with the aircraft itself, the 

operating speed will probably be low due to the density of the atmosphere. The motor is assumed 

to have an efficiency of 0.8, and a reasonable assumption for propeller efficiency is 0.85, which 

results in an overall efficiency of 0.68. So each 100 We input, the aircraft produces 68 W shaft 

power (Ws).  

Science Package 

The science package chosen is the ARES payload, which was designed for a Mars 

airplane but suitable for Titan exploration as well. It includes two cameras, a mass spectrometer, 

a point spectrometer, and a magnetometer. It masses about 10 kg and requires 30W of electrical 

power. 

Control and Communications 

Specifics of control electronics were not considered, however there are several important 

problems that must be solved. The greatest challenge is for the airplane to be able to calculate its 

own position in order to plot a successful flight path to accomplish the science mission. 

Obviously, there is no GPS on Titan, and much of the surface has not been mapped. Titan also 

lacks a magnetic field. In order to navigate, the control system must be able to integrate inertial 

data with known references such as the relative position of Saturn or a signal from a source in a 

predictable orbit, such as an actual orbiter craft. 

Because data transmissions direct to Earth would be limited in terms of data rates, the 

airplane would ideally be equipped with a high-gain antenna in order to upload recorded data to 

an orbiter specifically designed for relaying such data back to Earth. 
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Summary of Characteristics 

 Figure 4 provides a summary of the mass and power characteristics for the conceptual 

design aircraft. There is a margin of 100 W for driving the propeller and/or charging the 

batteries, depending on the power required to maintain flight at a given velocity. Power required 

is detailed in the following section (Design Performance Simulation). 

 The estimated overall mass of the airplane is reasonable because it is similar to that of the 

ARES platform.
52

 

 

Figure 4. Component parameters 

Figure 5 shows the general aerodynamic characteristics. The aspect ratio is moderately 

high, with a slight taper ratio and sweep. With a mass of 105 kg, the aircraft has an effective 

weight of about 142 N when operating on Titan. This is substantially less than its weight on 

Earth, and therefore the analysis must account for the difference. 

Component Mass (kg) Power (W)

Wings 25

Body 25

Tail 10

Propeller 1

Drive motor 1 *

Batteries 10 *

ARES package 10 -30

Control electronics 1 -5

Radio transceiver 1 -5

ASRG 21 140

Totals 105 100
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Figure 5. Aircraft parameters 

 

Design Performance Simulation 

Initial design and analysis was performed with the open-source software XFLR5.
53

 It is 

based on XFOIL, which is a Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD) program originally created 

by Mark Drela in 1986. XFOIL permits the design and simulation of individual airfoils at a range 

of flight conditions.
54

 XFLR5 takes it one step farther and allows a designer to simulate an entire 

aircraft. The following pages will present detailed performance data for the selected design under 

conditions similar to those in Titan’s atmosphere. The significance of each graph will be 

explained. 

Airfoil  

 Figure 6 shows the profile of the NACA 4412 airfoil, used for the wings. It is a cambered 

airfoil, which means that it is asymmetric and designed to increase the maximum lift coefficient 

while reducing the stall speed. 

Characteristic Value

Wingspan 6 m

Root Chord 0.8 m

Wing Area 3.84 m^2

Mass 105 kg

Weight on Titan 142 N

Aspect Ratio 9.37

Taper Ratio 1.67

Root-Tip Sweep 0.76
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Figure 6. NACA 4412 airfoil 

The wing airfoil was tested in simulation at Reynolds numbers from Re = 500,000 to 

19,500,000, which corresponds with operation in Titan’s atmosphere at 10 km and velocities of 1 

m/s to 20 m/s. Figure 7 shows the lift coefficient plotted against drag coefficient for this range of 

Re. The light blue line at the bottom is the first plot at Re = 500,000 and each successive line 

above indicates an increase of 1,000,000. 

 

Figure 7. Airfoil Cl vs. Cd 

 Figure 8 shows a plot of lift coefficient versus angle of attack (α) at the same range of 

Reynolds numbers. The stall angle for each particular mode is indicated by the peak of the graph, 

where the lift begins to decrease as the angle of attack is further increased. At higher Reynolds 

numbers, it is shown that the stall angle increases. 
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Figure 8. Airfoil Cl vs. angle of attack 

 Another important characteristic of an airfoil is the lift to drag ratio (“L over D”). An 

airfoil is most efficient when operating at the highest lift and lowest drag. Figure 9 shows the lift 

to drag ratio plotted against α. 

 

Figure 9. Airfoil Cl/Cd ratio vs. angle of attack 

 As the angle of attack is varied, the coefficient of moment also changes. It signifies the 

torque produced on the airfoil by the force of the air flow. Figure 10 shows the coefficient of 

moment versus α. Because the airfoil is cambered, it experiences a negative moment, which acts 
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to twist the leading edge of the airfoil down. For symmetrical airfoils, generally the opposite is 

true.  

 

Figure 10. Airfoil Cm vs. angle of attack 

Analysis of the moment is important for stability, and airplanes require some type of 

stabilizer in order to counteract it. On a typical airplane this is the horizontal stabilizer located on 

the tail. 

Wing 

The airfoil shape is used to construct a wing section, which is symmetrical about the 

origin of the Y axis. The wings are designed with a slight upward bend known as dihedral, which 

acts to provide roll stability. The wings are also swept slightly to enhance the dihedral effect and 

have a moderate taper ratio. Figure 11 presents a 3-view of the wing section. 
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Figure 11. Wing 3-view 

This wing arrangement is relatively conventional for an airplane designed to operate at 

subsonic speeds. 

Airplane 

The overall airplane design must satisfy a few requirements. It must have sufficient 

volume to contain the required components and have the necessary structural strength. It also 

needs to have a center of gravity towards near the front in order to remain stable. The tail is also 

necessary to provide sufficient force to counteract the moment on the wings. 

 The configuration selected to fulfill these requirements is shown in Figure 12. As with 

the wings by themselves, the overall design is also relatively conventional. It is similar to some 

types of sailplanes, but with shortened wings and an enlarged tail. The horizontal and vertical 

stabilizers use a symmetric NACA 0012 airfoil. The propeller is not shown, and there are no 

landing gear because the aircraft is not designed for intentional landing. Also, the control 

surfaces are not modeled but are assumed to function conventionally. 



35 

 

 

Figure 12. 3-view of completed aircraft 

When all the elements are combined in an aircraft, the performance parameters can vary 

widely from those of the airfoil or lone wing section. Just as with the airfoil itself, the aircraft can 

fly most efficiently when the lift to drag ratio is at its highest. Figure 13 plots L/D for a range of 

α from -2.0° to 12.0° for two separate conditions: fixed lift (142 N, purple line) and fixed 
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velocity (5 m/s). For both situations, L/D peaks around 3.0°. At this angle of attack, the airplane 

could probably glide for a very long distance in Titan’s atmosphere. 

 

Figure 13. Airplane lift over drag vs. angle of attack 

Figure 14 illustrates the coefficient of moment versus α. In this graph it can be seen that 

the moment has a negative slope, which is critical for most types of aircraft. It shows that when 

the airplane is at a negative angle of attack (nose down), the pressure of the airflow acts to push 

the nose up. At a positive α, the opposite is true. Therefore any change is damped. If the aircraft 

were not properly balanced and the slope of the moment graph was positive then any change in 

α, such as from control inputs, would act to push α farther in the same direction. This would 

amplify even the smallest change and make the aircraft very difficult to control. 

As indicated by the graph, the airplane could probably be flown with little control input 

except trim as necessary to maintain altitude. 
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Figure 14. Airplane coefficient of pitching moment vs. angle of attack 

On Titan, the airplane will do more than simply glide. It is important to ensure that there 

is sufficient power to maintain altitude and to perform any additional maneuvers that are 

necessary. Figure 15 shows a graph of power required versus velocity. 

 

Figure 15. Power required vs. velocity 
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 The power required (shaft power, Ps) for level flight is determined from velocity and a 

number of factors related to the environment such as atmospheric density (ρ) and computed from 

the aircraft analysis such as zero-lift drag coefficient (CD0), weight and wingspan.
55

 The graph 

shows that for the given aircraft design, very little power is actually required to fly on Titan. The 

necessary power is at a minimum around 2.5 m/s, where just under 3 W is necessary to maintain 

altitude. That is a relatively slow speed, and in order to fly faster, the necessary power increases 

quickly. Using all the available electrical power from the ASRG (100W), the drive motor can 

produce 68 W shaft power, which is only able to pull the aircraft at about 11.5 m/s. Drawing 

stored power from the batteries could increase this slightly to just under 15 m/s. 

 So, even though flying on Titan is easy, flying fast is difficult. A different design could 

be optimized for flight at a higher velocity, and additional nuclear power supply could be added. 

Alternately, the airplane could fly at a higher altitude where the atmosphere is thinner, but this 

would reduce the spatial resolution of captured images. For the given mission, the analysis shows 

that this design should perform well. 

Limitations of the analysis 

The computer analysis has its limitations. First the XFOIL algorithms produce more 

accurate results at lower Reynolds numbers, and this aircraft is intended for operation at higher 

numbers.
56

 Also, the Vortex-Lattice Method used by XFLR5 for simulating flow around the 

entire aircraft is an old method, and there probably are better computational models. Commercial 

CFD software would provide a more accurate and more expensive result. Regardless of what the 

computer shows, it is important to validate the results through accurate testing in the real world, 

in a wind tunnel or in actual flight. For the ARES craft, NASA was able to build a half-scale 
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model and test it at high altitude on Earth in order to simulate the atmosphere of Mars.
57

 It may 

be somewhat more difficult to find an approximation of Titan’s atmosphere on Earth.  

Getting There 

Along with the airplane itself, it is necessary to consider the other aspects of the mission 

that would place it on Titan. 

Additional requirements 

An orbiter should travel to Titan with the airplane. It is necessary for the two reasons 

mentioned previously. First, to relay science data from the airplane to Earth. Second, to provide 

navigational assistance to the airplane. The airplane would also need to be placed in an aeroshell 

which would act as a heat shield for decelerating in Titan’s atmosphere. 

Rocket 

Because the airplane is sized to fit within a 4 meter payload fairing (relatively large), it 

requires a relatively large rocket. An Atlas V 400 series rocket could satisfy this requirement, but 

probably would be expensive.
58

 Minimizing the mass, and also choosing an optimized transfer 

orbit could help reduce the expense. 

Orbit 

Saturn is a long way off at 10 astronomical units away from the Sun. In order to get a 

spacecraft there with minimum propellant, many past missions have used gravity assist 

maneuvers to alter the trajectory of the spacecraft. This was the case with both Voyager 

missions, as well as Cassini-Huygens. Cassini was large enough, at almost 6000 kg, that existing 

rockets could not send it directly to Saturn, so it made gravity assist flybys of Venus, Earth and 
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Jupiter in order to increase its orbital energy enough to reach Saturn. Even then it still took seven 

years to arrive.
59

  

This airplane, a small orbiter, and an upper stage with sufficient propellant to decelerate 

upon reaching Saturn should not mass nearly as much as Cassini. Therefore, a direct transfer 

orbit should be possible, without requiring any gravity assists. This would involve one burn to 

leave Earth orbit, and one to slow down before Saturn orbit insertion. 

Orbit calculation software can be used to find a path optimized for total delta-V, using the 

patched-conic approximation. Using one such program, an orbit was found that would take a 

spacecraft to Saturn orbit in six years with a total delta-V of 15.54 km/s.
60

 This is detailed in 

Figure 16. 

 

Figure 16. Optimized transfer orbit 
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 From Saturn, Titan orbit is very close and would require little maneuvering on the part of 

the spacecraft. 

Deploying the airplane 

Once it arrives at Titan, the orbiter and aircraft must separate, with the orbiter entering a 

stable orbit outside of the atmosphere. The airplane, packaged in its aeroshell, will encounter 

Titan’s atmosphere and decelerate at several Gs. Once it has slowed substantially, a parachute 

will be deployed. The parachute should be either a hemisflo or ringsail type, as opposed to the 

disc-gap-band parachute used with Huygens.
61

 The aeroshell will be released, and the wings will 

unfold and the parachute will be cut loose at about 20 km above the surface. The aircraft will 

descend to its operating altitude of 10 km. 

 

Figure 17. Concept airplane flies over Titan, with Saturn faintly visible. Credit: author. 
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Now What? 

Once flying on Titan, the sky is the limit. Unlike the ARES airplane with its mission 

measured in hours, with its nuclear power source the Titan Flyer is capable of flying indefinitely. 

It could potentially map the entire surface of Titan and provide data about global atmospheric 

circulation. The engineering data could be just as useful. Concepts that are proven could be 

refined and used for flight in other locations such as Venus, or even the gas giants themselves.  
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CONCLUSIONS 

 This thesis paper has advanced three related points, hopefully with some success for 

each. These points come from a position that assumes space exploration is useful not only for 

pure scientific knowledge, but something that we must do, as humans. Far from being a waste of 

money, our short history of space exploration has provided incalculable benefits of technology 

and inspiration. 

Point one: Titan is an interesting place and worthy of further exploration. In chapter one, 

a summary of the current scientific understanding of Titan showed that it is a unique place, and 

in some ways resembles a young Earth. There is still much that is not known about Titan, and 

theorizing can only go so far. To find out more of this moon’s secrets, it is necessary to actually 

go there. 

Point two: The next step for the study of Titan should be exploration by air. This is the 

case because Titan has a dense atmosphere which blocks the view of the surface from orbit but 

also provides an excellent medium for powered flight. This allows a close up view of the surface, 

but gives the ability to explore on regional or even planetary scales. For this purpose, an airplane 

also has a number of advantages over a buoyant aircraft such as a balloon. 

Point three: A relatively simple design concept is capable of accomplishing this mission. 

From a simple set of requirements, it is possible to create a design that will successfully fly on 

Titan, and be capable of long term operation. A realistic design concept that satisfies 

requirements of the science mission was presented, and could be built with current technology. A 

single aircraft such as the one presented could potentially survive years flying above Titan’s 

frozen surface, returning incredible amounts of valuable data. 
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If such a mission was successful, it would not be an end in and of itself but just another 

step in the exploration of Titan, and the Solar System. It is hoped that these steps will eventually 

lead us to the stars. 

  



45 

 

REFERENCES 

AGU. “Testimony of the American Geophysical Union”. American Geophysical Union, April 

15, 2011. http://www.agu.org/sci_pol/pdf/AGU_Senate_FY12_Testimony.pdf. 

Anderson, John D. Aircraft Performance and Design. New York, N.Y.: McGraw-Hill, 1999. 

———. Fundamentals of Aerodynamics. 5th ed. New York, N.Y.: McGraw-Hill, 2011. 

Baalke, Ron. “Historical Background of Saturn’s Rings.” Historical Background of Saturn’s 

Ring’s. http://www2.jpl.nasa.gov/saturn/back.html. (accessed June 5, 2011). 

Braun, Robert D., Henry S. Wright, Mark A. Croom, Joel S. Levine, and David A. Spencer. 

“Design of the ARES Mars Airplane and Mission Architecture”. NASA. 

http://ntrs.nasa.gov/archive/nasa/casi.ntrs.nasa.gov/20080015501_2008014395.pdf. 

Clarke, V. C., et al. “Final Report of the Ad Hoc Mars Airplane Science Working Group”. 

NASA/JPL, November 1, 1978. 

http://ntrs.nasa.gov/archive/nasa/casi.ntrs.nasa.gov/19790006329_1979006329.pdf. 

Chan, Jack, J. Gary Wood, and Jeffrey G. Schrieber. “Development of Advanced Stirling 

Radioisotope Generator for Space Exploration”. NASA, May 2007. 

http://gltrs.grc.nasa.gov/reports/2007/TM-2007-214806.pdf. 

Coustenis, Athena, and Fred Taylor. Titan: The Earth-Like Moon. Singapore: World Scientific 

Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd., 1999. 

Drela, Mark, and Harold Youngren. “XFOIL 6.9 User Primer”, November 30, 2001. 

http://web.mit.edu/drela/Public/web/xfoil/xfoil_doc.txt. (accessed June 25, 2011). 

Eagle, C. David. “A Computer Program for Patched-Conic Trajectory Design and Optimization.” 

http://www.cdeagle.com/interplanetary/ipto.pdf. 

http://www.agu.org/sci_pol/pdf/AGU_Senate_FY12_Testimony.pdf
http://www2.jpl.nasa.gov/saturn/back.html
http://ntrs.nasa.gov/archive/nasa/casi.ntrs.nasa.gov/20080015501_2008014395.pdf
http://ntrs.nasa.gov/archive/nasa/casi.ntrs.nasa.gov/19790006329_1979006329.pdf
http://gltrs.grc.nasa.gov/reports/2007/TM-2007-214806.pdf
http://web.mit.edu/drela/Public/web/xfoil/xfoil_doc.txt
http://www.cdeagle.com/interplanetary/ipto.pdf


46 

 

Elbert, Bruce R. Introduction to Satellite Communication. Third Edition. Norwood, MA: Artech 

House, 2008. 

Elliott, John O., Kim Reh, and Tom Spiker. “Titan Exploration Using a Radioisotopically-

Heated Montgolfiere Balloon.” AIP Conference Proceedings 880, no. 1 (2007): 372-379. 

Fielding, John P. Introduction to Aircraft Design. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 

1999. 

Goebel, Greg. “Modern Ballooning”, February 1, 2010. 

http://www.vectorsite.net/avbloon_5.html. (accessed June 21, 2011). 

Griffith, Caitlin Ann. “Titan’s Lower Atmosphere.” AIP Conference Proceedings 930, no. 1 

(September 9, 2007): 3-36. 

Hagermann, A., and J. C. Zarnecki. “Virial treatment of the speed of sound in cold, dense 

atmospheres and application to Titan.” Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical 

Society 368, no. 1 (May 1, 2006): 321-324. 

Iannotta, Ben. “Future Mars aircraft inspires spy plane”, 2011. 

http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/21569917/ns/technology_and_science-innovation/. 

(accessed March 27, 2011). 

Jacobson, R. A., et al. “The Gravity Field of the Saturnian System from Satellite Observations 

and Spacecraft Tracking Data.” The Astronomical Journal 132, no. 6 (2006): 2520-2526. 

(accessed May 15, 2011). 

Kremnev, R. S. “The Vega balloons: a tool for studying atmospheric dynamics on Venus.” Soviet 

Astronomy Letters 12, no. 1 (January 1986): 7-9. (accessed March 27, 2011). 

Richard Kruse. “Historic Spacecraft - Photos and Information About Atlas Rockets.” 

http://historicspacecraft.com/Atlas.html. (accessed June 20, 2011). 

http://www.vectorsite.net/avbloon_5.html
http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/21569917/ns/technology_and_science-innovation/
http://historicspacecraft.com/Atlas.html


47 

 

Landis, Geoffrey A., Anthony Colozza, and Christopher M. LaMarre. “Atmospheric Flight on 

Venus”. Reno, Nevada: NASA. http://gltrs.grc.nasa.gov/reports/2002/TM-2002-

211467.pdf. 

Lebreton, Jean-Pierre, et al. “Results from the Huygens probe on Titan.” Astronomy & 

Astrophysics Review 17, no. 2 (June 2009): 149-179. 

———. “An overview of the descent and landing of the Huygens probe on Titan.” Nature 438, 

no. 7069 (December 8, 2005): 758-764. 

Lorenz, Ralph D., James C. Leary, Mary Kae Lockwood, and J. Hunter Waite. “Titan Explorer: 

A NASA Flagship Mission Concept.” AIP Conference Proceedings 969, no. 1 (January 

21, 2008): 380-387. 

Mix, Lucas J. Life in Space: Astrobiology for Everyone. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University 

Press, 2009. 

Moore, Jeff. “Titan: Dead or Alive”. NASA Ames Research Institute. 

http://saturn.jpl.nasa.gov/files/20110426_CHARM_Moore.pdf. 

NASA. “Cassini Solstice Mission: Introduction.” http://saturn.jpl.nasa.gov/mission/introduction/. 

(accessed June 6, 2011). 

———. “Mars Exploration Rover Mission: All Opportunity Updates”, June 16, 2011. 

http://marsrovers.jpl.nasa.gov/mission/status_opportunityAll.html. (accessed June 21, 

2011). 

———. “Mars Global Surveyor”, December 30, 2004. 

http://nssdc.gsfc.nasa.gov/planetary/marsurv.html. (accessed June 20, 2011). 

———. “Voyager - Planetary Voyage”, October 18, 2010. 

http://voyager.jpl.nasa.gov/science/planetary.html. (accessed May 29, 2011). 

http://gltrs.grc.nasa.gov/reports/2002/TM-2002-211467.pdf
http://gltrs.grc.nasa.gov/reports/2002/TM-2002-211467.pdf
http://saturn.jpl.nasa.gov/files/20110426_CHARM_Moore.pdf
http://saturn.jpl.nasa.gov/mission/introduction/
http://marsrovers.jpl.nasa.gov/mission/status_opportunityAll.html
http://nssdc.gsfc.nasa.gov/planetary/marsurv.html
http://voyager.jpl.nasa.gov/science/planetary.html


48 

 

———. “Voyager - Titan”, October 18, 2010. 

http://voyager.jpl.nasa.gov/science/saturn_titan.html. (accessed May 29, 2011). 

NASA/Jet Propulsion Laboratory. “Raising mountains on Saturn’s moon Titan,” August 17, 

2010. http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2010/08/100816175021.htm. (accessed June 

13, 2011). 

Raulin, Francois. “Astrobiology and habitability of Titan.” Space Science Reviews 135, no. 1-4 

(March 2008): 37-48. 

Roe, Henry. “Titan’s Methane Weather.” The Lowell Observer, no. 73 (Winter 2007): 1-3. 

http://www.lowell.edu/friends/content/observer/07winter.pdf. 

Rohrschneider, Reuben R., John R. Olds, Robert D. Braun, Virgil Hutchinson, Jr., Christopher 

A. Kuhl, and Stephen R. Steffes. “Flight System Options for a Long-Duration Mars 

Airplane”. American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics. 

http://smartech.gatech.edu/jspui/handle/1853/8380. 

Spakovszky, Z. S. “Power Required.” 

http://web.mit.edu/16.unified/www/SPRING/propulsion/notes/node97.html. (accessed 

June 20, 2011). 

Tomasko, M. G. et al. “Rain, winds, and haze during the Huygens probe’s descent to Titan’s 

surface.” Nature 438, no. 7069 (December 8, 2005): 765-778. 

Wilson, J. R. “The Wright Path to a Mars Flyer.” Aerospace America, April 2006. 

Wolverton, Mark. “Stirling in Deep Space.” Scientific American, March 2008. 

 

  

http://voyager.jpl.nasa.gov/science/saturn_titan.html
http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2010/08/100816175021.htm
http://www.lowell.edu/friends/content/observer/07winter.pdf
http://smartech.gatech.edu/jspui/handle/1853/8380
http://web.mit.edu/16.unified/www/SPRING/propulsion/notes/node97.html


49 

 

ENDNOTES 

                                                 

1
 Landis, Geoffrey A., Anthony Colozza, and Christopher M. LaMarre. “Atmospheric Flight on 

Venus”. Reno, Nevada: NASA. http://gltrs.grc.nasa.gov/reports/2002/TM-2002-211467.pdf. 

2
 Lebreton, Jean-Pierre, et al. “An overview of the descent and landing of the Huygens probe on 

Titan.” Nature 438, no. 7069 (December 8, 2005): 758-764 

3
 Baalke, Ron. “Historical Background of Saturn’s Rings.” Historical Background of Saturn’s 

Rings. http://www2.jpl.nasa.gov/saturn/back.html. (accessed June 5, 2011). 

4
 Roe, Henry. “Titan’s Methane Weather.” The Lowell Observer, no. 73 (Winter 2007): 1. 

http://www.lowell.edu/friends/content/observer/07winter.pdf. 

5
 Roe, Henry. “Titan’s Methane Weather,” 2. 

6
 Lebreton, et al. “An overview of the descent and landing of the Huygens probe on Titan.” 

7
 Jacobson, R. A., et al. “The Gravity Field of the Saturnian System from Satellite Observations 

and Spacecraft Tracking Data.” The Astronomical Journal 132, no. 6 (2006): 2523. 

8
 Using the well-known equation: Á  , Á

Ȣ Ȣ

Ȣ
ρȢσυστωτυ ÍÓ  

9
 Griffith, Caitlin Ann. “Titan’s Lower Atmosphere.” AIP Conference Proceedings 930, no. 1 

(September 9, 2007): 3-36 

10
 Coustenis, Athena, and Fred Taylor. Titan: The Earth-Like Moon. Singapore: World Scientific 

Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd., 1999, xii. 

11
 Ibid., 9. 

12
Ibid., 12.  

13
Griffith, “Titan’s Lower Atmosphere,” 4.  

14
 Ibid., 8. 

15
 Lebreton, Jean-Pierre, et al. “Results from the Huygens probe on Titan.” Astronomy & 

Astrophysics Review 17, no. 2 (June 2009): 152. 

16
 Griffith, “Titan’s Lower Atmosphere,” 5-7. 

17
 Roe, “Titan’s Methane Weather.” 1-2. 

http://gltrs.grc.nasa.gov/reports/2002/TM-2002-211467.pdf
http://www2.jpl.nasa.gov/saturn/back.html
http://www.lowell.edu/friends/content/observer/07winter.pdf


50 

 

                                                                                                                                                             

18
 Data collected from multiple sources. See: Roe, 1. Griffith, 18. Lebreton “Results from the 

Huygens probe on Titan,” 155. 

19
 Lebreton, Jean-Pierre, et al. “Results from the Huygens probe on Titan,” 156-158. 

20
 Data from Lebreton “Results from the Huygens probe on Titan,” 157 and Tomasko, M. G. et 

al. “Rain, winds, and haze during the Huygens probe’s descent to Titan’s surface.” Nature 438, 

no. 7069 (December 8, 2005): 770. 

21
 Assuming k = 1.4 and R = 296.8 J/kg-K, values of T from Fig. 2 and c=√(k×R×T) 

22
 Moore, Jeff. “Titan: Dead or Alive”. NASA Ames Research Institute. 

http://saturn.jpl.nasa.gov/files/20110426_CHARM_Moore.pdf. 

23
 NASA/Jet Propulsion Laboratory. “Raising mountains on Saturn’s moon Titan.” Raising 

mountains on Saturn’s moon Titan, August 17, 2010. 

http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2010/08/100816175021.htm. (accessed June 13, 2011). 

24
 Raulin, Francois. “Astrobiology and habitability of Titan.” Space Science Reviews 135, no. 1-4 

(March 2008): 45. 

25
 Ibid., 46. 

26
 Mix, Lucas J. Life in Space: Astrobiology for Everyone. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard 

University Press, 2009, 147. 

27
 Raulin, Francois. “Astrobiology and habitability of Titan.” Space Science Reviews 135, no. 1-4 

(March 2008): 45. 

28
 Ibid., 44. 

29
 Mix. Life in Space: Astrobiology for Everyone, 261. 

30
 NASA. “Voyager - Planetary Voyage”, October 18, 2010. 

http://voyager.jpl.nasa.gov/science/planetary.html. 

31
Elbert, Bruce R. Introduction to Satellite Communication. Third Edition. Norwood, MA: 

Artech House, 2008, 22.  

32
 NASA. “Mars Global Surveyor”, December 30, 2004. 

http://nssdc.gsfc.nasa.gov/planetary/marsurv.html. (accessed June 20, 2011). 

33
 NASA. “Mars Exploration Rover Mission: All Opportunity Updates”, June 16, 2011. 

http://marsrovers.jpl.nasa.gov/mission/status_opportunityAll.html. (accessed June 21, 2011). 

http://saturn.jpl.nasa.gov/files/20110426_CHARM_Moore.pdf
http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2010/08/100816175021.htm
http://voyager.jpl.nasa.gov/science/planetary.html
http://nssdc.gsfc.nasa.gov/planetary/marsurv.html
http://marsrovers.jpl.nasa.gov/mission/status_opportunityAll.html


51 

 

                                                                                                                                                             

34
 Goebel, Greg. “Modern Ballooning”, February 1, 2010. 

http://www.vectorsite.net/avbloon_5.html. (accessed June 21, 2011). 

35
 Clarke, V. C., et al. “Final Report of the Ad Hoc Mars Airplane Science Working Group”. 

NASA/JPL, November 1, 1978, 1-1. 

36
 Ibid.  

37
 Ibid, 2-5. 

38
 Wilson, J. R. “The Wright Path to a Mars Flyer.” Aerospace America, April 2006, 44. 

39
 Landis, et al. “Atmospheric Flight on Venus,” http://gltrs.grc.nasa.gov/reports/2002/TM-2002-

211467.pdf, 1. 

40
 Mix, Life in Space: Astrobiology for Everyone, 147. 

41
 Anderson, John D. Aircraft Performance and Design. New York, N.Y.: McGraw-Hill, 1999, 

381. 

42
 Fielding, John P. Introduction to Aircraft Design. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University 

Press, 1999, 4. 

43
 This is used as a generic title, rather than a unique name, much like “Mars Flyer”. See Wilson, 

“The Wright Path to a Mars Flyer”, 41. 

44
 Example: Wilson, “The Wright Path to a Mars Flyer”, 43. Also see Landis, et al. 

“Atmospheric Flight on Venus,” 6. 

45
 The circumference at that altitude is 2π(r+10km) = 16182 km, at 18 km/h this is 902.5 h or 

37.6 days. 

46
 Anderson, John D. Fundamentals of Aerodynamics. 5th ed. New York, N.Y.: McGraw-Hill, 

2011, 41. 

47
 See Fig. 3, M = 0.027  

48
 See equation 1.35, Anderson, Fundamentals of Aerodynamics, 38. For Titan atmosphere at 10 

km, ρ=3.638 kg/m
3
, µ=1.978×10

-6
 m

2
/s (assuming pure N2). 

49
 Chan, Jack, J. Gary Wood, and Jeffrey G. Schrieber. “Development of Advanced Stirling 

Radioisotope Generator for Space Exploration”. NASA, May 2007. 

http://gltrs.grc.nasa.gov/reports/2007/TM-2007-214806.pdf. 

50
 AGU. “Testimony of the American Geophysical Union”. American Geophysical Union, April 

15, 2011. http://www.agu.org/sci_pol/pdf/AGU_Senate_FY12_Testimony.pdf. 

http://www.vectorsite.net/avbloon_5.html
http://gltrs.grc.nasa.gov/reports/2002/TM-2002-211467.pdf
http://gltrs.grc.nasa.gov/reports/2002/TM-2002-211467.pdf
http://gltrs.grc.nasa.gov/reports/2007/TM-2007-214806.pdf
http://www.agu.org/sci_pol/pdf/AGU_Senate_FY12_Testimony.pdf


52 

 

                                                                                                                                                             

51
 Assuming a conservative specific power of 100 W/kg and 20% DC to AC conversion loss. 

52
 Braun, Robert D., Henry S. Wright, Mark A. Croom, Joel S. Levine, and David A. Spencer. 

“Design of the ARES Mars Airplane and Mission Architecture”. NASA. 

http://ntrs.nasa.gov/archive/nasa/casi.ntrs.nasa.gov/20080015501_2008014395.pdf, 16. 

53
 Available from: http://xflr5.sourceforge.net/xflr5.htm. 

54
 Drela, Mark, and Harold Youngren. “XFOIL 6.9 User Primer”, November 30, 2001. 

http://web.mit.edu/drela/Public/web/xfoil/xfoil_doc.txt. (accessed June 25, 2011). 

55
 See Landis et al. “Atmospheric Flight on Venus”, page 8, for the equation, or stated slightly 

differently: Spakovszky, Z. S. “Power Required.” 

http://web.mit.edu/16.unified/www/SPRING/propulsion/notes/node97.html 

56
 Drela and Youngren. “XFOIL 6.9 User Primer.” 

57
 Braun, et al. “Design of the ARES Mars Airplane and Mission Architecture,” 19. 

58
 Richard Kruse. “Historic Spacecraft - Photos and Information About Atlas Rockets.” 

http://historicspacecraft.com/Atlas.html. (accessed June 20, 2011). 

59
 NASA, “Cassini Solstice Mission: Gravity Assists.” 

http://saturn.jpl.nasa.gov/mission/gravityassistsflybys/. 

60
 Eagle, C. David. “A Computer Program for Patched-Conic Trajectory Design and 

Optimization.” http://www.cdeagle.com/interplanetary/ipto.pdf.  

61
 Parachute recommendation from personal correspondence with engineer Ian Anderson, 

http://www.degreeinfo.com. 

http://ntrs.nasa.gov/archive/nasa/casi.ntrs.nasa.gov/20080015501_2008014395.pdf
http://xflr5.sourceforge.net/xflr5.htm
http://web.mit.edu/drela/Public/web/xfoil/xfoil_doc.txt
http://web.mit.edu/16.unified/www/SPRING/propulsion/notes/node97.html
http://historicspacecraft.com/Atlas.html
http://saturn.jpl.nasa.gov/mission/gravityassistsflybys/
http://www.cdeagle.com/interplanetary/ipto.pdf
http://www.degreeinfo.com/

