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Abstract

Pre-flight instrument calibration is a key step in the development process of new instruments
for the observation of Energetic Neutral Atoms (ENA) at low energies in space. This is
important in regard of the IMAP-Lo instrument on the upcoming Interstellar Mapping and
Acceleration Probe (IMAP) mission, which is currently under development.
The objective of this work was to improve the laboratory calibration capability for low-energy
ENA instruments by obtaining more accurate knowledge of the calibration neutral beam fluxes
and neutral energy at the instrument calibration. In order to achieve this goal, a laboratory
device was developed and tested to measure the neutral atoms flux from a neutral-beam
source at low beam energies in an absolute manner, independent of the detection efficiency.
By application of the newly developed Absolute Beam Monitor (ABM), the low-energy neutral
atom beam source of a calibration facility for space instruments was calibrated in preparation
for the calibration campaign of IMAP-Lo at the University of Bern.
To support the IMAP-Lo instrument development, charge-state conversion surfaces were char-
acterized experimentally in a dedicated particle-scattering test facility.

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License.
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https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Acknowledgments

This Ph.D. project and this thesis would not have been realized without the strong endorsement
of numerous good colleagues, close friends, and family. I am endlessly grateful for all the kind
words of motivation, moral support, patience and understanding at times when I did not seem
to take the time for them; technical, organizational and health difficulties and many more.

The first person to be thanked in the context of this thesis is of course my Doktorvater
Prof. Peter Wurz: First of all thank you for the trust in me accepting me as his
PhD student, but foremost for thank you for your solid supervision and compe-
tent support throughout my doctorate during the past 4+ years. I experienced
several situations and periods during my PhD that were difficult for me and
sometimes cast into doubt my intended path forward because of the external
circumstances in the past years. However, fortunately, we always managed to
find a solution that worked out – a huge thank you Peter!

Another huge thanks goes to André Galli: I surely learn(ed) a huge lot from him that
goes far beyond space plasma physics, and his combined role of colleague and
supervisor during this doctorate has been highly valued to me!

Auch möchte ich es nicht versäumen, my dear friend Martina Föhn zu danken, die
sicherlich nicht ganz unschuldig war daran, dass es überhaupt mit diesem Dok-
torat geklappt hatte . . .

Weiterhin danke ich meinen Bürokollegen Noah Jäggi und Prof. em. Otto Eugster,
dass sie mich über die nicht ganz vier Jahre hinweg mit viel Witz und Verständ-
nis begleitet und ertragen haben.

I further express my heartfelt thank to the following colleagues:

Michela Gargano, for keeping all the IMAP-UniBe-stuff together and -staff connected.
The IMAP-folks overseas: Nathan Schwadron, Réka Winslow, David Heirtzler, Eber-

hard Möbius, Eric Hertzberg, Stephen Fuselier, Justyna Sokol, Clark Schiferl,
Jonathan Bower, for the many committed and instructive presentations and
discussions on all possible aspects of IMAP-Lo.

Daniele Piazza, for the great support in all mechanical engineering affairs of the ABM.
Adrian Etter, Joël Gonseth and Raphael Hänggi for the huge support, knowledge,

patience and the many hours in the Mefisto lab: with the ECRIS, the diverse

ii



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

electronics issues, error fixing, vacuum. . . Without you, this thesis project and
the ABM would not have been realized and finished. Plus, also thank you for
all the nerves it must have cost you throughout the four years . . .

Mathias Brändli and Simon Studer for realizing the parts drawings for the ABM and
the CEM device, respectively.

Alexander Stettler, for realization of the ABM power supply.
Thomas Gerber, Claudio Zimmermann and Sebastien Hayoz, for their help in solving

all kinds of (re-)occurring electronics problems.
Iljadin Manurung, for his hands-on support whenever it came to fixing (and testing)

erratic electronics devices.
Harry Mischler, Sacha Häusler and Martin-Diego Busch for their valuable help in

sample ordering, preparation, storage and parts manufacturing.
Valentine Riedo-Grimaudo, Prof. Peter Broekmann, Vitali Grozovski, María de Jesús

Gálvez Vázquez and Beatrice Frey for all their help and (more than superficial)
knowledge in AFM, SEM, and microscopy surface analyses.

Gaetano Borrini and Urs Geissbühler, for all modern and ancient IT issues, in particular
for their support on the data transfer from ILENA.

Dora Zimmerer, Tina Rothenbühler and Franziska Stämpfli for fighting with UPS
(and numerous good deeds more!)

Harry and Raphi, again, for all the ‘practical’ stuff in an out of the lab!
. . . and to Andreas, Annette, Antoine, Audrey, Boris, Chantal, Clément, Coen,

Daniel, Dänu, Diana, Georges, Hammad, Heinz, HP, Jan, Jannis, Jason, Jonas,
Kristina, Lea, Leander, Luca, Marek, Martin, Matthias, Michi, Michu, Mirko,
Mohammad, Nicolas, Niels, Nikita, Nora, Parastoo, PeterKe, Philipp, Reto,
Rico, Roland, Rolf, Salome, Samuel, Sebastian, Severin, Stefan, Stephan, Su-
sanne, Thierry, Thomas, Timm and Youcef.

Mi gröscht Dank u mi ganzi Achtig u Dankbarkeit gilt mine Eutere, Hans u Barbara.
Si hei mer aues mitggäh wo’s bis dahäre bbruucht het.
Danke für aues!

Ganz fescht dankä sägeni ou mire Schwoscht Marie-Louise, wo mi so lang u guet
kennt wie süsch chuum öpper;

a Gotti u Fam., wo gäng es offes Ohr une offni Tür für mi hei,
a Götti u Beatrice, Christine, Hanny, Irène u Bani,
a Uschi u Bruno, woni ou ganz viu glehrt ha vone, u womi gäng wider bi Vorhabe

unterstützt hei (nid zlescht Pilgerreis und Bewärbige),
u a Marianne u Rémy, zu ihne chönnti fasch zglyche schrybe. Danke!

Merci ou viumau a mine guete Fründe u Kollege Fiona, Martina, Claire, Fabi, Marc,
Sabrina, Vivi, Luk, Desirée, Colette, Diana, Yves, Armin, Levyn, Alê, Silas u
Stefan.

. . . and to anyone I might have forgotten: please send me a message!

iii



Contents

Abstract i

Acknowledgments ii

List of Abbreviations vi

1. Introduction 1
1.1. Heliosphere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1
1.2. Energetic Neutral Atoms . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
1.3. Space Missions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5
1.4. Thesis Outline . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

2. Charge-state Conversion Surfaces 8
2.1. Principles . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

2.1.1. Surface Interactions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
2.1.2. Ionization by Surface Scattering . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

2.2. Characterization of Conversion Surfaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11
2.2.1. Angular Scattering Distribution . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12
2.2.2. ILENA Test Facility . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15
2.2.3. Polar Scattering . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18

2.3. Surface Materials under Test . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22
2.3.1. Aluminum Oxide Al2O3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22
2.3.2. Diamond-like Carbon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40
2.3.3. Paper: “Cadmium Telluride as a potential conversion surface” . . . . . 62
2.3.4. Strontium Titanate SrTiO3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70
2.3.5. Zinc Selenide ZnSe . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73
2.3.6. Graphene . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 78

2.4. Summary and Outlook . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 80

3. Development of an Absolute Beam Monitor 83
3.1. Motivation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 83
3.2. Concept and Prototype Characteristics . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85

3.2.1. Design Concept . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85
3.2.2. Measurement Concept . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95

3.3. Electronics . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 98
3.3.1. Data Acquisition . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 98
3.3.2. Noise and Background Suppression . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 101

iv



Contents

3.4. Paper: “Absolute beam monitor: A novel laboratory device for neutral beam
calibration” . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 102

3.5. Summary and Outlook . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 115

4. Calibration of Low-energy ENA Instruments 116
4.1. Neutral Beam Production . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 116

4.1.1. MEFISTO Calibration Facility . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 117
4.1.2. Surface Neutralizer . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 121
4.1.3. Beam Profiles . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 126
4.1.4. Neon Flux Calibration . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 128

4.2. Paper: “Calibration beam fluxes of a low-energy neutral atom beam facility” . . 130

5. Conclusion 144

Bibliography 146

A. Appendix 151
A.1. Test facility drawing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 151
A.2. Neutralizer Quick Start Guide . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 151

v



List of Abbreviations

ABM Absolute Beam Monitor

AFM Atomic Force Microscopy

AC Alternating Current

AU Astronomical Unit

CEM Channel Electron Multiplier (aka channeltron)

CS (charge-state) Conversion Surface

CVD Chemical Vapor Deposition

DC Direct Current

DLC Diamond-Like Carbon

ECRIS Electron-Cyclotron Resonance Ion Source

EM Engineering Model

ENA Energetic Neutral Atom

ESA Electrostatic Analyzer

FWHM Full-Width at Half Maximum

HV High Voltage

IBEX Interstellar Boundary Explorer

ILENA Imager for Low Energetic Neutral Atoms (test facility)

IMAP Interstellar Mapping and Acceleration Probe

IR Infrared radiation

ISN Interstellar Neutrals

(L)ISM (Local) Interstellar Medium

MCP Micro-Channel Plate

MEFISTO Messkammer für Flugzeit-Instrumente und Time-Of-Flight

(calibration facility for solar wind instrumentation)

vi



LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

ML monolayer

NS Neutralizing Surface

PIID Plasma-Immersed Ion Deposition (coating technique)

PVD Physical Vapor Deposition

rms Root mean squared

RPA Retarding Potential Analyzer

SS Start Surface

SW Solar Wind

SwRI Southwest Research Institute (San Antonio TX, USA)

TDC Time-to-Digital Converter card

ToF Time of Flight

TS Termination Shock

UHV Ultra-High Vacuum

UV Ultraviolet radiation

VOC Volatile Organic Compounds

vii



1. Introduction

Space, the whole universe –
I know no better place
To find new physics.

Eugene Parker

Space is not empty. The dark void between galaxies is not truly empty. Neither is the
interstellar space between individual stars in our galaxy, the Milky Way. In fact, interstellar
space is filled with a dilute, partly ionized gas termed the Interstellar Medium (ISM).

1.1. Heliosphere

The Sun, and with it the entire solar system, moves through the surrounding Interstellar
Medium at a speed of about 26 km/s. This is not the solar orbital velocity on its orbit around
the galactic center (which is roughly 220 km/s), but it is the solar system’s relative motion
with respect to the Interstellar Medium’s rest frame. On its way through the ISM, the Sun
clears a gigantic bubble into the ISM, the heliosphere, by emission of a steady particle stream,
the Solar Wind. An illustration of the heliosphere is shown in Fig. 1.1.

Solar Wind. The interplanetary space in our solar system is in fact not empty, but is suffused
with a dilute medium of light atomic gases, ions and electrons. The dominant constituents of
this medium is made up of the Solar Wind (SW), a constant steam of charged particles flowing
outwards in all directions radially away from the Sun at supersonic speeds. The existence of
a Solar Wind was first predicted by Eugene Parker in 1958 and was soon after confirmed
by spacecraft Luna 1 and Mariner 2. The Solar Wind originates from the Sun’s corona (the
beautiful gleaming crown one can see during a total eclipse), where matter is in a state of
almost completely ionized plasma, at temperatures of a few million Kelvin.
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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

The Solar Wind, similar to the Sun’s corona, is composed predominantly of protons, electrons
and a few percent of alpha particles (4He2+) at energies from 500 eV – 10 keV. Its density
decreases with the square distance from the Sun and is around 3 – 10 cm−3 at 1 Astronomical
Unit (1 AU: Sun-earth distance). The Solar Wind speed varies with solar latitudes and the
solar cycle; it is around 400 km/s near the ecliptic and amounts up to 750 km/s at high solar
latitudes and over the poles. The SW speed distribution is thus aligned with the dipole solar
magnetic field.
Despite the very high temperatures and thermal velocities at the Sun’s corona, these are

not sufficient to explain the high velocities of Solar Wind particles. Another acceleration
mechanism, possibly by magnetic reconnection processes in the solar magnetic field, is involved
in accelerating the Solar Wind to supersonic speeds. Furthermore, the Sun’s magnetic field
lines are frozen-in to the Solar Wind, hence the magnetic field is carried radially outward. In
combination with the rotation of the Sun, this creates a global spiral structure of the magnetic
field in interplanetary space, the Parker Spiral.

Figure 1.1.: Illustration of the heliosphere. At the center you see the Sun and solar system
planets, surrounded by the supersonic Solar Wind (blue) inside the Termination
Shock boundary, the heliosheath (fair blue), and the heliopause boundary to the
Interstellar Medium (background). The Sun’s motion is to the right side (nose),
where a bow wave forms in the ISM (light red). Positions of V1 and V2 spacecraft
in interstellar space are added. [Image credit: NASA.]

Heliosphere. The supersonic Solar Wind extends out through the solar system as far as
about 90 AU until the SW speed drops below the sonic point. (For comparison, the outermost
planet, Neptune, is 30 AU away from the Sun.) This is where a steady shock front builds up,

2



CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

the Termination Shock (TS). Besides the transition from the upstream supersonic speed to
a subsonic plasma flow outside, the downstream Solar Wind is also much denser and warmer
after the TS than in front. The Termination Shock has a spheroidal global shape. On the
outside, the shocked Solar Wind continues its outward propagation across a region called the
heliosheath, until it reaches the final boundary region of our solar system towards interstellar
space in terms of space plasma, the heliopause.

Heliopause. At the heliopause, roughly 120 AU from the Sun, the solar wind is stopped
by the Local Interstellar Medium (LISM), with which the SW is in pressure balance. The
heliopause boundary is marked by a sharp decrease in the flux of solar protons, and an increase
in incoming interstellar atoms and ions as well as Galactic Cosmic Rays, which are highly
energetic particles or photons originating from distant sources within our galaxy. At the
heliopause, the solar magnetic field carried along by the Solar Wind is in contact and mutual
interaction with the interstellar magnetic field. Thus, the heliopause marks the boundary of
our solar system towards interstellar space.

Heliosphere structure. At present, it is not determined what the global shape of the
heliosphere looks like. Several heliospheric models exist [19], predicting a spherical-closed, or
a croissant-shaped heliosphere with two lobes extending from the solar polar regions, which are
bent back in anti-ram direction by SW interactions with the ISM and interstellar magnetic fields
and end up in turbulent plasma motion [25]. The currently most popular global heliosphere
picture predicts a comet-like shaped heliosphere directed towards the direction of the Sun’s
motion through the ISM, the nose. This is the celestial region where the heliopause is closest
in from the Sun. At the nose, the pressure balance and magnetic field interaction at the
heliopause cause the slow Solar Wind to be deflected and to stream along this boundary
downwards to the tail of the heliosphere. At the same time, the LISM in front of the nose is
also perturbed and compressed by the SW pressure, so that a bow wave piles up at the front.
At the opposite celestial direcion, the heliosphere extends in an elongated heliotail, with few
details known from measurements so far, but it is suggested that the heliopause is much further
away from the Sun than towards the nose. It is also not clear whether a heliopause boundary
also exists in the heliotail, at much larger distance from the Sun, or if the heliotail remains
‘open’, and the ISM and Solar Wind plasma ultimately mix up with no distinct interaction
boundary.
It is confirmed, though, that the heliosphere as a whole is not static at all: in contrary, its

size, plasma properties and likely the shape change dynamically over time, e.g., with changing
solar activity over a solar cycle and perhaps also due to local conditions in the ISM. The
heliosphere is not a specialty of our Sun: astrospheres surrounding other stars have been
imaged, in particular the nose region, suggesting that astrospheres are a common feature of
stellar plasma interaction with its interstellar surroundings.

Interstellar Medium. The ISM is interspersed with an interstellar magnetic field. The ISM
is composed of molecular, atomic and ionic gas (99 %) as well as dust (∼ 1 %), cosmic rays

3



CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

and electromagnetic radiation. The most abundant gaseous ISM compounds are hydrogen
and helium (about 9 %), with around 0.1 % of heavier elements. The ISM gas density is in
the order of 0.1 cm−3.

1.2. Energetic Neutral Atoms

Energetic Neutral Atoms (ENAs) are fast electrically neutral single atoms travelling freely
through space. Light atomic species like hydrogen, helium and oxygen are very common,
but also deuterium, neon, carbon, sulfur, sodium, and other heavier elements can be found
depending on their source. ENAs are created from charge exchange interactions of space
plasma ions with slow neutral ambient background gas particles. For example, a fast proton
picks up an electron from a neutral atom at relative rest:

H+ + A → H0 + A+

The neutralized ion largely retains its energy-momentum, constituting now an ENA. Plasma
ions and electrons are highly affected by magnetic fields in space: they are accelerated and, due
to the Lorentz force, start to gyrate about the magnetic field lines. Thus, they are confined
(‘trapped’) into the magnetic field configuration. ENAs, as opposed to ions, are not affected by
electromagnetic forces and thus propagate through space at very large distances, unperturbed
by the present magnetic field, just subject to the gravitational potential. Therefore, ENAs can
transport information about their source plasma population such as the distribution, density
and composition to a remote observer, information that would otherwise not be accessible
from a distance. This is what makes ENA detection in space an interesting and important
observation technique. ENA can be observed in a wide range of energies, from as low as 10 eV
up to 1 MeV.

ENA sources. Sources of ENA can be found almost everywhere in space: fast solar wind
ions are neutralized in charge-exchange collisions to form heliospheric ENAs, predominantly
hydrogen. The plasma population of planetary magnetospheres is another source of ENA,
especially hydrogen, helium and oxygen. In Jupiter’s magnetosphere, sulfur is also present,
which originates from intense volcanic activity on the innermost Galilean moon, Io. Moreover,
solar wind interactions with planetary atmospheres or the surface can also produce an ENA
population around the planet or moon.
Finally, as the Sun moves through interstellar space, interstellar neutral atoms (ISN) from

the Local Interstellar Medium can penetrate the heliopause and travel on hyperbolic free-fall
trajectories into the (inner) solar system, where they can be observed as a distinct population
of ‘ENA’. As they start off all at roughly the same relative velocity, ISN species show a char-
acteristic observed energy depending on their atomic mass and apparent incidence direction.
The major ISN component is also hydrogen, accompanied by some fraction of helium, oxygen,
deuterium, neon, and further trace species. Particularly, the determination of the D/H abun-
dance ratio in the ISM by energetic neutrals observations is an outstanding scientific question
related to Big Bang nucleosynthesis.
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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

ENA Imaging. Over the last two decades, ENA imaging has become an important obser-
vation method in space plasma and planetary science. Remote detection of ENAs allows to
observe and analyze source ion populations which would otherwise not be accessible. Nev-
ertheless, imaging observations of ENAs are still challenging by the fact that the observable
ENA fluxes are often very low, and the detection efficiencies decrease below the percentage
level at low energies. Furthermore, electrically neutral particles cannot be directly analyzed by
ion-optical means, so an efficient ionization technique suited for space applications need be
in place in an ENA imaging instrument. At energies below 1 keV, the widest used ionization
method to date is via surface scattering at grazing incidence angles. Review papers on ENA
imaging were written by Gruntman [16] and Wurz [51].

1.3. Space Missions

Much of what is known today about the heliosphere and planetary magnetospheres has been
learned from data from spacecraft on (inter-)planetary missions. Here is a selection of impor-
tant missions that contributed to our knowledge of the heliosphere.

Voyager. The two NASA spacecraft Voyager 1 (V1) and Voyager 2 (V2), launched in 1977,
were originally built to investigate the giant planets and the outer solar system. In 2004 and
2007, respectively, Voyager 1 and 2 crossed the Termination Shock, and in 2012, V1 was the
first human-built object to cross the heliopause and to enter into interstellar space, followed
by V2 in 2018. Both spacecraft left the solar system in the direction of the heliosphere’s
nose. Each probe carries a particle detector, cosmic ray detector, and a magnetometer on
board, which are still in operation after 45 years. The data on space plasma and interplanetary
magnetic field obtained through V1 and V2 have made great contributions to our understanding
of the heliosphere. This makes the Voyager twins two of the most famous spacecraft and of
the most successful space missions of all times. V1 is currently (end of 2022) 158.5 AU away
from the Sun, which makes it the most distant human-built object ever. Both spacecraft are
expected to continue operations for another few years, making their way through interstellar
space.

Ulysses. The joint ESA/NASA spacecraft Ulysses was launched in 1990 to investigate the
solar corona and magnetic field, Solar Wind, plasma waves and cosmic rays. It was sent to
Jupiter for a close fly-by that brought the spacecraft on a high-inclination orbit around the
Sun, which allowed observations above the Sun’s polar regions. Ulysses remained in operation
for almost two decades.

Several planetary missions have had a dedicated ENA instrument onboard the spacecraft,
for example on the IMAGE mission to study Earth’s magnetosphere, the CENA/SARA instru-
ment by ESA on the Indian lunar mission Chandrayaan-1, the ASPERA instrument on ESA’s
Mars Express and Venus Express, and the LENA instrument onboard BepiColombo, which is
currently on its way to Mercury. The JUICE mission by ESA, to be launched in April 2023 to
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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

explore the Jovian system, also has an ENA imaging instrument, JNA, contained in its Particle
Environment Package suite.

Figure 1.2.: Celestial map of the global heliospheric ENA intensity distribution as ob-
served by IBEX. The heliosphere’s IBEX ‘ribbon’ is clearly visible (green).
[Image credit: NASA.]

IBEX. The Interstellar Boundary Explorer (IBEX) mission by NASA was dedicated to the
remote observation of heliospheric ENAs and interstellar neutrals. Launched in 2008, IBEX
entered a highly eccentric orbit around Earth, which brings it out of the terrestrial magneto-
sphere for unperturbed ENA observations. IBEX has two ENA cameras on board, IBEX-Lo
and IBEX-Hi, which cover complementary energy ranges. Originally planned to last for two
years, IBEX has performed observations over one full solar cycle, and is expected to operate
for another few years.
Already until today, IBEX has been a great success, leading to more than 100 research

articles. In particular, global maps of the heliospheric ENA distributions at several energy
bands were produced with the two IBEX ENA instruments. This has led to the discovery of
the IBEX ‘ribbon’, a narrow band of high ENA intensities across the heliospheric nose region
(see Fig. 1.2). This unanticipated feature of our heliosphere is clearly visible at a wide range
of ENA energies.
Furthermore, the long mission extension has allowed to study the temporal evolution of the

heliosphere over the solar cycle.

IMAP. Due to the huge success of IBEX, a successor NASA mission, the Interstellar Mapping
and Acceleration Probe (IMAP), is currently under development, with launch scheduled for
early 2025. The IMAP spacecraft will be placed at the L1 libration point between the sun and
Earth, from where it will observe the global structure of the heliosphere and its interaction
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