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2.	
  Scientific/Technical/Management: 

2.1	
  Summary.  
 

The < 5 Mya Mojave impact crater on Mars contains unusually well-preserved and uncommonly 
well-developed alluvial fans whose morphology indicates overland flow of liquid water (runoff). 
Mars is a cold planet, so evidence for recent liquid water runoff on Mars’ surface is surprising. 
Evidence points to the Mojave impact triggering the anomalously wet conditions recorded by the 
alluvial fans at Mojave. Our goal is to test the hypothesis of impact-triggered precipitation by 
simulating the atmospheric response to the Mojave impact (Fig 1). We will constrain the 
duration and extent of the impact-triggered environmental perturbation (microclimate) by using 
the Mars Regional Atmospheric Modeling System (MRAMS) to model impact-triggered clouds, 
snow and possible rainfall using geologically-constrained and Mojave-specific boundary 
conditions. To do this, we will improve the MRAMS by adding self-consistent treatment of 
water-dominated atmospheres to the dynamical core, together with liquid water aerosol 
microphysics and liquid-water radiative transfer. We hypothesize that MRAMS-predicted runoff 
will be geomorphically effective and sufficient to form the observed alluvial fans. Comparison of 
MRAMS output with the volume of sediment transport recorded by the alluvial fans at Mojave 
will allow us to test the hypothesis of impact-triggered precipitation. The proposed investigation 
will enhance our understanding of the local-to-regional effects of large impacts on Mars’ 
environment in the geologically recent past, which has implications for the study of surface-
atmosphere interactions and the hydrologic cycle earlier in Mars history. 
 

2.2.	
  Goals	
  and	
  Significance	
  of	
  the	
  proposed	
  study.	
  	
  
	
  

To achieve our overarching goal, we will address three primary objectives over this 3-year study, 
which is a continuation of our published preliminary work on localized precipitation on Mars 

(Kite et al. 2011a, b, §2.3.2). First, we 
will carry out numerical experiments 
on impact-induced precipitation with 
idealized boundary conditions, in order 
to define a scaling law for impact-
induced precipitation as a function of 
crater diameter. Second, we will model 
precipitation triggered by the Mojave 
impact usings Mojave-specific 
boundary conditions. Finally, we will 
estimate erosion rates using simple 
erosion models, and carry out a data-
model comparison at Mojave. 
Questions to be addressed by the 
proposed work include: What was the 
water source for the alluvial fans? What 
was the lifetime of the warm-wet 
Mojave environment? Did rain fall on 
Mars in the geologically recent past?  

ATMOSPHERIC
RESPONSE

PITTED TERRAIN:
H2O(v) INJECTION

ALLUVIAL FANS

~60 km diameter crater
< 5 Mya impact

HOT EJECTAvapor 

precipitation

	
  
	
  

 
Fig. 1. Sketch showing the hypothesis of impact-
induced precipitation. This will be tested in the 
proposed study by modeling the impact-triggered 
microclimate (atmospheric response). 
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2.3.	
  Scientific	
  Background	
  &	
  Summary	
  of	
  Preliminary	
  Work.	
  
	
  

< 5 Myr ago, a bolide struck the outflow channel Tiu Vallis, forming a ~60 km-diameter crater, 
Mojave (7.5°N 327°E) (McEwen et al. 2007, Werner et al., 2014). Subsequent to the O(1022) J 
impact, volatile release formed pits on the crater floor, impact-generated slurries flowed 
viscously down the crater rim, and channelized alluvial fans formed within the crater and 
(patchily) up to 250km beyond the rim (Fig. 2) (McEwen et al., 2007; Zahnle & Colaprete, 2004; 
Williams & Malin, 2008; Goddard et al., 2014). The channels in Mojave run to within 10s of m 
of ridges (Fig. 2), suggesting precipitation-fed runoff (rain or snowmelt). The Mojave fans form 
the best-developed young impact-crater-hosted alluvial-fan bajadas on Mars, and the only 
similarly well-developed and finely-branched alluvial fans on Mars are all found within fresh 
impact craters containing pitted terrain – similar to Mojave (Tornabene et al. 2012, Boyce et al. 
2012, Goddard et al., 2014). Crosscutting relationships with impact-generated slurries show that 
these impact-triggered slurries were still in motion as the fans began to form (Williams & Malin, 

 

 

 

Fig. 2. Evidence for water at Mojave crater. Top 
left: Mojave (7.5°N, 327°E) in regional context, 
showing rapid falloff of young fluvial activity (red) 
with distance (pale blue rings) from the inner crater 
wall (red ring). Probable young fluvial activity 
shown by red dots, possible by yellow dots. >90% 
of fan area lies <1.2 crater radii from the center of 
Mojave crater. Background is MOLA topography 
(5km elevation range). Inset: 500m-wide subframe 
of HiRISE image PSP_001415_1875 shows detail 
of alluvial fans.  Top right: Channels incising both 
sides of a ridge just NW of Mojave rim. Scale bars 
correspond to 500m. Channels on both sides of 
ridge incise within 20m of the ridge (black arrows). 
HiRISE orthorectified image with 50m contour 
intervals, using HiRISE DTM (PSP_001481_1875/ 
PSP_002167_1880). Fig. 1c. Right center: Detail 
of pitted terrain, from the same image. Right 
bottom: Detail of bajada, from the same image. 
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2008). Because of this close connection in space and time a with young impact event, and 
because Mojave’s fans are <10° from the equator, they are unlikely to result from CO2-frost-
driven processes (e.g. Dundas et al. 2014), leaving water as the most likely erosive fluid 
(additional evidence supporting this inference is set out in §2.3.1). Because the fans are strongly 
concentrated within the crater, it is very difficult to account for runoff at this site except by 
appealing to the impact transient as water source, heat source, or both (Williams & Malin 2008, 
Goddard et al. 2014). Therefore, the alluvial fans are prima facie evidence for local-to-regional 
environmental change caused by the impact event – changes that can most appropriately be 
simulated by a mesoscale model such as MRAMS (§2.3.2). Given the potential importance of 
impact-triggered runoff and precipitation through Mars history (§2.3.3), it is surprising how 
basic are the open questions about the mechanisms linking impact to environmental change at 
Mojave: in particular, the fan-forming mechanism is unknown. We propose a focused 
investigation of this question by testing the hypothesis that the fan-forming mechanism was 
impact-triggered, localized precipitation.  
 
2.3.1.	
  Water	
  runoff	
  probably	
  occurred	
  <5	
  Mya	
  at	
  Mojave	
  Crater	
  on	
  Mars.	
  
	
  

The case for water runoff at Mojave crater (Fig. 2) consists of (i) the morphology of the alluvial 
fans; (ii) the distribution of the alluvial fans; (iii) evidence for rapid water release from pitted 
terrain within Mojave; and (iv) the context of Mojave and its fans relative to similar fans 
associated with young craters on Mars. 
 

(i) Fan morphology. What makes Mojave distinct is the large number (>102) and excellent 
preservation state of the alluvial fans that motivate our study. Formation of the alluvial fans 
requires a low-viscosity fluid, most likely water (Williams & Malin, 2008). Water is favored at 
Mojave because of the fine branching and channelization of the fans, slope-area relationships 
consistent with debris-flow and alluvial processes, boulders that fine with distance from the fan 
apex (consistent with fluvial transport), the low viscosity of fan-forming flows (which is 
indicated by the shallow terminal slopes of the fans), the merging of fans to form a continuous 
bajada, and the branched dissection of fan headwaters by networks of fan-sourcing ravines 
(Williams et al., 2006; Williams & Malin, 2008; Conway et al., 2012; Goddard et al., 2014). 
Collectively, these attributes establish close similarity between alluvial fans at Mojave crater and 
alluvial fans on Earth (Williams et al. 2006, Conway et al. 2012), and these attributes also 
distinguish Mojave’s low-latitude fans from the CO2-formed (Dundas et al. 2014) mid-latitude 
gullies. 

The geomorphology of Mojave is complex and includes numerous types of viscous flow 
suggestive of impact melts and slurries, also seen at other Martian craters and on the Moon 
(Mouginis-Mark & Boyce, 2012). These boulder-poor viscous flows are easily distinguished 
from the boulder-rich alluvial fans both in HiRISE images (Williams & Malin, 2008; Goddard et 
al., 2014) and in THEMIS TI mosaics, and we exclude them from this study. 
 

(ii) Fan distribution. The fans are largely contained within Mojave crater, with only a few others 
within 500 km (and all of those are associated with Mojave secondaries) (Goddard et al. 2014) 
(Fig. 2). This is consistent with the hypothesis that energy from the Mojave impact drove fan 
formation, directly or indirectly. Although channels are not found dissecting the central peak and 
ponded materials, this can be reconciled with the hypothesis of impact-induced precipitation 
because ground temperatures >7°C at the central peak would lead to internal boiling of surface 
water, preventing runoff (Boyce et al. 2012). 
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(iii) Evidence for volatile release from pitted terrain. Pitted materials within Mojave released 
volatiles to the atmosphere (Boyce et al., 2012; Tornabene et al., 2012). The pits resemble 
phreatogmagmatic explosion scars formed by steam escaping at speeds as high as 300 m/s 
(Boyce et al. 2012); pit morphology is inconsistent with sublimation pits (Tornabene et al. 2012). 
Pitted materials drain to form viscous, lobate fans, confirming that pitted materials contain 
volatiles. Crater-related pitted terrain is only found within otherwise-smooth flow features 
associated with the ejecta of young impacts on Mars; similar features are absent from lunar 
impact melt sheets (Bray et al., 2010; Wagner & Robinson 2014). The ultimate source of pitted-
terrain volatiles could be relict outflow-channel ice or hydrated minerals in the target (Warner et 
al. 2010), ground ice emplaced at modestly higher obliquity (Mellon & Jakosky 1995), or 
volatiles in the impactor (Zahnle & Colaprete, 2004). CO2 is not a plausible alternative pit-
forming volatile in part because CO2 is not stable at Mojave’s latitude. Previous studies of crater-
related pitted terrain in Tooting (similar to those at Mojave; Tornabene et al. 2012) concluded 
that ~1 km3 liquid-water equivalent was injected into the atmosphere in “hours to a few tens of 
days” (Boyce et al. 2012, Mouginis-Mark & Boyce 2012). The total water column estimated 
from pit depths and analogy to suevite vent pipes at the terrestrial crater Ries (Boyce et al. 2012, 
Newsom et al. 1986) is consistent with forming Mojave's alluvial fans by one-pass precipitation 
of pit-sourced vapor (3-60m total precipitation; Williams & Malin 2008). These large water 
fluxes raise the possibility that water in the near-Mojave atmosphere was a major and perhaps 
dominant component of the atmosphere; self-consistently simulating such an atmosphere will 
require modification of the MRAMS (§2.4.1). The presence of alluvial fans at Mojave (diameter 
~ 60 km) and their absence at Tooting (diameter = 27 km) suggests a threshold crater size for fan 
formation. We will test this hypothesis in §2.4.2. 
 

(iv) Overall context. Mojave is the best-preserved member of a class of young craters containing 
alluvial fans (Goddard et al., 2014). Evaporative cooling in O(101) mbar atmospheres expected 
≲108 ya suppresses large-scale ice/snow melting driven by insolation alone (Hecht 2002). 
Therefore climatic melting is unlikely, and microclimates or low-volume eutectic brines are 
probably required for runoff (Chevrier and Rivera-Valentin 2012, Dundas et al. 2014). This 
suggests that formation of alluvial fans within (and thus postdating) these young craters (Werner 
et al. 2014) required a disequilibrium/non-climatic source of energy, such as the impact event.  
 
Having reviewed the evidence for water runoff at Mojave, we now consider specific hypothetical 
mechanisms linking the impact process to runoff. In simulation, Mojave-sized impacts create 
groundwater activity by melting ground ice, driving hydrothermal circulation, which allows for 
low-discharge groundwater springs (e.g. Abramov & Kring 2005, Barnhart et al. 2010). 
However, groundwater is an unlikely water source for the alluvial fans at Mojave. This is 
because the alluvial-fan-sourcing channels head at ridgelines (Fig. 2). Groundwater discharge 
would be expected at low elevations and not at ridgelines (Freeze & Cherry, 1979). The absence 
of alluvial fans at Mojave’s central peak further disfavors groundwater springs as a water source 
for the alluvial fans. That is because (in the current cold climate) impact-induced hydrothermal 
discharge is focused at and most persistent at the central peak (Barnhart et al. 2010, Schwenzer et 
al. 2012). Shock blast or immediately post-impact melting of ground ice is also probably 
insufficient to account for the Mojave alluvial fans. Ejecta melting of preexisting ground ice or 
snowpack (Walder 2000a,b) would form slurries, not densely branching channel networks.  
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Rainout from the ejecta plume is possible, but as modeling of vapor condensation on ballistic 
timescales (Johnson & Melosh 2012) is computationally intensive and poorly understood, it is 
beyond the scope of this proposal. Liquefaction triggered by seismic shaking from Mojave, and 
impact overpressure/fracturing of a cryosphere allowing groundwater release (e.g., Wang et al.  
2005) are both physically plausible water sources, but they are both inconsistent with channels 
heading at ridgelines (Fig. 2). The remaining, more likely hypotheses (Tornabene et al. 2007) for  
Mojave’s alluvial fans include (a) hot-ejecta melting of frozen precipitation, (b) impact-induced 
rainfall, and (c) ejecta dewatering. We propose to test hypothesis (a) and hypothesis (b). If both 
hypotheses fail our test, then by elimination that would favor hypothesis (c). 
	
  
2.3.2.	
  There	
  is	
  a	
  well-­‐established	
  physical	
  basis	
  for	
  localized	
  precipitation	
  on	
  Mars.	
  
Because of the low volumetric heat capacity of the low-density Mars atmosphere, deep 
convection can be triggered by the condensation of small amounts of water vapor (Kite et al. 
2011a). Convection initiation is also made more likely by Mars’ low atmospheric temperatures. 
Once established, the buoyant plume lifts more vapor above condensation level, and so deep 
convection favors localized precipitation (Emanuel 1994). In our previous work on localized 
precipitation on Mars (Kite et al. 2011a,b), we found that the presence or absence of localized 
precipitation is controlled by the spatial extent of the perturbation, the vapor flux, and the 

  
Fig. 3. Map views of innermost domain of MRAMS impact-induced precipitation simulation 
output (Kite et al. 2012) with cool-lake vapor injection boundary condition: Left: Near-surface 
atmospheric convergence driven by vapor release from crater (color scale shows wind speed, 
peaking at 30 m/s in crater center); labels and white contours show pressure in Pa for this “6+6 
mbar” simulation (Phillips et al. 2011). Storm clouds (not shown) reach 20 km altitude. 100 km x 
100 km view. Mojave is ~60 km in diameter. Right: Zoom showing peak precipitation rate 
(colors, mm/hr water equivalent, peak 8 mm/hr) from sols 3-5. All precipitation in this 
simulation falls as snow, and melts on contact with the ground, so the precipitation rate is a melt 
rate. Heat flow from ejecta (not shown) is self-consistently tracked. White contours correspond 
to elevation (m). 
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atmospheric pressure; it is almost independent of latitude, season, and solar luminosity. Once 
established, deep convection will persist as long as the vapor source injects sufficient vapor into 
the atmosphere (Kite et al. 2011a,b). In summary, localized precipitation is much easier to trigger 
on Mars than on Earth. 

Impacts are over in minutes, but their effect on regional weather and climate can endure 
for weeks or months (conceivably much longer; Segura et al. 2012). Previous work by others 
(e.g. Colaprete et al. 2003, Plesko et al. 2009, Segura & Colaprete 2009, Segura et al. 2013) 
adapts GCMs or 1D models.  Our selection of MRAMS is justified for this problem because it is 
nonhydrostatic (appropriate for the Mach 0.2 vertical velocities obtained in preliminary output 
and detailed in Kite et al. 2011a) and tailored for the higher spatial resolution necessary to model 
local-to-regional environmental changes recorded at Mojave. Preliminary results for Mojave 
crater are shown in Fig. 3 (Kite et al. 2012). Initial conditions – layered-target impact hydrocode 
output – were supplied by Collaborator Sarah Stewart. Atmospheric boundary conditions are 
obtained from the Ames MGCM (Haberle et al. 1993). The surface vapor injection boundary 
condition is varied: the simplest, a lake, is used in Fig. 3. The precipitation output is used to 
compute melting and erosion. In the runs shown in Fig. 3, impact-induced precipitation occurs as 
snow, and melts when it lands on the ejecta. Erosion allows heat to be mined from deeper within 
the ejecta blanket – a positive feedback between erosion and melting that prolongs runoff. We 
assume that shock waves and reentering ejecta from the impact do not strongly affect the global 
circulation (the GCM windfield) on timescales of days. This is justified based on energy scaling 
(1% of impact energy ~ only 1 hour of Mars insolation), and detailed numerical calculations for 
Earth (e.g., Golden 2008). However, we will test for the sensitivity of our results to the 
potentially longer-lasting radiative effects of globally dispersed fine-grained ejecta.  

In our preliminary Mojave-specific analyses (Kite 2012), we have found that water substance 
availability is unlikely to be limiting for precipitation-fed runoff. That is because a ~10m 
column-equivalent of water is sufficient to form the fans (Williams & Malin 2008), and water is 
stable as ground ice at Mojave’s latitude for most past obliquities (≥32°; Mellon & Jakosky 
1995, Laskar et al. 2004) or as hydrated minerals at any obliquity. This is consistent with H 
detections from orbit (e.g. Feldman et al. 2004) and with crater-ejecta morphology (Barlow & 
Perez, 2003). Constraints on Mojave’s age (Werner et al. 2014) do not constrain the stability of 
ground ice at Mojave at fan-formation time, and ground ice may persist metastably on Mars at 
depth <0.1 km for >5 Myr (e.g. Mellon et al. 1997, Kress & Head, 2008). Therefore we do not 
think that the details of Mojave’s alluvial fans are a detailed probe of the subsurface distribution 
of volatiles in the target (q.v. Weiss & Head 2013), or the physics of post-impact ice/hot-rock 
interaction. Conversely, we do not think that alluvial-fan formation at Mojave was sensitive to 
inevitable uncertainties in the detailed distribution of subsurface volatiles at the time of impact. 
We also found in our preliminary work that the total heat content of the ejecta blanket is unlikely 
to be limiting for melting of impact-induced snowfall (snowfall shuts down while the ground is 
still warm). Therefore we do not think that the details of Mojave’s alluvial fans are a detailed 
probe of the physics of the contact, compression or excavation stage of the impact event itself. 
Similarly, we do not think that alluvial-fan formation at Mojave is sensitive to remaining 
uncertainties in the physics of these early stages of impact (Melosh 1989, Senft & Stewart 2009). 
Instead, our preliminary work indicates that the limiting step in providing runoff is local 
condensation of vapor to produce precipitation (i.e., the atmospheric response).  

In summary, preliminary work by the proposal team and by the broader community has 
sharpened the question ‘Did impact-induced precipitation occur in the geologically recent past on 
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Mars?,’ allowing for a focused, well-posed investigation of appropriate scope for a three-year 
Solar System Workings study. Perhaps most importantly, global surveys have confirmed that 
Mojave contains the best-developed young impact-crater-hosted alluvial-fan bajadas on Mars 
(Tornabene et al. 2012, Goddard et al. 2014, Werner et al. 2014), so Mojave is the best site for 
this hypothesis test. The key remaining question is not whether enough volatiles were available 
in the impact event for precipitation (multiple plausible sources exist), nor whether the Mojave 
impact was energetic enough for large-scale volatilization (the pitted terrain shows that 
volatilization occurred). Rather, the key remaining question is: is vapor that is vented to the 
atmosphere as a consequence of the impact dispersed to distant cold traps, or is it concentrated 
and made available for localized runoff by the localized deep convection process described 
above (and in Kite et al. 2011a, b)? In other words, what is the mesoscale atmospheric response 
to the Mojave impact? We propose to simulate this critical, limiting step in detail. 
	
  
2.3.3.	
  Testing	
  localized	
  precipitation	
  at	
  Mojave	
  crater	
  has	
  global	
  significance.	
  
	
  

 Considerable uncertainty remains in the erosional effectiveness of impact-induced precipitation 
(and whether and under what conditions it occurred on Mars). Reducing this uncertainty is a 
major motivation for the proposed work, because many of the valley networks on Mars require 
precipitation (rain or snowmelt). Theory predicts that Mojave-sized impacts are energetically 
sufficient to trigger precipitation, at least regionally (Colaprete et al. 2005, Segura et al. 2008), 
but this theory has never been tested against a local geologic record, and direct comparison to the 
global record of ancient runoff has not led to consensus (Hynek et al. 2010, Segura et al. 2013).   

Impact-induced runoff cannot account for all alluvial fans on Mars (e.g. Morgan et al. 2014), 
but remains an attractive hypothesis for at least part of Mars’ early erosional record (Senft & 
Stewart 2008) because of (i) the disconnect between geomorphic and aqueous-mineral records, 
favoring intermittent runoff (Ehlmann et al. 2011), (ii) the difficulty of warming Mars to melting 
point with CO2+H2O contrasted to the relative ease of doing so with short-lived volcanogenic or 
impact-released gases (Forget et al. 2013, Mischna et al. 2013), (iii) the observations that impacts 
into icy Martian crust have triggered short-duration high-discharge localized floods (Jones 2011, 
Mangold 2012), mobilized slurries (Morgan & Head 2009, El-Maarry et al. 2013), and possibly 
breached preexisting aquifers (Harrison et al. 2010), (iv) evidence for impact-triggered alluvial-
fan formation at younger sites including Mojave. Our simulations will not directly test the early 
Mars impact greenhouse theories, because Early Mars has different boundary conditions of lower 
solar luminosity and (probably) higher atmospheric pressure (Kite et al. 2014) than for the 
geologically recent times that we will simulate. However, analysis of the ancient geomorphic 
record has not led to consensus on the importance of impact-induced precipitation. The record of 
impact-triggered environmental changes is most easily recovered when there is minimal 
subsequent geomorphic overprint, and so the alluvial fans associated with the <5 Mya Mojave 
impact are the best-preserved record of the environmental effects of a large impact yet 
discovered (McEwen et al. 2007, Werner et al. 2014). These uncertainties at older sites motivate 
a focused test of the localized precipitation hypothesis that makes use of the very young alluvial 
fans in Mojave crater.  
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2.4.	
  Technical	
  Approach	
  and	
  Methodology.	
  
	
  

We hypothesize that Mojave impact-induced precipitation can generate enough runoff to form 
Mojave’s alluvial fans. At Mojave, there is strong geologic evidence for volatile release 
including steam vents / phreatomagmatic explosion pits (Tornabene et al. 2012, Boyce et al. 
2012). Theory, and analogy to water-rock interactions in the aftermath of Novarupta 1912 and 
Mt. St. Helens 1980, predicts that an impact into an ice-bearing target creates steam vents / 
phreatomagmatic explosion pits, as well as possibly transient lakes (Zies 1921, Lipman & 
Mullineux 1981, Moyer & Swanson 1987, Newsom et al. 1996, Hildreth & Fierstein 2012). All 
these mechanisms cause rapid vapor release. In preliminary work (Fig. 2, Kite et al. 2011a & b, 
2012) we have shown that rapid vapor release into a thin cold (modern-Mars-like) atmosphere 
produces deep moist convection and localized precipitation (a continuous storm). Therefore, we 
propose a test of the impact-induced precipitation hypothesis at Mojave crater. We will test this 
by numerical simulation with a range of Mojave-specific boundary conditions. The small 
horizontal scale of the geological observables (Fig. 2), and the Mach 0.2 vertical velocities 
obtained in preliminary output (Kite et al. 2011a), favor the use of a 3D mesoscale 
nonhydrostatic model (Markowski & Richardson 2011). Because we are interested in events with 
a recurrence interval much longer than the spacecraft era, we need a cloud microphysics 
capability that is physics-based (minimally tuned to spacecraft-era weather) so that we can 
understand the sensitivity of our model output to physical assumptions. We also require 
radiatively active clouds in order to track self-blanketing (localized-greenhouse) feedbacks 
extending warm-wet microclimate lifetime. These considerations all strongly favor the use of 
MRAMS. The following papers document the progress leading to our proposed use of MRAMS: 
terrestrial code base (Pielke et al. 1992); Mars dynamical core (Rafkin et al. 2001); initial Mars 
LES capabilities (Michaels et al. 2004); addition of cloud microphysics capabilities (Michaels et 
al. 2006); localized precipitation simulations with idealized boundary conditions (Kite et al. 
2011a); localized precipitation simulations with geologically realistic boundary conditions (Kite 
et al. 2011b); preliminary simulations of impact-triggered storms (Kite et al.  2012).  

Dust serves as water ice nuclei, and as such is scavenged during cloud formation. Water ice 
microphysics are implemented using 18 mass bins (minimum radius of 0.072 mm, mass ratio 
between bins is 7.2). Microphysical dust and water ice particles are advected, gravitationally 
sedimented, and diffused in the model. (Further details of MRAMS aerosol handling can be 
found in Appendix A of Kite et al. 2011b). Both water ice and dust are treated as being 
radiatively active, using a two-stream radiative transfer algorithm (based on Toon et al. 1989). 
Optical parameters for these aerosol particles are calculated with a Mie code.  
 

	
  
2.4.1.	
  Improvement	
  of	
  the	
  Mars	
  Regional	
  Atmospheric	
  Modeling	
  System	
  to	
  permit	
  
self-­‐consistent	
  treatment	
  of	
  water-­‐dominated	
  atmospheres	
  and	
  of	
  rainfall.	
  
	
  

The main proposed advance in our use of MRAMS relative to the current state-of-the-art is the 
simulation of an atmosphere with a potentially very large water-vapor fraction (and rainfall) 
caused by steam venting and/or geysering into a tenuous atmosphere. The requirement for this 
new capability is set by the high vapor fluxes predicted by the pitted-terrain steam-venting model 
of Boyce et al. (2012), and found in our preliminary runs with a lake-surface vapor flux 
boundary condition (Fig. 3). We propose to rigorously track the effects of a locally water-
dominated atmosphere, which is a new code development that could be applied to other Mars 
problems in future (e.g., orographic precipitation; Scanlon et al. 2013). MRAMS already has 
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radiative transfer that can deal with large amounts of water vapor. Although MRAMS currently 
does not have moisture terms in the dynamical equations, the Titan RAMS (TRAMS; Barth & 
Rafkin 2007) does include these pressure and virtual-temperature effects, and based on our 
experience it should be quick and easy to add this capability to MRAMS. Based on our 
preliminary work we anticipate that runs with modestly higher atmospheric pressure and/or 
higher dust optical depth could produce atmospheric conditions consistent with liquid-phase 
water aerosol and rainfall. MRAMS currently does not have the capability to track liquid-phase 
water aerosol, but the capability is already extant in the Earth version of the aerosol (sub)model 
that MRAMS uses (CARMA v2.3; Colarco et al. 2003, Michaels et al. 2006). We propose to also 
add this capability to the model as a model enhancement, enabling mesoscale modeling of rain 
on Mars. Specifically, we will add liquid-phase and mixed-phase water aerosol microphysics to 
MRAMS, being mindful of the need for the algorithms to work properly under Mars-specific 
extremes of temperature and atmospheric pressure. We will also add Mie-code-based radiative 
transfer for liquid H2O spheres. 
	
  
2.4.2	
  Forward	
  modeling	
  of	
  the	
  environmental	
  consequences	
  of	
   impacts	
  using	
  
the	
  MRAMS	
  for	
  both	
  Mojave-­‐specific	
  and	
  idealized	
  boundary	
  conditions.	
  
	
  

Mojave-specific simulations: Atmospheric boundary conditions for MRAMS will be supplied by 
the NASA Ames MGCM. Although we will track GCM-supplied synoptic water vapor and water 
ice, in practice we expect that the local supply of water will be overwhelmingly dominant (Kite 
et al. 2011a). Topographic boundary conditions will be supplied by downsampling MOLA 
(supplemented by HRSC DTM H2002_0001_DA4, which is available on the PDS). We hold 
topography constant with time, which is justified by the small volume of fans relative to crater 
volume and the small scale of synfluvial tectonism. Initial surface temperature will be 
conservatively selected as the cooler of two options: (1) shock heating computed using a 
Murnaghan equation of state, combined with Rayleigh-Z scaling for distribution of shock-heated 
ejecta (Barnhart et al. 2010, Barnhart & Nimmo 2011) (the PI has previously published work 
using these scalings – Mangold, Kite, et al. 2012); (2) the output from Mojave-tailored CTH 
simulations with an 8km-diameter impactor striking a 10m water-ice layer over basalt half-space, 
supplied by Collaborator Sarah Stewart (an example is shown in Fig. 4). As part of preliminary 
work underlying Fig. 3, we have already written and tested the scripts that ingest axisymmetric 
CTH output, extract and grid the surface temperatures, and georeference them to Mojave. The 
MRAMS code is already compiled and running in parallel on the Midway cluster at the PI’s 
institution. Although the CTH code can also be used to supply local volatile/rock ratios, we 
choose to use geologically constrained water vapor flux boundary conditions, detailed below.  

We will use five MRAMS grids with the outermost being hemispheric and a horizontal 
resolution of ∼1.5 km on the inmost grid. Vertical resolution varies from 2.3 km at the top of the 
model to 30 m near the ground. Output will be sampled every 1/100 sol (~880s). The following 
variables will be stored and analyzed: atmospheric winds and temperatures; extent, rate and 
variability of precipitation; surface temperatures; upwelling and downwelling radiative fluxes; 
and water vapor and water aerosol (liquid and ice) distributions. The time step in MRAMS is 
now adaptive, which is particularly useful in our application for tracking storm updrafts. The 
time step on the inmost grid will never exceed 3.75 s. In preliminary work, our spinup procedure 
included 24 Mars-hours with no vapor release, 3 Mars-hours with vapor release but cloud 
microphysics off, and the remainder of the run with aerosol microphysics on. We observed that 
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obvious spin-up transients had died away 
after ~60 Mars-hours. We will adjust spinup 
procedure as necessary in the proposed 
work. Based on our previous work (Fig. 3;  
Kite et al. 2011a, 2011b), the two most 
important control parameters for a 
localized-precipitation simulation are the 
sustained flux of energy to the system (in 
the form of latent and sensible heat), and 
the capacity of the atmosphere to dilute and 
dissipate that flux (for surface perturbations 
much broader than an atmospheric scale 
height, this capacity scales as atmospheric 
pressure).  For impact-induced precipitation 
simulations, the absorption of infrared 
radiation from the ejecta blanket by the 
atmosphere (dusty in the immediate 
aftermath of the impact) may also be 

important. MRAMS microphysical capabilities allow us to self-consistently track dust settling 
and removal by precipitation. The prevailing synoptic wind field (which is modestly dependent 
on season and on orbital conditions; e.g, Fenton & Richardson 2001) influences the distribution 
of distal fans.  Other parameters (Fig. 5) are less important. Therefore, we will consider (in order 
of importance) 4 water vapor fluxes, 3 atmospheric pressures, 2 dust loadings, and 2 synoptic 
wind fields, requiring 48 model runs. Parameters are detailed below. (We will also carry out 12 
control simulations with no water vapor injection, which run very quickly compared to runs with 
microphysics, and 1 sensitivity test with horizontal resolution increased by a factor of 3, for a 
total of 61 runs). Computer requirements for this parameter sweep can comfortably be 
accommodated with UChicago and SETI Institute F&E (§6.1.2), and the number of runs allows 
ample time for data analysis and also ample CPU time for any further runs suggested by the data 
analysis. 
 

• Water vapor injection (F). The water vapor injection flux boundary condition, F,  will be applied 
only to the current area of pitted terrain on the floor of Mojave. Temperature will be fixed in the 
area of water vapor injection. In the much more extensive area of hot ejecta, temperatures evolve 
to balance conduction, radiation, and turbulent exchange with the atmosphere. We will consider 
both physically motivated and terrestrial-analog values for F, as follows:- 
(1) Flake – we flood Mojave to the elevation of fan toes with liquid water assumed buffered to 
278.15K by (unmodelled) hydrothermal processes. Clear evidence for a lake within Mojave is 
lacking, but Irwin & Zimbelman (2012) have shown that short-lived lakes can leave little or no 
geomorphic signature. (2) FYellowstone - Impact into a target with an ice content that varied with 
depth could create a ‘Yellowstone-like’ system with silicate melt underlying a mixture of hot 
rock and water. Fournier (1989) gives ~3 m3/s ‘deep-sourced water’ for the Yellowstone system 
based on the chlorine-enthalpy method. We will divide this by the area of Yellowstone geysers 
active in the recent past (using the USGS digital map of Yellowstone; USGS, 1999), then apply 
this flux to the entire floor of Mojave as a steady flux. (3) FNovarupta – Pyroclastic deposits from 
the 1912 Novarupta eruption were cooled by steam venting including both “roaring jets” and 
“ubiquitous diffuse steam emanations” that persisted for >17 years in a cold climate:  

 
Fig. 4. Mojave-specific CTH output from 
Collaborator Sarah Stewart. The 102-103m thick 
sheet of mixed ice and rock at 300-1000K at the 
surface sets the boundary condition for the 
environmental response on timescales relevant to 
alluvial fan formation. 
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the Valley of Ten Thousand Smokes 
(Hildreth & Fierstein 2012). We will 
apply the steam venting rate (kg/m2/s) 
inferred at the time of the first scientific 
expedition 5 years after the eruption 
(Zies 1921, Griggs 1922) as a steady 
flux. (4) Fpits – we will impose fluxes 
predicted by the theory of Boyce et al. 
(2012), which was developed 
specifically to explain steam venting 
from Mojave-like pitted terrain on Mars. 
This theory requires the depth and water 
content of the venting layer to be 
specified. We will set pit volume equal 
to the floor area of Mojave, multiplied 
by the average depth of pits in the 
DTEEC_001481_1875_002167 
_1880_U01 DTM, which covers part of 
Mojave. This method of determining pit 
volume is conservative, because there 
has been some infilling of pits by young 
aeolian materials. We will then define 
the depth of the layer by dividing the pit 
volume by a (conservative) assumed 
post-impact water content of 3% (Litvak 
et al. 2014). We will not consider the 
momentum transfer from the vents to the 
atmosphere.  

We expect the range of fluxes (1)-(4) 
will include values both below and above the storm initiation threshold (Fig. 4). If not, we will 
(as appropriate) either reduce simulated lake level (thus lake area) or extrapolate FNovarupta to 
earlier years by curve fitting to the post-1917 decline in steam venting. 
 

• Atmospheric Pressure (P). We will consider 1x Present Atmospheric Level (PAL) CO2, 2x PAL, 
and 8x PAL conditions. We will obtain corresponding boundary conditions from already-
completed runs by the NASA Ames MGCM group. The motivation for the 1x PAL condition is 
the geologic youth of Mojave, and the motivation for the 2x PAL condition is the discovery of 
~6 mbar-equivalent of buried CO2 ice by SHARAD that could be released at high obliquity 
(Phillips et al. 2011). 8x PAL is a reasonable upper bound for P at times <5 Mya (the time of 
Mojave formation; Werner et al. 2014) based on theoretical estimates (Manning et al. 2006) and 
the apparently-low modern rate of escape to space (Lundin et al. 2013). We will determine if 8x 
PAL is sufficient to suppress localized storms (Kite et al. 2011a). 

• Dust loading. We will separately consider “global dust storm” conditions (representing global 
dispersal of fine-grained ejecta after impact) and “normal” (low-dust) conditions (representing 
conditions after dust has settled over most of the planet). Because these choices bracket the 
possible effects of dust on the model output, we do not intend to track dynamic dust/debris lifting 
by wind or by steam blasts. 

Localized precipitation
No localized precipitation

 
Fig. 5. To show robustness of localized precipitation 
(runs above green line) to all parameters except water 
vapor injection flux and atmospheric pressure. Red 
diamonds correspond to peak time-averaged plume 
velocity; blue circles correspond to plume height. Lines 
connect 5 simulations in which only size of vapor 
source was varied. The corresponding water loss rates 
are 150 m3/s for s, 300 m3/s for m, 1000 m3/s for l, 
3000 m3/s for ref, and 2.3 x 104 m3/s for xxl. 
‘hipress’ is ~60 mbar. The other runs show that 
localized precipitation is robust to reasonable variations 
in (from left to right) surface roughness, latitude, solar 
luminosity, vapor source geometry, model resolution, 
season, and lake temperature.  See Kite et al. (2011a) 
for details of these sensitivity tests. 
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• Synoptic wind field. Atmospheric circulation on Mars today is driven largely by differential 
heating due to local topography and time-of-day. Although the background wind does not 
strongly influence the presence or absence of near-equatorial impact-induced storms (Fig. 8), it 
may modulate their intensity (e.g., via reduced or enhanced moisture convergence). Wind 
direction at Mojave is relatively insensitive to season, dust loading, and orbital conditions 
(Haberle et al. 2003, Millour et al. 2012, and our own unpublished preliminary work).  
Nevertheless, in order to assess any (minor) sensitivity of the system to background wind, we 
will consider the wind fields for two disparate modern-day insolation states (i.e., at perihelion-
season and aphelion-season). 

 

Both the rate of precipitation and the total amount of precipitation are important in calculating 
sediment transport (§2.4.3). To calculate total precipitation, we will run to “equilibrium” (~5-7 
simulated sols) with constant surface vapor injection boundary conditions, take the average of 
the last 3 simulated sols, then extrapolate to durations >>1 sol using offline calculations of the 
overall Mojave energy budget and vapor-injection flux versus time (similar to the approach taken 
in Kite et al. 2011a, 2011b). This will include some interpolation between simulations. Although 
we will track cumulative snowfall, we will not track the effects of precipitation on surface 
temperature, because this depends on assumptions about mass wasting and erosional efficiency 
(for example latent heat cools the surface, but fluvial erosion exposes hotter layers deeper within 
the ejecta). Modeling of erosion will be done in post-processing (§2.4.3). Finally, using overall 
energy balance (initial ejecta energy, minus latent-heat cooling, radiation to space, and lateral 
energy transport) we will compute the maximum lifetime of the impact-induced storm system. 
We will use the flux of volatiles escaping local cold trapping in our model output to determine 
the thickness of ice deposited after the impact assuming (i) globally uniform deposition and (ii) 
deposition confined to the present-day area of the North Polar Layered Deposits (see §8 and Fig. 
11 in Kite et al. 2011b). 
 
Idealized simulations: Observations of degraded Mojave-like alluvial fans within other fresh 
primary craters on Mars (including 19N 170E, 10N 95E, Cerulli, 9S 79E, and 31S 109E) indicate 
that impact-triggered fan formation was not restricted to Mojave crater. None of these fan-
hosting fresh primary craters are smaller than ~20 km diameter, suggesting that the fan-forming 
process does not operate for smaller craters. We hypothesize that localized precipitation does not 
occur for craters smaller than ~20km diameter. To test this hypothesis, we propose to use the 
MRAMS to model localized precipitation in craters with diameters of 5, 10, 20, 40, 80, and 160 
km diameter on flat topography. We will adopt Rayleigh-Z scaling for the ejecta temperature 
initial condition (Barnhart et al. 2010, Barnhart & Nimmo 2011), set F = Fpits , and use Mojave’s 
topography (azimuthally average, and scaled appropriately following measurements of pristine 
craters on Mars; Tornabene et al. 2013) as the crater-topography boundary condition. (6 
additional runs). 

	
  

2.4.3.	
  Data-­‐Model	
  Comparison.	
  	
  
	
  

The purpose of the data-model comparison is to determine the geomorphic effectiveness of 
impact-induced precipitation and to compare it to the observed volume of sediment transported 
at Mojave. Because of uncertainty in key geomorphic parameters, such as grain-size, we use a 
range of simple sediment-transport models. By using a range of models with different physical 
and process assumptions, we aim to bracket outcomes. By using only simple sediment-transport 
models, we will have a clear understanding of why model output differs. 
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The first step is to go from precipitation P to total surface liquid water availability Q. For 
rain, Q = P – E – I, where E is evaporation and I is infiltration. E can be found self-consistently 
using the wind speeds and humidities in the surface layer that are output by MRAMS, and I can 
be calculated using a soil transmissivity, which we will vary over a range corresponding to 
laboratory data for sand-gravel mixtures. For frozen precipitation, we need to additionally 
calculate what portion of the snow that is melted on contact with hot ejecta. We will do this by 
applying a 1D Stefan model developed by the PI (Fig. 6) (Mangold, Kite et al. 2012) at all 
locations within the model domain. The Stefan model is appropriate for frozen precipitation 
(Mangold, Kite, et al., 2012). Its key advantage is energetic self-consistency. Melt production is 
limited by heat conduction from ejecta. Erosion of the ejecta blanket will tend to remove the 
boundary layer of the ejecta that is chilled by the latent heat of melting. This increases heat flow 
into the snow and allowing erosion to continue at a high rate. Both meltwater, and eroded 
sediment, are assumed to drain into channels as soon as they are produced.  

The second step is to go from total liquid water availability (rain, plus melted snow) to 
sediment transport. We will calculate sediment transport in three different ways:- 

 
• Constant sediment:water ratio, for ratios of 2x10-4 (average sediment concentration of terrestrial 

rivers), 0.01 (dense fluvial flow),  and 0.4 (debris flow) (Williams & Malin 2008; Williams et al. 
2011; Morgan et al., 2014; Palucis et al., 2014).  

• SHALSTAB-predicted debris-flow sediment transport. SHALSTAB is a 2D community 
landslide-prediction model that predicts probable locations of shallow infinite-slope type 
landslides (Montgomery & Dietrich 1994). A key advantage is the ability to simulate debris 
flows.  SHALSTAB is computationally inexpensive, open-source software ( 
http://calm.geo.berkeley.edu/geomorph/shalstab/shalstab.zip ). We shall use SHALSTAB in 
cohesionless mode, with a soil bulk density of 1600 kg/m3, and a (conservatively steep) friction 
angle of 40°. SHALSTAB takes steady-state liquid-water input, which we will approximate as 
the 6-hour average Q (neglecting infiltration). Infiltration is accounted for in SHALSTAB using 
a soil transmissivity, which we will vary over a range corresponding to laboratory data for sand-
gravel mixtures (analog measurements are not suitable for our purposes because all Earth craters 
of comparable diameter to Mojave are heavily weathered).  

• Sediment transport predicted using a streampower (bedrock erosion) parameterization ∂z/∂t = 
ke(QA)0.5S implemented in GOLEM (Tucker & Slingerland, 1997). We will set ke following 
Ferrier et al.’s (2013) measurements of the basaltic island Kaua‘i (with correction for Mars 
gravity). The streampower parameterization is standard in terrestrial fluvial-erosion modeling 
(e.g., Ferrier et al. 2013). The key advantage of this streampower model is that it allows tracking 
the 2D evolution of catchments. GOLEM is much less sophisticated than the CHILD model, but 
has fewer free parameters and its output is easier to interpret and analyze. GOLEM is 
computationally inexpensive, open-source software and is obtained from 
http://csdms.colorado.edu/wiki/Model:GOLEM. 
 
SHALSTAB and the streampower model both require initial topography (to define drainage area 
A and slope S). This initial topography will be taken from the publicly-available HiRISE PDS 
DTM of Mojave (downsampled to 50m resolution), and from the 75m-resolution HRSC 
2002_0001 DTM (resampled at 50m resolution). Total erosion will be computed by running 
these models (updating topography every 6 hours of simulated erosion) for the duration of the 
impact-induced storm system constrained by energy balance. Using the sediment transport output 
from these methods, we will compare model predictions to published volume estimates for 
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Mojave crater fans (Williams & Malin, 2008), and with 
the observed pattern of fan formation (concentrated 
around the inner rim of the crater, with only minor fan 
formation beyond the rim).  

The sediment transport calculated using these 
methods will be conservative, for the following reasons. 
First, we are using present-day Mojave topography as our 
initial condition. This topography is post-fluvial, and 
therefore partially equilibrated to runoff. The true initial 
(fully unequilibrated) Mojave topography would produce 
stronger landslides / more incision. Second, the ke 
calibrated using Kaua‘i corresponds to erosion of intact 
bedrock, likely lower than appropriate for impact-
fractured bedrock. Third, we assume the precipitation 
output from the MRAMS model is only ‘used’ for 
sediment transport once, but in reality a localized 
hydrologic cycle may develop, with a given water 
molecule repeatedly vaporizing, condensing, 
precipitating, transporting sediment, then vaporizing again. 
	
  

2.5.	
  Perceived	
  Impact	
  of	
  the	
  Proposed	
  Work.	
  
	
  

What makes Mojave crater interesting is that it is a probe of process: because of its youth, large 
size, clear context and exceptional preservation state, Mojave is a natural laboratory for studying 
the response of planetary atmospheres and regional environments to large impacts.  We can 
directly test model assumptions about impact-triggered precipitation and erosion using the 
geologic record at this site. This matters because a fundamental unsolved problem in the study of 
planetary habitability is the relative role of long-term geochemical cycles, versus transient 
environmental shocks accompanying asteroid/comet impacts, in steering planetary 
environmental evolution (Walker et al. 1981, Alvarez et al. 1980, Halevy et al. 2007, Toon et al. 
2010). On Mars in particular, impact-induced precipitation is one of the two leading theories for 
valley network formation (e.g., Toon et al. 2010, Segura et al. 2013), the other being persistent 
clement climate conditions (e.g., Hynek et al. 2010). These hypotheses have very different 
implications for Mars’ habitability. The truth is probably in between - i.e. that some, but not all, 
Mars valleys were formed by impact transients. However, it is important to have a physical basis 
for determining what proportion of Mars valleys were formed by impact, and which ones, for 
example in the context of landing-site selection. A self-consistent and geologically tested 
physical model of impact-induced precipitation is a necessary step along this path.  

The proposed work will enhance the scientific return from MRO and ODY, by using data 
from multiple instruments to constrain the environmental consequences of a geologically-recent 
impact. The proposed model enhancements will also enhance the state-of-the-art, by adding self-
consistent rainfall to a Mars mesoscale model. 
 

2.6.	
  Relevance	
  of	
  the	
  Proposed	
  Work.	
  
Our proposed work is within the scope of Solar System Workings call, specifically “Evolution 
and modification of surfaces” (develop theoretical bases for understanding physical features of 
planetary surfaces), and “Planetary atmospheres: climate change” (characterize planetary 
climates over short time scales by reconstructing the history of atmospheric volatile inventories, 

	
  

	
  
time after impact (years)	
  

Fig. 6. Example output from PI’s 
Stefan code for a ~5000 km2 
catchment. Solid, dotted and 
dashed lines show the effect of 
increasing infiltration (from 
Mangold, Kite, et al., 2012). 
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and resolving the role that disruptive events play in providing perturbations in the global 
climate.) The proposed work also addresses several high-priority Investigations described in the 
most recent Mars Exploration Program Analysis Group reports (MEPAG 2010/2012), including 
II.A.4 “Search for microclimates […] recently wet or warm locales”, III.A.6 “Characterize 
surface-atmosphere interactions on Mars, as recorded by […] processes that have operated 
within the recent past”, and I.C.1 “Characterize the evolution of the Martian hydrological cycle, 
emphasizing likely changes in the location and chemistry of liquid water reservoirs.” 
 

2.7	
  Personnel	
  and	
  Qualifications. (For FTE information, see §6, Budget Justification). 
PI Edwin Kite is currently a Princeton postdoc and a research associate at the University of 
Chicago (UChicago); he will be an Assistant Professor at UChicago from 1 Jan 2015. As PI, he 
will participate to some degree in all aspects of the proposed work and oversee its 
implementation. Co-I Timothy Michaels will be responsible for implementation and refinement 
of the MRAMS model of crater-atmosphere interactions; he will contribute to data analysis and 
paper-writing. Collaborators Scot Rafkin and Sarah Stewart will support Task 2 by 
(respectively) assisting in the interpretation of the MRAMS model output, and supplying 
Mojave-specific CTH output. A graduate student at UChicago will carry out a substantial 
portion of the erosion modeling, and take part in running and analyzing the MRAMS models. All 
personnel will participate in interpretation of results. The PI, Co-I, and Collaborator Rafkin have 
worked together to publish two papers describing preliminary work on this proposal (Kite, 
Michaels, Rafkin et al. 2011a; Kite, Rafkin, Michaels et al. 2011b). That work was carried out 
and published while Kite was a graduate student at UC Berkeley, and was funded by NASA 
grants NNX08AN13G and NNX09AN18G. 
 

	
  

2.8	
  Plan	
  of	
  Work 
 Activities/Milestones  Deliverables 

Y
ea

r 
1 

 

• Incorporate liquid water into MRAMS aerosol 
microphysical routines and incorporate pressure 
and virtual temperature effects of water vapor 
into the MRAMS dynamical core. 

• Train grad student on MRAMS analysis. 
• Run and analyze idealized MRAMS models.  
• Initiate Mojave-specific MRAMS runs.  
• Assemble and refine simple geomorphic models. 

✓ LPSC presentation on sensitivity of 
impact-induced precipitation to crater size. 
✓ Detailed manuscript on idealized runs: 
report results of test of hypothesis of 
threshold diameter for crater-storm initiation. 
(Year 1 results, for submission in Year 2). 

Y
ea

r 
2 

• Complete Mojave-specific MRAMS runs.  
• Analyze Mojave-specific MRAMS runs.  
• Apply simple geomorphic models to obtain 

constraints on sediment and water fluxes and 
timescale.  

 ✓ LPSC presentation on sensitivity of 
Mojave-specific MRAMS runs to vapor flux, 
atmospheric pressure, and dust loading. 
✓ Detailed manuscript documenting 
kilometer-scale mesoscale simulation of 
impact-induced precipitation at Mojave, 
Mars. (Year 2 results, for submission in Year 
3). 

Y
ea

r 
3 

• Carry out any additional forward-model runs 
suggested by the data analysis and feed forward 
to the data-model comparison. 

• Carry out data-model comparison.  

✓ Short GRL-length data-model comparison 
paper, including the results of erosion 
modeling. 
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