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I would like to recognize the effort of Mr. Harry Wajgras of the OAO

Control Center which provided me with all the data I am going to present to you

this morning. Harry is with Grumman Aerospace and works here at Goddard,

and he is the controller at the OAO-C spacecraft now.

As most of you know, OAO's series of spacecraft has a heritage back in

1962-63 as far as the conceptual design is concerned.

(Figure 42)

But we went through an evolution of designs, and what I am going to

present to you today is the results of OAO-C, which in August exceeded five years

of operational life. And at the conclusion of the data that I present for OAO-C

I am going to give you a comparison with the differences that are even greater

from OAO-A2, which also completed about five years. And I believe OAO-A2

was launched in 1968, December to be exact, and OAO-C was launched in August,
1972, I believe.

In summary, the battery design consists of three 20-ampere hour 22

series connected cells in the battery. This is in contrast to the OAO-A2 which

had 21 series connected cells. There are three batteries per spacecraft. There

is a unique packaging configuration which I will give you a little more detail on.

Basically the three batteries are packaged in two mechanical assemblies. Each

assembly contains 11 cells in each battery, and the two battery assemblies are

isolated in a thermal base. They had a design life of one year in near earth orbit

with a 15 to 20 percent depth of discharge. The temperature design range was

40 to 70 degrees F, and it had a 95 degree F thermostat which protected it from

high temperature conditions. It has eight commandable levels that are tempera-

ture compensated, and the batteries are in parallel for charging. And they are

also in parallel for discharging except they are decoupled by diodes. It has an

undervoltage that is hardwired into the system at 26.4 volts, which turns out to

be about 1. 199 volts per cell. And as I said earlier, the spacecraft was launched
in 1972.

(Figure 43)

55



This represents the different profiles of a battery assembly. There are
two of these, and this is a pictorial view of the top, the bottom, and the side views.
All I want to mention here is that this is the heat sync side. The battery does
not have a heat sync mountedon it. The heat sync mounts to these that protrude
to the cells here. And there are eleven ceils. As you look around the battery
you seebattery 1, 2, and 3, eleven cells in each battery. And I repeat, two of
these assemblies are mountedside by side in this spacecraft.

The reason I point this out is whenI talk aboutbattery temperature I
talk aboutbattery assembly temperature.

(Figure 44)

In order to fully comprehendthe operational aspect this is a simplified
block diagram of the power system, which consists of the 3 batteries connected
in parallel. Notice you can disable a battery from charge or from the charge bus,
but you cannotdisable a battery from the discharge bus. The charge regulator
has the V versus T characteristics in it. The system operates such that when
you require the sun the shunt relay is closed, which is referred to as a shunt
charge mode. When the battery voltage hits a present limit, this relay opens
up, the charger comes in series and regulates the battery voltage as a function
of temperature.

(Figure 45)

The eight levels that are used in OAO-C I put them up here because I
will be referring to them later on as levels andnot necessarily actually voltages,
showingthe curve design.

(Figure 46)

Nowthis is a summary of the operating characteristics that we have
observedduring 63 months, or as of November of this year, over 27,000 orbits.
Typically the mode of operation they have used the BVLS level 1 and 2, -- refer
to the right-hand screen -- for low array power, meaning that the system was
somewhatenergy starved for whatever reason, namely due to the experiment
mode of operation or where they want to look in the celestial sphere. They have
gone to level 3 or 4 essentially to enhancethe recharge as well as available
current that may be coming from the array. The typical discharge capacity per
battery is 2.8 to 3.2 ampere hours. The maximum discharge openingthe battery
has been4 ampere hours. Throughout the orbit life the average temperature has
beenabout50 degrees F. The variation has been from 46 to 52, andyou see that
the average is very close to the maximum, such that it says that is pretty close
to where the battery has beenoperating for over five years.
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The recharge ratios, to the best I candetermine, within the revolution
of telemetry, what they have, and also up to orbit 21,000 they had what we call
a SOCU, which is a state of charge unit. And a brief description of that: each
battery had an ampere hour integrative. They monitor the current; they integrate
it. And it had a readout of ampere hours, and it was set up so they could read
the discharge ampere hours and the recharge ampere hours. The recharge ratio
is up until orbit 21,000and was determined through the SOCU. Also the SOCU
was monitoring for the third electrode signals, of which they have had three.
The most negative cell in each battery hasa third electrode in it.

The system had a closed loop suchthat the SOCUcould operate it, letting
it charge up to voltage level 8 until they got a signal from the SOCUdependent
on the ampere hour meter on the third electrode and it will switch it to level 1.
This mode of operation was never used in orbit. It was used strictly as a moni-
toring device. The spacecraft flew on thefixed V versus T at levels indicated
previously.

The battery current sharing throughout the life, as far as can be deter-
mined, is within theresolution of the telemetry. And I believe Harry told me
that was like a tenth of anamp, that they couldnot distinguish anything less than
that, and that they know that there has beenno more changethan a tenth of an
amp betweenthe battery current sharing over the five years.

The battery and the voltage setting, I mentioned earlier, the.hardwire
designwas 26.4 volts. And I believe that comes out about 1.19, 1.2 volts per
cell. Now notice that increments are reduced 23.3, and I guess that deserves
somewhatof an explanation. This spacecraft flew one of the first On Board
Computers, called the OBC. As a result, they were able to do a lot of things
for real time monitoring. And whenthey were on the backside of the orbit you
spenda majority of your life on a near earth orbit out of contact. The On Board
Computer did a lot of looking andprocessing and monitoring of the conditions on
the spacecraft. So, we knew before we launchedthat voltage was going to decay
below the undervoltage, but knowing they had the ability to program the On Board
Computer they decided they would let it run that way and then as they neededto
lower that voltage on a real time basis. And that is what the reduction on an
incremental basis is -- again, it is to 23.3. Nowin a few minutes I will show
you some discharge profiles to showyou abouthow close they have beenhitting
to that, coming down to that voltage lately.

(Figure 47)

In talking this presentation over with Harry Wajgras, we realized that
with 27,000 orbits you have a lot of data. Soyou have to be somewhatselective
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in what you are going to present and what you are going to discuss. What we
chose to put forth was not the early orbit characteristics but the more recent
becausethat is really where the degradation has come to be observed.

What I have shownhere is a comparison of the discharge, curves of
OAO-C. Please note the scale. This is not 0 to 4.4. It is an extendedscale,
showingthe last few minutes of contact with the satellite whenthey had real time
data. The early orbit also had a tape recorder. As long as the tape recorder
was going they could get any data they wanted. But, the tape recorder failed. I
guess it was interesting to note there many things have failed before batteries do
in a satellite. Soall we have here is a comparison of the discharge voltage for
orbit 13,590. We have also 10,420 and then a more recent one, 20,667. I said
that the voltage I believe was like 23.3. You see, this was the closest they have
beento that undervoltage. Recently they have made plans to drop that another
increment.

But on this scale I plotted the volts per cell to showyou that basically
what theyare doing or what it appears to be doing is reaching downinto the lower
plateau that we have observed in cycle test.

(Figure 48)

Here is a little more detail covering almost the entire history of the
sunlight, starting with orbit 2,000 and then going to 17,000. I just want to point
out that this gives you an indication that they have operated at level 1, level 2,
and thesewere selected orbits pulled out. And the reason they are pulled out is
that for practical purposes these orbits were pulled to be representative of re-
peated conditions. As you have seenearlier this morning, some satellites have
very routine orbits. Oncethey get in a profile they stay there orbit after orbit
after orbit. Others don't. And they only go into low profile or the power will
vary from about 350 up to almost 500watts, dependingonwhat they are doing,
the altitude, et cetera.

What I want to point out to you is that this represents the end of discharge
voltage, degradation, that they have seenunder normal conditions. Now the one
I have shownyou previously those orbits were typical of deepdepth of discharge
in the range of 4 ampere hours, not normal. Those were on the cases where
they hadto go downfor somereason andpulled more capacity than they were
doing ona normal basis.

Another reason for showing this to you is it also emphasizes the con-
sistency in battery temperature. And this spacecraft probably has one of the
most solid thermals on it as far as keeping that battery cool as any one we have
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worked with in a long time. But I might also point out that this is being enhanced
becausewe are not overcharging the battery a lot.

The other thing of interest here is that the OAO-A2 was the first time
we flew third electrodes. Of course, they also flew on this mission. And I
think I reported at a power sources symposiumin 1972of an anomaly of bird on
third electrodes andhow we got degradation, apparent loss in sensitivity in orbit.
We are seeing the same loss of sensitivity in third electrode on the OAO-C. And
what you are seeing here is a set of conditions over a larger performance where
the recharge, as far as can be determined, is about the same each set of condi-
tions, but with the same C to D ratio the endof life third electrode, overview,
are decreasing. Now I won't go any further on that. I don't think it is germane
here, but maybe later on tomorrow when we talk about cell degradation, cell
characteristics, I think it would be worthwhile to pursue this andhow this may
be a manifestation of other things that are happeningwithin the battery.

(Figure 49)

We put together a summary of the comparisons betweenOAO-C andA2.
And why we do this, well, what we call the A2 we had someproblems alongwith
the satellite batteries before we really got to the five year period. While I said
earlier the battery did perform for five years, they were finding certain con-

straining conditions of which they had to maintain in order to keep the battery

within temperature range. As a result of that and other input, in the OAO-C

design we expanded the voltage levels. And if you look back through the literature

you will find some voltage levels published for OAO-A2. You will find out they
don't have the same low levels here on a first load basis as the OAO-C does.

What happened is we got more capability by going to a lower voltage level. I

guess the main thing that drove this is that on A2 we found out after about two and

a half or three years in the high sun time and you will remember the gentleman

before me showed the high percent sun time, the low sun time where you had about

83 percent of the orbit in sun time a_ level 1, they could not control the overcharge

current sufficient to keep the battery temperature down. In fact, near the end of

the fourth year and in the early part of the fifth year before they shut off the

spacecraft they found out to keep control of the overcharge during the high sun

time at the end of that level 1 they used an A2, which was about equivalent to

level 2 1/2 on this curve here to the best I can remember. They had to really

smooth the spacecraft off of an unfavorable sun angle to get the level of power

down. That was the only way they could keep the battery temperature.

The other factor that we attribute to the battery performance, longevity

in a sense, is that the overcharge on A2 batteries there is no question in anyone's

mind that they have been lower than what they were as far as the overcharge on
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A2 or higher than OAO-C. Of course, part of that they operated at a higher
temperature becauseof additional overcharge. And as pointed out previously
both batteries exhibited a decrease in sensitivity of third electrodes. The depth
of discharge of the OAO-C was running about 3 to 5 percent on the average higher
than the depthof discharge of A2.

As a consequenceof a number of items, which we don't fully understand
all of themyet, the battery end of dark voltage on the OAO-C appearedto have
degradedmore in the same time period than the A2. Nowyou can say well the
depth of discharge was a little greater. All these things tend to have a cumulative
effect. And in my own estimation it is hard to single out any one thing, which I
doubt if you ever could, to say this is why this happened.

Now I mentioned the A2 along about two and a half years exhibited signs,
and this is documentedin another paper that I presented of negative limited on
charge. And I just put these factors up here not really to show what they mean
as an area of concern to us, but we do know that one major difference explaining
the cell production of the A2 batteries and the OAO-Cwas in a formation dis-
charge, where that was done, and also we know that there was a significant dif-
ference in the way the precharge was set. And based onhistorical data we
strongly suspect that the A2 cells of the cells used in A2 batteries had considerable
more precharge than cells in OAO-C, which I think the number was 4.6 ampere
hours. Each cell had an identical amount of precharge in the OAO-C. We don't
know what that number was in the A2. All we know is from historical data that
the process tendedto lend itself to very high precharges under a certain set of
conditions. Thankyou.

DISCUSSION

GROSS: Boeing. Floyd, I don't understand the role the computer
played in setting the undervoltage limit lower.

FORD: Okay, first, after about six months they disabled what I refer
to as a hard line ERG function. In other words, they inhibited the electronics
from doinganything if you got below the undervoltage setting they had designed
for the spacecraft. Then they took the On Board Computer. Since all the telem-
etry information was available to it, they programmed it in a software package
to look at battery voltage. And it had the capability to commanda spacecraft
independentof the ground controller. That is one of the things the computer
could do. It flew the spacecraft. It could do a lot of things the ground controller
could do. Sowhat they did was they programmed the computer such that if they
hit anundervoltage, on which they could set by ground then, that it would be the
same thing basically as if they had hit an undervoltage with an electronic circuit.
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And basically by the fact that it was a software package then instead of hardware
they were able as the battery voltage degraded, you know, to ratchet down and to
stay just under it throughout the five years.

RITTERMAN: TRWo I think youhave two effects that seem to coun-
teract each other. Onyour formation to agiven ampere hour you intend to in-
crease precharge, short, take the negative electrode all the way down to minus
• 2. On your venting of oxygent andputting in a fixed number of ampere hours,
you intend to decrease the precharge. Doyou have any idea which it is, what
magnitude, the charge is effecting ?

FORD: Well, first of all, I am not sure I understood your premises
from which you madeyour statement from.

RITTERMAN: I will say it again. You have a formation to a given
ampere hours out but not to a negative voltage, negative electrode. Sothat
formation tends to decrease the precharge. You leave more cadmium in the
negative electrode.

FORD: You can_yes.

RITTERMAN: Thenyou were comparing two different methods. In one
caseyou discharged negative downto minus. 2 volts. The other caseyou just
discharged to a given number of ampere hours.

FORD: Which was less thanwe would get out to minus . 2.

RITTERMAN. That is right, andtherefore you have more cadmium in
your electrode.

FORD: In the former_ yes.

RITTERMAN: Right. In the secondcase what you do is you vent oxygen,
but you don't measure the oxygenthat you vent. You simply charge to a certain
ampere hour input. And in that casebecauseof oxygenrecombination your pre-
charge is low. Soyou have two effects that tend to cancel each other. Yet your
comment was that precharge was lower in the superior performing cells. Do
you have any idea as to the magnitude?

FORD: You have got interacting effects.

RITTERMAN: Yes_ and counteracting also.
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FORD: Yes. Just because you deplete a negative doesn't mean you

can't vent enough oxygen to control conditions to get the precharge back up. In

the case of the OAO-C I believe the number was 4.6 is what you told me, right?

4.6 ampere hours of oxygen was vented from each cell after we had depleted the

negative to between . 2, minus . 2 and minus . 25. So, while I am comparing it

with a condition where we depleted the negative less, went through a vented charge,

of which I have seen negative cells that vented charge will in fact give you a lot

more precharge than 4.6 ampere hours, I have seen it said it would give you less

than 4.6 ampere hours.

I think the point I want to make here is that there was what I consider

now a fairly significant difference in the production of the cells. And I know

from the previous life of cells used for the OAO-B, we did measure fairly high

amounts of precharge that we felt like was indicative of the amount of precharge

that was in the A2 cells that flew on the earlier spacecraft. I am not sure I have

answered your question.

RITTERMAN: Again, let me make the point that when you set the pre-

charge venting, and you count ampere hours, the precharge that you measure,

ampere hours, in actuality is less because oxygen recombines at atmospheric

pressure. My point is the other factor when you discharge a cell a fixed number

of ampere hours without going into complete exhaustion of the negative you leave

precharge.

FORD: Yes. But one point that I think is very controversial, if you

limit it at that point, what condition it would end later on when you reconstruct

the cell and put it through testing, there is a lot of data that says you get different

results, depending on time of day, the time of the year, the group of plates you

are processing or what. There is a species of cadmium there that may or may

not be readily available when the cell is assembled.

SEIGER: Yardney. When you describe the discharge to minus two-

tenths of a volt that is with respect to what?

FORD: That was in the flooded plate test with respect to the positive.

SEIGER: The positive had exhausted. So you had a cell.

FORD: Right.

UCHIYAMA: Floyd, I wonder if you could put up your slide (Figure

47), where you had the discharge -- In that curve there, are you suggesting that

you are seeing that the whole plateau on discharge ? As I understand the curve
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there, you seemto have taken out 3.2 ampere hours out of the total. What is

that? About 40 percent?

FORD: It is about 20 ampere hour cell rated.

UCHIYAMA: Are you saying that you have a discharge that continues

along there to final discharge and that this is a portion of that discharge curve ?

FORD: On the life tests we did on the ground, yes, that is exactly what

I am saying. We have never taken a satellite beyond this point to my knowledge.

UCHIYAMA: So if you have looked at the total discharge curve and flow

charge to the end this is evidencing the --

FORD: Yes, that is what I am suggesting based on life tests.

GROSS: Boeing. Floyd, was there ever a need to open up that relay

flowing to the individual batteries during the charge ?

FORD: Somewhere in the neighborhood of over 11,000 cycles they were

concerned about the voltage degradation. Incidentally I put the pencil there to

show you 3 ampere hours with typical of what they were taking out. This is be-

yond the normal depth of discharge. And I think that over 10,000 is a situation

where what they did in order to get this curve to orbit 10, 420 is they disabled

one battery so that the other two batteries would go to a deeper depth of discharge.

And this is what they have got. They were more or less experimenting around to

see if they in fact could see this thing stabilize out, as they did in several con-

secutive points showing a new regulating point on the battery voltage is what they

were trying to find out. But they only did that over a period of about 100 to 200

orbits. Since that time I don't believe they have done it again. I will tell you

why. They left that battery on open circuit for a while, and then they went back

on. And the third electrode on that battery it took it about -- I think Harry told

me -- 1,000 orbits before it got back to normal again. It really kind of worried

them a little bit, because they weren't sure what happened. But, you know, the

battery went on open circuit, it discharged down, and there is no charging for a

few orbits. As it comes off the line because it is decoupled, it is going into fur-

ther sort of depth of discharge. It was receiving no charge, so the third elec-

trode was dormant for several orbits. And then they put it back on, and although

the ampere hours as they built back up so that they were getting it recharged, the

third electrode never indicated that it was recharging. In fact, it was erratic

for several -- I think two or three hundred orbits following that.
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GROSS: If you were going to redesign that system would you charge
and discharge the batteries in parallel the samewayyou have donehere ? Would
you make some changes? If so, what changes?

FORD: Well, the alternative was sequential charge. I certainly
wouldn't do that. Yeah, I guess we are satisfied that we have a viable system.
We don't like the degradationwe see, but the alternatives available to us in near
earth orbit, alternatives meaning if you want to recondition, are not very attrac-
tive whenyou consider you have to take a battery off the line several days to do
it. The answer to your question is yes, becausebasically the MMS system which
will be talked about later on, I think tomorrow, and some tests we have doneis
similar to this system, if you had up to three batteries in parallel on charge.
The main difference is that bypass relay that is around the charger is no longer
there. That charger is in series with the batteries at all times.

I might point out that in contrast to what you heard this morning where
you had I think eight batteries charging and discharging we had a much better
thermal control on the batteries here. There is less than 3 to 4 degrees F be-
tween anyof those batteries. The batteries are not, you know, spread around
on a big platform onwhich you can get temperature spread. If you have to go to
that type system, parallel charging is not that attractive, because the parallel
charge youhave got to assume you are at one of thesepoints over here, on this
curve, andyou have got to assume onepoint for all batteries. The same is true
ondischarging.
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ORBIT BVLS

BAIT.

VOLT_

(EOD)

SUMi'tARYOF BATTERYPERFORMANCE

THIRD ELECTRODE(EOL)•

#1 #2 #3 S/C LOAD

(MV) (MV) (MV) (WATTS)

2037 i 26,69 223 223 221 479

3138 I 26 49 211 215 201 477

4500 1 26.22 201 20/ 183 439

5841 I 2589 185 199 169 450

7310 1 2522 191 195 I?I 456

8725 2 24,95 233 241 223 450

8169 2 25 09 231 239 225 451

11,475 2 25.09 131 153 229 449

17,613 2 24 56 197 205 213 441

BATT,T_P
°F (EOL)

#I #2

48.8 47.4

48.8 46,8

47.3 45.7

50.8 48.5

49.8 47.4

50.8 45.5

50.8 48.5

51.3 48.9

50.3 48.1

• (EOL)END OF LIGHT

Figure 48

C_PARIS_ OFOAO-CWITHOAOA-2

. BVLSRMGE EXPANDED(LObaRLEVELS)FOROAO-C

-.LO_ST A:2 LEVELSNOTADEQUATETO LIMITOVERCHARGEAFTERTWOYEARS

oOVERCHARGEOF A-2BATTERIESHIGHERDURINGLIFE

°A-2 BATTERIESOPERATEDAT HIGHERTEMPERATUREDURINGLIFE

• BOTHBATTERIESEXHIBITEDDECREASEINTHIRDELECTRODESIGNAL

• DEPTH-OF-DISHCARGEFOROAO-CGREATERTHA_IA-2

. BATTERYEND-OF-DARKVOLTAGEDEGRADATIONAPPEAREDGREATERFOR OAOC

• A-2 BATTERIESEXHIBITEDS_PT_ISOFNEGATIVELIMITINGON CHARGE

. KN_N MANUFACTURINGDIFFERENCES

A-2

FORI_ATIONDISCHARGE NEGATIVESDISCHARGED
FORFIXEDTIME

PRECHARGE VENTEDCHARGE
FIXEDTIMEAND RATE

Figure 49

OAO-C

NEGATIVESDISCHARGED
TO -.2VOLTS

EACHCELLCHARGEDAND

MEASURED02 VENTED
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