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Abstract

The formation process of the two Martian moons, Phobos and Deimos, is still
debated with two main competing hypotheses: the capture of an asteroid or
a giant impact onto Mars. In order to reveal their origin, the Martian Moons
eXploration (MMX) mission by Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency (JAXA)
plans to measure Phobos’ elemental composition by a gamma-ray and neutron
spectrometer called MEGANE. This study provides a model of Phobos’ bulk el-
emental composition, assuming the two formation hypotheses. Using the mixing
model, we established a MEGANE data analysis flow to discriminate between
the formation hypotheses by multivariate analysis. The mixing model expresses
the composition of Phobos in 6 key lithophile elements that will be measured
by MEGANE (Fe, Si, O, Ca, Mg, and Th) as a linear mixing of two mixing
components: material from Mars and material from an asteroid as represented
by primitive meteorite compositions. The inversion calculation includes consid-
eration of MEGANE’s measurement errors (EP ) and derives the mixing ratio
for a given Phobos composition, based on which the formation hypotheses are
judged. For at least 65% of the modeled compositions, MEGANE measurements
will determine the origin uniquely (EP = 30%), and this increases from 74 to
87% as EP decreases from 20 to 10%. Although the discrimination performance
depends on EP , the current operation plan for MEGANE predicts an instru-
ment performance for EP of 20—30%, resulting in 70% discrimination between
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the original hypotheses. MEGANE observations can also enable the determina-
tion of the asteroid type of the captured body or the impactor. The addition of
other measurements, such as MEGANE’s measurements of the volatile element
K, as well as observations by other MMX remote sensing instruments, will also
contribute to the MMX mission’s goal to constrain the origin of Phobos.

Keywords: Martian moons, Phobos, formation hypothesis, MMX, MEGANE,
elemental composition

1. Introduction

The study of the Mars-moons system is crucial for understanding the initial
environment of Mars as seen in the studies of the Earth-Moon system. The
Martian moons, Phobos and Deimos, have been studied by telescope observa-
tions or remote sensing by Mars exploration missions. However, the origin of
the Martian moons still remains controversial with two leading hypotheses.

One leading hypothesis is the capture of an asteroid, where an asteroid
formed some distance from Mars and was captured by the gravity of Mars
to become a satellite. This hypothesis is mainly supported by the similarity
of surface characteristics (Pollack (1977); Thomas et al. (1992)) and surface
spectra (Burns (1978); Burns (1992); Pajola et al. (2013); Pollack et al. (1979))
between the Martian moons and main-belt asteroids. The surface spectra of
Phobos and Deimos are characterized by their low albedo and spectral properties
similar to D-type asteroids that lack a diagnostic absorption band (Murchie
et al. (1991); Pang et al. (1978); Pollack et al. (1978); Rivkin (2002)). In
contrast to the spectral similarity, the observed orbital properties of Phobos and
Deimos are difficult to account for by the capture origin. The capture origin
predicts a high eccentricity and high inclination of the moons’ initial orbits,
which is inconsistent with the present orbits of the Martian moons (Safronov &
Ruskol (1977)). Numerical models have examined the processes to change their
orbits after the gravitational capture by Mars (Burns (1992); Cazenave et al.
(1980); Craddock (1994); Craddock (2011); Hunten (1979); Lambeck (1979);
Szeto (1983); Rosenblatt (2011)), but neither of them successfully reconstructed
their orbits completely.

The second hypothesis is the in-situ formation from a circum-Martian disk
produced by a giant impact. This scenario is consistent with the near-circular
and near-equatorial orbits of Phobos and Deimos (Canup & Salmon (2018);
Citron et al. (2015); Craddock (2011); Hesselbrock & Minton (2017); Hyodo
et al. (2017a); Hyodo et al. (2017b)). The disk materials and the resultant
Martian moons are expected to consist of both the impactor material and the
ejecta launched from Mars by the giant impact (Pignatale et al. (2018); Hyodo
et al. (2017b)). The thermophysical property of disk materials depends on the
impact condition, such as the impactor size and velocity. Moreover, the giant
impact hypothesis predicts the depletion of volatile elements due to the impact
heating (Craddock (2011); Hyodo et al. (2017b); Nakajima & Stevenson (2018);
Pignatale et al. (2018)).
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Other hypotheses have been proposed for the Martian moons as well, such
as in-situ formation from a debris disk around Mars with the moons forming
as second-generation objects (Pätzold et al. (2014)). Bagheri et al. (2021) pro-
posed a hypothesis that a single Martian moon was tidally disrupted and split
into two moons although Hyodo et al. (2022) later theoretically investigated the
orbital evolution and argued that two moons that originated by splitting from
a common parent body were likely to be disrupted by collisions, which is in-
consistent with the existence of the current Martian moons. The compositions
expected for these scenarios are similar to the main two hypotheses, depending
on if the material in the debris disk or disrupted body derived fundamentally
from a captured object or from Martian material. Thus, determining between
these two compositional endmembers is key for determining the origin of the
Martian moons.

Bulk elemental compositions reflect the moons’ formation processes and po-
tentially discriminate them. The bulk composition is estimated as chondritic
for the capture scenario, whereas it represents a mixture of chondritic and Mar-
tian materials for the impact scenario (Hyodo et al. (2017b); Pignatale et al.
(2018)). While the surface composition of the Martian moons likely experienced
some post-formation modifications due to processes, such as late accretion and
space weathering, the bulk composition could have survived those processes and
preserved the original information of the building blocks (Hyodo et al. (2019);
Ramsley & Head (2013a); Ramsley & Head (2013b); Ramsley & Head (2017)).

Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency (JAXA) is planning the Martian moons’
sample return mission (MMX: Martian Moons eXploration) (Kawakatsu et al.
(2023); Kuramoto et al. (2022); Usui et al. (2020); Nakamura et al. (2021)).
MMX has two major science goals: 1) to reveal the origin of Martian moons
and gain a better understanding of the planetary formation and material trans-
port in the solar system, and 2) to observe processes that have an impact on
the evolution of the Mars system. To achieve these goals, MMX will conduct
comprehensive mineralogical (visible to near IR imaging), geochemical (elemen-
tal abundances), and geophysical (shape and gravity) measurements by seven
science payloads and analyses of returned samples of Phobos (Kuramoto et al.
(2022); Nakamura et al. (2021)).

Among the MMX science payload is the Mars-moon Exploration with GAmma
rays and NEutrons (MEGANE) instrument (Lawrence et al. (2019)). MEGANE
will use gamma-ray and neutron spectroscopy to measure the elemental com-
position of Phobos from orbit. By detecting gamma-rays with specific energies
and neutron fluxes, MEGANE will measure the abundance of major and minor
elements (e.g., O, Si, Mg, Ca, and Fe), radioactive elements (e.g., K, Th, and U),
and light elements (e.g., H) on the top ∼ 30cm of the surface of Phobos; Mea-
surements by OROCHI (Optical RadiOmeter composed of CHromatic Imagers;
Kameda et al. (2021)) and MIRS (MMX InfraRed Spectrometer; Barucci et al.
(2021)), which are other MMX payload instruments, will provide mineralogi-
cal and geophysical information by investigating the topmost surface (∼ 1µm)
of Phobos. Thus, MEGANE observations are expected to reveal the composi-
tion of Phobos’ near-surface materials and be complemented by observations by

3



other MMX instruments.
The elemental composition acquired by MEGANE will provide insights into

the formation scenario of the Martian moons. The large spatial footprints of
MEGANE will be combined to determine Phobos’ average surface composition,
revealing the bulk elemental composition of Phobos. Note that MEGANE’s ob-
servation error depends on the observation conditions, such as the accumulation
period and the orbital altitude during the observations (Chabot et al. (2021);
Lawrence et al. (2019)). Peplowski (2016) previously suggested that observa-
tions at one target-body radius for more than 10 days are needed to obtain
adequate signal-to-background. Since the composition of Phobos reflects both a
formation process and the evolutionary conditions experienced by the materials
(e.g., the composition of building blocks and/or thermophysical properties in the
impact-induced disk), the accurate interpretation of MEGANE data to confine
the formation scenario (i.e., capture versus impact) requires a comprehensive
investigation under a wide range of parameters that consider the endmember
compositions as well as their mixing ratios.

This study aims to establish an elemental composition model of the Martian
moons applicable to interpreting the MEGANE data to discriminate among the
proposed origins of the Martian moons. We constructed a mixing model of
the elemental composition of the Martian moons assuming the mixing of end-
components of chondritic and Martian compositions. Consideration of several
types of errors were included and revealed the relationship between the plausible
formation scenarios and the ability of MEGANE data to discriminate among
the hypotheses. Using this model, we investigated MEGANE’s discrimination
performance as applied to the two main formation hypotheses for the Martian
moons.

2. Method

This study constructed a model for Phobos’ elemental composition that con-
nects the formation scenarios proposed and the elemental composition that will
be measured by MEGANE assuming a mixture of the two end-components of
Martian and asteroidal materials (Fig. 1). First, the forward-solving approach,
which predicts the composition from each origin scenario, is introduced (Section
2.1). Second, the inverse-solving approach to discriminate among the origin sce-
narios from MEGANE measurements is shown (Section 2.2). Finally, we define
the discrimination performance to evaluate MEGANE’s ability to distinguish
among the origin hypotheses and investigate the dependency on parameters
that are related to MEGANE’s operations and measurements (Section 2.3).

2.1. Mixing Model: Forward-solving Approach

2.1.1. Concept

We defined the mixing model for the composition of Phobos based on the
two main formation hypotheses (Fig. 2). The composition of Phobos was ex-
pressed as representing a two-component mixture with a certain mixing ratio
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Pobs: MEGANE data

P: Phobos composition

Formation scenario
(origin＋asteroid type)

Inverse-solving
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EP: observation error

Mixing equation
・M: end-member compositions
・ EM: compositional variation
・ Asteroidal fraction for 

capture & impact scenarios

Figure 1: The forward- and inverse-solving approaches using the mixing model. This model
connects the formation scenarios of Phobos and the elemental composition that will be mea-
sured by MMX MEGANE.

(r%) between the Martian composition (100 − r%) and an asteroid composi-
tion (r%). Note that r = 100% in the case of the capture origin and can be a
range of values between 0% and 100% in the case of the impact origin. This
model forwardly predicted Phobos’ composition and measurements that would
be obtained from MEGANE’s observation data for a given formation scenario
(formation hypothesis + asteroid type).

2.1.2. Parameters and Assumptions

To illustrate a variety of Phobos’ origin scenarios, our model used 3 param-
eters: the composition of mixing end-members, the modeled asteroidal fraction
for capture and impact origins, and the MEGANE’s observation error.

The composition of mixing end-members. Meteorite data were used for the mix-
ing end-member compositions using Martian and asteroidal compositions (Table
1). For the Mars component, a composition for a silicate portion (Bulk Silicate
Mars, BSM; Taylor (2013)) was assumed in our model. This is based on the
calculation by Hyodo et al. (2017b) which indicated that the Martian ejecta in
the impact origin scenarios would mainly come from a depth where both the
crust and mantle were included and the compositions were not dominated by
the crustal portion alone. Nevertheless, we would like to note that consideration
of the diversity of crustal composition on Mars (e.g., Hahn et al. (2007)) did not
change our results because variations among Martian compositions are relatively
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Figure 2: A schematic of the mixing model for Phobos’ elemental composition. Spheroids
represent end-member compositions with compositional variations (red: Martian composition,
blue and green: asteroidal composition). In the case of a capture origin, Phobos’ composi-
tion is modeled as that of the captured asteroid composition (i.e., within the blue or green
spheres). On the other hand, in the case of an impact origin, Phobos’ composition should
be an intermediate composition between Mars and an asteroid (i.e., between the two red and
blue or green spheres).
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small compared with the compositional differences among Mars and asteroidal
compositions. For the asteroid end-members, chondritic compositions that are
considered to correspond to major components of main-belt asteroids (DeMeo &
Carry (2014); Gradie & Tedesco (1982)), i.e., S-, C-, E-, and D-type asteroids,
were applied (Table 1). Chondrites are traditionally classified into 3 groups,
Carbonaceous Chondrite (CC), Ordinary Chondrite (OC), and Enstatite Chon-
drite (EC) (Brearley et al. (1998)). Each class is further composed of several
groups. In this study, elemental abundances of eleven chondrite groups with
primitive compositions and one ungrouped chondrite with a composition sim-
ilar to D-type asteroids (Alexander (2019b); Alexander (2019a)) were used: 6
CCs (CI, CM, CO, CV, CK, and CR), 3 OCs (H, L, and LL), 2 ECs (EH and
EL), and 1 ungrouped (Tagish Lake) (Table 1).

MEGANE can measure the abundance of major elements (e.g., Fe, Si, O,
Ca, and Mg) and radioactive elements (e.g., K and Th) (Lawrence et al. (2019)).
This study followed the element classification adopted by Taylor (2013), in which
Fe, Si, O, Ca, Mg, and Th are referred to as lithophile elements and K is classified
as a moderately volatile element. Among these elements, we selected 6 lithophile
elements to model Phobos’ composition. In Section 4.4.3, we discuss the use of
K abundance as well.

Additionally, this study took into account the end-members’ compositional
variations and introduced a relative error of 10%.
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Modeled asteroidal fraction for capture and impact origins. In the case of the
asteroid capture hypothesis, the elemental composition of Phobos is similar to
that of a captured asteroid. In this case, our model assumed that Phobos’
building blocks are composed only of the material from the captured asteroid,
resulting in an asteroidal fraction of 100%.

On the other hand, in the giant impact hypothesis, the fraction of impactor
material (i.e., modeled asteroidal fraction) varies depending on the impact
condition, such as the size of the impactor or the impact angle and velocity
(e.g.,Canup & Salmon (2018); Hyodo et al. (2017b)). Using numerical simu-
lations, Hyodo et al. (2017b) investigated the thermophysical properties of the
impact-induced disk from which the Martian moons formed. They suggested
that the building blocks of Phobos should contain both Martian materials of
≳ 50% and impactor materials of ≳ 35%, while the mixing ratio changes de-
pending on the impact conditions, e.g., impact velocity or angle. For example,
disk materials are composed of 40% Martian materials and 60% impactor ma-
terials to form the Borealis basin on Mars with an impactor mass of 0.03 times
that of Mars and an impact angle of 45°. Considering that Phobos and Deimos
accreted in the outer part of the impact-induced disk (Rosenblatt et al. (2016)),
70% of the outer disk material was estimated to come from Mars. It was also
suggested that the mixing ratio of impactor material would also depend on the
impact angle, changing the mixing ratio from 30% to 65%. As a reference,
this study assumed the modeled asteroidal fraction of 50% for impact origin
(reference case), which means that a giant impact results in a mixing of 50%
asteroidal materials and 50% Martian materials. More practically, the uncer-
tainty of mixing conditions was taken into account and the modeled asteroidal
fraction of 30–70% was adopted for the impact origin (practical case).

MEGANE observation error. The observation error of MEGANE depends on
the observation sequence, especially the accumulation period and the orbital
altitude. Peplowski (2016) previously suggested that gamma-ray and neutron
measurements require orbital altitudes less than or equal to 1-target body ra-
dius for successful analysis. Lawrence et al. (2019) estimated the observation
error needed to meet the MEGANE science objectives element by element and
determined that this error could be achieved with at least 10 days of accumu-
lation at altitudes equal to or less than 1-target body radius. We assumed 30,
20, 10, and 0% relative error for the MEGANE observation error in our model
calculations: EP = 30, 20, 10, and 0 [%].

2.1.3. Mixing Equation

Our mixing model calculated the composition of Phobos as a linear sum
of Martian and asteroidal compositions, with a certain mixing ratio. Phobos’
composition (P ) resulting from the mixing of the compositions of Mars (M0)
and an asteroid i (Mi; i = 1, 2, · · · , 12) was expressed by Eq. 1, using matrices
P , M , andR. P represented the abundance of 6 elements on Phobos: Fe, O, Si,
Ca, Mg, and Th. The end-member composition matrix M was composed of the
same 6-element composition of Mars (M0) and asteroids (Mi; i = 1, 2, · · · , 12),
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M = [M0M1 · · ·M12]. The mixing ratio matrix R was composed of the mixing
ratios for i-th end-member compositions (ri; i = 0, 1, 2, · · · , 12). Note that since
we assumed the mixing of only two end-components, i.e., Mars and the selected
type of asteroid i′, ri = 0 for i ̸= i′ and r0 = 1 − ri′ . The abundance of each
element (Pe; e = Fe, O, Si, Ca, Mg, and Th) in Phobos’ material was written
down using that in Mars (Me,0) and asteroid (Me,i) materials and the mixing
ratio ri. The subscript e indicates the type of elements (Fe, O, Si, Ca, Mg, and
Th), and i indicates the mixing end-members (Martian component for i = 0
and asteroids for i = 1–12).

P = MR,


PFe

PO

PSi

PCa

PMg

PTh

 =


MFe,0 MFe,1 · · · MFe,12

MO,0 MO,1 · · · MO,12

MSi,0 MSi,1 · · · MSi,12

MCa,0 MCa,1 · · · MCa,12

MMg,0 MMg,1 · · · MMg,12

MTh,0 MTh,1 · · · MTh,12





r0
r1
...
ri
...

r11
r12


. (1)

Considering relative errors EP for P and M for EM , Pobs and M should be
included in the range of [Pobs,min : Pobs,max] and [Mmin : Mmax], respectively,
which were given as

Pobs,min = (Pobs,min,e) = P × 100− EP

100
, (2)

Pobs,max = (Pobs,max,e) = P × 100 + EP

100
, (3)

Mmin = (Mmin,e,i) = M × 100− EM

100
, (4)

Mmax = (Mmax,e,i) = M × 100 + EM

100
. (5)

2.2. Discrimination of the Origin: Inverse-solving Approach

The inverse-solving approach uses our model to determine the origin of Pho-
bos from its composition by using MEGANE data. First, a given composition
was deconvolved into two mixing end components. The inverse calculation de-
rived the mixing ratio r (Section 2.2.1; Fig. 3(a)). Next, the derived mixing
ratio judged whether the formation scenarios were possible to explain the com-
position or not, based on the criteria (Section 2.2.2; Fig. 3(b)). By summarizing
the judgments for all asteroid types, the composition was classified into 4 cases
(Section 2.2.3; Fig. 3(c)).

2.2.1. Mixing ratio calculation

The mixing ratio for a given MEGANE compositional determination and a
given asteroid type was derived from inverse calculations of the mixing equa-
tion (Eq. 1). The mixing ratio for each element re,i was determined. Since we
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(a)

Mixing model Deconvolution
è Mixing ratio

Asteroid Mars

Phobos

(c)

Only 
Capture

Only 
Impact Either Neither

Observed Phobos composition (Pobs)

Case-1 Case-2 Case-3 Case-4

è only capture

è only impact

è either

è neither

è neither

mixing ratio range
[ri,min, ri,max]

《Impact origin》
e.g., 50%

《capture origin》
100%

ex.1)

ex.2)

ex.3)

ex.4)

ex.5)

(b)

Asteroidal fraction

Figure 3: Schematics showing 3 calculation steps in the inverse-solving approach. (a) The
observed Phobos composition is deconvolved into two mixing end-members. The mixing ratio
is calculated (Section 2.2.1). (b) Formation hypotheses are judged based on whether the
derived mixing ratio range agrees with the modeled asteroidal fraction for capture and impact
origins. These calculations are performed on all types of asteroid compositions independently
(Section 2.2.2). (c) By summarizing the judgments for all the asteroid types, a given Phobos
composition measured by MEGANE is classified into 4 cases (Section 2.2.3).
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assumed the MEGANE observation error EP , the error for P , and the compo-
sitional variation of Mars and asteroids EM , the error for M , the minimum and
maximum values of re,i (re,i,min and re,i,max) were calculated as

re,i,min =

{
Mmin,e,0−Pobs,max,e

Mmax,e,0−Mmax,e,i
(Me,0 ≦ Me,i),

Mmin,e,0−Pobs,min,e

Mmin,e,0−Mmin,e,i
(Me,0 ≧ Me,i),

(6)

re,i,max =

{
Mmax,e,0−Pobs,min,e

Mmin,e,0−Mmin,e,i
(Me,0 ≦ Me,i),

Mmax,e,0−Pobs,max,e

Mmax,e,0−Mmax,e,i
(Me,0 ≧ Me,i).

(7)

Note that P represented the Phobos composition measured by MEGANE Pobs

in the inverse approach.
From the derived set of the mixing ratio range [re,i,min, re,i,max] for element

e within 6 elements, we considered the common range among the 6 elements
[ri,min, ri,max] as a possible solution for a given set of MEGANE observation
data Pobs and a given asteroid type i, as

[ri,min, ri,max] = [max
e=1,6

[re,i,min], min
e=1,6

[re,i,max]], (8)

when max
e=1,6

[re,i,min] ≤ min
e=1,6

[re,i,max]. Otherwise [ri,min, ri,max] would not have a

solution.

2.2.2. Criteria for capture/impact hypothesis

The derived mixing ratio range [ri,min, ri,max] was used to judge the origin
based on the modeled asteroidal fractions for the two formation hypotheses
(Section 2.1.2; Fig. 3(b)). When the modeled asteroidal fraction is sandwiched
between the derived mixing ratio range, the Pobs was explained by the scenario:
Pobs could be explained by the capture and giant impact of asteroid i if the
modeled asteroidal fraction for capture origin (100%) and impact origin (e.g.,
50% in reference case) is sandwiched between [ri,minri,max], respectively.

2.2.3. Classification based on the reasonable formation scenario

Based on the origin judgments, we counted the number of asteroid types
(ncap and nimp) that accounted for the Pobs in the capture and impact origins,
respectively (Fig. 3(c)). Then Pobs was classified into 4 cases: (Case-1) in case
ncap > 0 and nimp = 0, only the capture hypothesis can explain a given P ,
(Case-2) in case ncap = 0 and nimp > 0, only the impact hypothesis can explain
a given P , (Case-3) in case ncap > 0 and nimp > 0, either of the two hypotheses
can explain a given P , and (Case-4) in case ncap = 0 and nimp = 0, neither
hypothesis can explain a given P . Under this definition, we can say that the
origins of Phobos are determined in Case-1 or -2.

2.3. Discrimination Performance

To evaluate the feasibility of the discrimination of Phobos’ origin using
MEGANE data and our model, we changed Pobs within the 6-dimensional space
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[Pmin : Pmax] and investigated the origin for any Pobs ∈ [Pmin : Pmax]. Mod-
eled composition ranges for each element Pmin,e and Pmax,e were determined
by

Pmin,e = min
i=0,12

[Mmin,e,i] (9)

and

Pmax,e = max
i=0,12

[Mmax,e,i]. (10)

We defined “modeled compositions” as all P that can be explained by the
capture and/or impact hypotheses: Case-1, -2, or -3. “Hypothesis-discriminating
compositions” were also defined as P that can be explained only by a unique
formation hypothesis: Case-1 or -2.

To evaluate our 6-dimensional results, discrimination performance was de-
fined as the ratio of hypothesis-discriminating compositions and modeled com-
positions. D , Dcap, and Dimp were given as

D = Dcap + Dimp =
n1 + n2

n1 + n2 + n3
× 100 [%], (11)

Dcap =
n1

n1 + n2 + n3
× 100 [%], (12)

Dimp =
n2

n1 + n2 + n3
× 100 [%], (13)

where n1, n2, and n3 were the number of data points of P classified into Case-1,
-2, and -3, respectively. D , a sum of Dcap and Dimp, indicated the ratio of
hypothesis discriminating compositions to modeled compositions, that is, the
extent to which the formation hypothesis was discriminated within modeled
compositions. Dcap and Dimp were the ratios of P related only to the capture
and impact origins, respectively.

To visualize the relationship between the compositions and origins of Phobos,
we calculated the discrimination performance by 5 cases of 2-element composi-
tions. Here the fixed two elements were pairs of Fe-, O-, Ca-, Mg-, and Th-Si,
while compositions of the rest of the four elements were changed to recalcu-
late ncap and nimp in Eqs. 11–13. We denoted them as d, dcap, and dimp to
distinguish from D , Dcap, and Dimp.

3. Results

3.1. Reference Case: Modeled Asteroidal Fraction for Impact Origin of 50%

For the reference case, D were calculated with varying MEGANE observation
error EP (Asteroidal fraction of 50% (reference case)’ in Table 2). D was 64.7%
when EP = 30% and it increased as EP decreased. Throughout the calculated
EP range (0–30%), Dcap almost agreed with Dimp.

Here we briefly review compositional variations among end-member compo-
nents (Fig. 4). As end-member compositions, Mars and asteroidal compositions
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Figure 4: Variation of end-member compositions on a Fe-Si diagram (labels: Bulk Silicate
Mars (BSM; red); CC (yellow); OC (blue); EC (green); and Tagish Lake (black)). End-
members composition show variational extent from Mars-like composition toward asteroid-like
compositions (Mars-asteroid compositional transition; black arrows).

are assigned as input parameters (Section 2.1.2). Since we assigned several
different chondritic compositions as an input parameter, the asteroidal compo-
nents (yellow, blue, green, and black labels in Fig. 4) show a more extended
distribution than the Mars component (red label in Fig. 4). For convenience, a
transition from Mars-like to asteroid-like compositions (black arrows in Fig. 4)
will be referred to as Mars-asteroid compositional transition in this paper.

The relationships between 6-dimensional compositions and the correspond-
ing origins are summarized in 2-dimensional space using d, dcap, and dimp

(Fig. 5). P occurring beyond the asteroid-side of the Mars-asteroid compo-
sitional transition tended to have dcap of 100% (yellow in Fig. 5), while those
occurring beyond Mars-side of the transition had dimp of 100% (blue in Fig. 5).
But if P occurred along the compositional transition, d < 100%, suggesting
that the formation hypothesis was not determined uniquely (gray in Fig. 5).

The extent of the modeled two-element compositions varied depending on
sets of elements (Fig. 5a–e). We compared how effectively the selected pairs of
two-element compositions separate the origin, by calculating the ratios between
the 2-element compositions with d = 100% (yellow, blue, and red in Fig. 5)
and modeled compositions (yellow, blue, red, and gray in Fig. 5). The ratios
for Fe-Si and O-Si compositions were the first and second largest among the 5
pairs, for example, 73.8 and 52.6% when EP = 20%, respectively, while Th-Si
had the smallest value of 40.8%.
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EP [%]
Asteroidal fraction of 30%

Asteroidal fraction of 50%
(reference case)

D [%] Dcap [%] Dimp [%] D [%] Dcap [%] Dimp [%]

30 78.3 47.4 30.9 64.7 34.4 30.2
20 87.5 52.2 35.3 73.8 39.0 34.8
10 95.4 56.6 38.9 86.6 45.3 41.3
0 99.6 52.6 47.0 95.8 45.1 50.7

EP [%]
Asteroidal fraction of 70%

Asteroidal fraction of 30–70%
(practical case)

D [%] Dcap [%] Dimp [%] D [%] Dcap [%] Dimp [%]

30 49.0 20.8 28.2 63.5 9.4 54.1
20 60.7 27.5 33.1 75.5 10.0 65.5
10 74.3 35.8 38.5 87.5 9.4 78.2
0 92.4 45.8 46.6 97.9 4.1 93.9

Table 2: Discrimination performances (D , Dcap, and Dimp; Eqs. 14–16) calculated for modeled
asteroidal fraction for impact origin of 30%, 50% (reference case), 70%, and 30–70% (practical
case).

Another difference is whether the compositions that d = 100%, dcap < 100%,
and dimp < 100% exist at the same time or not. These compositions determine
the origins uniquely, although there are possibilities of either capture and impact
origins (red in Fig. 5a–e). These compositions were represented only in the case
of EP = 0%. Such compositions existed the most within Th-Si compositions
and the least within Fe-Si compositions.

The populations of P for Case 1–4 were distributed differently for differ-
ent EP . Discrimination performance D was 64.6, 73.8, 86.6, and 95.8% when
MEGANE’s error EP was 30, 20, 10, and 0%, respectively (‘Asteroidal fraction
of 50% (reference case)’ in Table 2).

3.2. Practical Case: Modeled Asteroidal Fraction for Impact Origin of 30–70%

Since the mixing ratio may vary by 30–70% as a function of the impact
conditions, asteroidal fractions can change within that range. Here we investi-
gated the dependency of the discrimination results on the values of asteroidal
fractions.

When the modeled asteroidal fraction for the impact origin was 30%, D ,
Dcap, and Dimp were improved from the reference case. In contrast, they were
reduced in the case of the modeled asteroidal fraction for the impact origin of
70% (Fig. 5; Table 2). Furthermore, the transition of P for Case-2 toward Mars
and asteroidal compositions were confirmed (Fig. 6a–c).

As a practical case, we also assumed the modeled asteroidal fraction of 30–
70%. Under this parameter setting, it was judged as the impact origin when
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Figure 5: The relationship between 2-element compositions and the determined formation
hypothesis, along with the compositional end-members (labels: Mars (“M” in red); CC (“C”
in yellow); OC (“O” in blue); EC (“E” in green); and Tagish Lake (“TL” in black)). Back-
ground colors indicate whether the formation hypothesis is identified uniquely from 2-element
compositions as only capture hypothesis (yellow) or only impact hypothesis (blue), is not
identified uniquely from 2-element compositions but from 6- elements compositions (red), is
not identified uniquely even from 6-elements composition (gray) or is explained neither by
the capture nor impact hypotheses (black). (a) Fe-, (b) O-, (c) Ca-, (d) Mg-, and (e) Th-Si
diagrams for varying EP of 30, 20, 10, and 0%.
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the derived mixing ratio agreed with any r between 30–70%. While D had
similar values to the reference case, a much larger extent of the compositions
was determined as capture origin rather than impact origin (Table 2).

The distributions of d in the practical case (Fig. 6d) were similar to those
in the reference case (Fig. 6b). Compared to the reference case, the whole
compositions were extended, resulting from the broad compositions assumed
for the impact origin.

4. Discussion

4.1. Bulk Composition of Phobos and Discrimination Performance

The inverse-solving calculations using our model revealed the relationship
between the Phobos compositions measured by MEGANE and the reasonable
origins. Here we discuss the relationship between the two-element compositions
and the discrimination performances.

Two-element compositions had specific d values. The majority of compo-
sitions with d of 100% showed either dcap =100% or dimp =100% (yellow and
blue, respectively, in Fig. 5). In contrast, some compositions had d = 100%,
dcap <100%, and dimp <100% (red in Fig. 5) and the proportion of such two-
element compositions differ among the pairs of elements (Fig. 5), with the small-
est for the pair of Fe-Si. This suggests that Fe-Si compositions best discriminate
the origin of Phobos when only these 6 lithophile elements are considered. Ad-
ditionally, Fe-Si compositions measured by MEGANE are also expected to have
the smallest errors (Lawrence et al. (2019)).

Figure 6(a)(EP = 30%) shows the overall trend that d is larger when P
is close to end-member compositions and smaller when P is an intermediate
composition. However, it also shows that even if the composition completely
agrees with an asteroidal composition, the origins are not always determined.
For example, EL-like compositions (∼ 20% Fe and ∼ 19% Si) can be explained
by the mixture of Martian and some chondritic compositions.

4.2. MEGANE Error and Discrimination Performance

The discrimination performance also depends on MEGANE’s observation
errors (see Section 3.1). As EP decreased from 30% to 0%, D increased from
approximately 60% to more than 95% in both the reference and practical cases
(Table 2). MEGANE’s instrumental performance and initial MMX operation
plan estimates one-standard-deviation measurement uncertainties of 20% for Fe,
Si, and Th, and 33% for O, Mg, and Ca (Lawrence et al. (2019)). In this case,
D is approximated to 70%, meaning that the origin will be determined from
MEGANE observation in ∼ 70% of the possible cases considered in this study
using only measurements of these 6 elements.

The observation errors for gamma-ray spectroscopy are strongly dependent
on the total acquired measurement time and the altitude of the measurements.
The relative precision of MEGANE’s measurements can be improved if the
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Figure 6: Discrimination performance d on Fe-Si diagrams when modeled asteroidal fraction
for capture origin was 100% and for impact origin was(a) 30%, (b) 50% (reference case), (c)
70%, and (d) 30-70% (practical case), along with the compositional end-members (labels:
Mars (“M” in red); CC (“C” in yellow); OC (“O” in blue); EC (“E” in green); and Tagish
Lake (“TL” in black)). Note that modeled asteroidal fractions were used as criteria when we
judged the origin from the calculated mixing ratio (Section 2.2.2).
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MMX mission obtains MEGANE measurements beyond 10 days of total ac-
cumulated time at altitudes lower than the 1-body radius, under which are
the conditions for which the current sensitivities were estimated (Lawrence
et al. (2019); Nakamura et al. (2021)). Recently, Chabot et al. (2021) have
investigated the potential footprints of MEGANE observations using the three-
dimensional shape model of Phobos on the Small Body Mapping Tool (SBMT),
as described in Ernst et al. (2018). They have suggested that the MEGANE
data resolution from the planned MMX trajectories approximates or is coarser
than the independent spectral units on Phobos. Even with the larger MEGANE
error (EP = 30%), more than 60% of the compositional area derived a unique
solution to the formation hypothesis.

The use of additional elements will also improve discrimination performances.
For example, Lawrence et al. (2019) suggested that MEGANE will measure the
abundance of H, Na, K, Cl, and U in addition to the 6 elements used in this
study. We specifically discuss the use of K abundance in Section 4.4.3. Since
measurements of different element species have different measurement errors
(Lawrence et al. (2019)), applying different errors for different elements in our
model would be useful for more realistic estimates of the actual data analysis
to determine the formation scenario, although the same MEGANE errors for
all 6 elements were assumed in this study. The detailed MMX observation plan
determined in the future will enable this model to be updated for a more specific
discrimination performance.

4.3. Asteroid-type Classification

One of the science goals of the MMX mission is to reveal the origin of the
Martian moons to understand the processes for planetary formation and ma-
terial transport (Kuramoto et al. (2022)). MEGANE’s observations will help
to achieve the MMX science goals and to distinguish between the capture and
impact theories for Phobos’s formation. MEGANE data have the added poten-
tial to reveal the type of asteroid related to the origin as well as the formation
hypothesis. Previous studies also investigated the possibilities of asteroid or
meteorite type identification using gamma-ray spectroscopy data. For example,
Prettyman et al. (2012) showed with analysis of gamma-ray spectroscopic data
acquired by the Dawn spacecraft that there is a consistency of the composition
of 4 Vesta with HED meteorites, and Peplowski et al. (2015) also investigated
the similarity between asteroid 433 Eros and L- or LL-chondrite compositions.

For the quantitative evaluation, we defined classification performance C ,
Ccap, Cimp, which were given as

C =
n′
1 + n′

2

n1 + n2
× 100 [%], (14)

Ccap =
n′
1

n1
× 100 [%], (15)

Cimp =
n′
2

n2
× 100 [%]. (16)
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Note that n′
1 and n′

2 were the number of P classified into Case-1’ and -2’: P
was explained (Case-1’) by capture origin related to a unique asteroid type and
(Case-2’) by impact origin related to a unique impactor type. C represented
the ratio of P which enabled the classification of asteroid type, while Ccap and
Cimp only focused on capture and impact origins, respectively. Two-element
classification performances (c, ccap, and cimp) were also calculated in the same
way as described in Section 2.3.

Furthermore, final performances (F , Fcap, and Fimp) were defined as

F =
D

100

C

100
× 100 =

n′
1 + n′

2

n1 + n2 + n3
× 100 [%], (17)

Fcap =
Dcap

100

Ccap

100
× 100 =

n′
1

n1 + n2 + n3
× 100 [%], (18)

Fimp =
Dimp

100

Cimp

100
× 100 =

n′
2

n1 + n2 + n3
× 100 [%]. (19)

For the reference case, C of approximately 40% was derived (Table 3) when
we assumed the present-expected MEGANE error (EP = 20%; Lawrence et al.
(2019)), suggesting MEGANE’s potential to classify the asteroid type with 40%
probability when the formation hypothesis is determined, based on these 6
lithophile elements alone. C improved to 42.9 and 74.9% as EP decreased to
10 and 0%. Comparison between Ccap and Cimp indicates the relative difficulty
to classify the asteroid type in the case of the impact origin, which appears
natural considering that the mixing with Martian materials decreases the com-
positional variations between different compositions of asteroids. The variation
of c showed a similar trend to that of d. c was larger for compositions closer
to end-member compositions than for the intermediate compositions (Fig. 7a).
ccap and cimp were larger for asteroid-like and Mars-like compositions (Figs. 7b
and c).

Final performance F was 37.4% when EP = 20%, among which Fcap and
Fimp were 23.5 and 13.9%, respectively. When EP was changed between 0–30%,
Fcap was always larger than Fimp but they did not differ by a factor of 2.

In contrast to the reference case, the practical case calculation derived Fimp

larger than Fcap. This suggests that the asteroid classification is more difficult
for the capture origin than for the impact origin because the compositional
variation of P in the capture origin is smaller than that in the impact origin,
where the uncertainty of the mixing ratio makes the compositional variation
greater.

Several sets of asteroid end-members cannot be separated in the 6-element
compositional spaces because some chondrite groups have similar compositions.
For example, the compositions of CC groups (especially CO, CK, CV, and CR)
closely resemble each other, with a slight variation in Ca and Th abundances
(Table 1). Such compositional similarity can make the determination of asteroid
type difficult and reduce the value of C . However, our model can more efficiently
discriminate the groups within CC, OS, and EC classes.
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Figure 7: Classification performances (a) c, (b) ccap, and (c) cimp on Fe-Si diagrams when
modeled asteroidal fraction for impact origin was 50% (reference case), along with end-member
compositions (white label).
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EP [%]
Asteroidal fraction of 50% Asteroidal fraction of 30–70%

(reference case) (practical case)

C [%] Ccap [%] Cimp [%] F [%] C [%] Ccap [%] Cimp [%] F [%]

30 39.6 45.7 32.8 25.6 34.7 64.7 29.5 22.1
20 50.6 60.3 39.8 37.4 47.5 72.2 43.8 35.9
10 56.2 68.2 42.9 48.6 51.0 76.0 48.0 44.7
0 78.2 92.1 65.8 74.9 66.5 92.9 65.4 65.2

Table 3: Classification performances (C , Ccap, and Cimp; Eqs. 14–16) calculated for modeled
asteroidal fraction of 50% (reference case) and 30–70% (practical case).

4.4. Limitations and Applications of the Mixing Model

4.4.1. Formation scenarios not discriminated from MEGANE data

Among the 24 (12 asteroid types × 2 hypotheses) formation scenarios as-
sumed in our model, two combinations of formation scenarios were not ade-
quately discriminated when only considering the abundance of 6 lithophile ele-
ments: the capture of an L-type asteroid vs the impact of an EL-type asteroid;
and the capture of an H-type asteroid vs the impact of an EH-type asteroid.
These scenarios result in the most similar elemental compositions of Phobos
in our model, especially the two scenarios in the former combination result in
extremely close compositions that agree within a relative difference of < 3%.

4.4.2. Uncertainty of the Mixing Ratio

As shown in Section 3.2, discrimination performances were dependent on
the modeled asteroidal fraction for the impact origin. The actual mixing ra-
tio will be estimated from laboratory analysis such as high-precision isotopic
analysis of the returned samples from Phobos (Usui et al. (2020)). However,
MEGANE measurements will be performed several years before the sample anal-
ysis. Therefore, the practical model examined the results with a more realistic
range of 30–70% for the mixing ratio (Hyodo et al. (2017b)) to compare the re-
sults with the reference case. Since the mixing ratio will not yet be constrained
when we obtain MEGANE observation data in the future, analysis with a wide
range of possibilities will be needed. The practical model can be more useful in
realistic MEGANE data analysis. Therefore, MEGANE data should be revis-
ited after the sample analysis is completed using the sample-measured mixing
ratio.

4.4.3. The effect of volatile loss

Volatile elements are considered key elements to discriminate the formation
hypothesis because the giant impact may remove them from the impact-induced
disk due to the higher temperature than the vaporization values (Hyodo et al.
(2018)). For example, thermodynamic calculations by Pignatale et al. (2018)
showed variations in the mineralogy of Phobos’ building blocks depending on
the disk temperature. However, the effect of impact events on degassing from
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impact-induced disk materials is not yet fully understood and has not been ex-
amined in detail for consistency between the Moon-forming giant impact and the
volatile depletion that has been investigated throughout lunar studies (Canup
et al. (2015); Charnoz et al. (2021); Charnoz & Michaut (2015); Karato (2013);
Krähenbühl et al. (1973); Nakajima & Stevenson (2018); Pahlevan & Stevenson
(2008); Ringwood et al. (1987); Stevenson (1987)). In this context, there should
be a difference between observed volatile abundances and modeled volatile abun-
dances for the impact origin scenario, since our mixing model does not take the
preferential degassing into account. This would particularly affect K, given its
volatile nature. Nevertheless, this does not mean that volatile elements are
useless in our model. To demonstrate the performance of K abundances, dis-
crimination performances were calculated using 7 elements (6 elements + K),
assuming no loss of K during the impact formation process.

Adding K abundance resulted in D of 74.5, 83.7, and 96.8% for EP of 30,
20, and 10% when the modeled asteroidal fraction for the impact origin scenario
was 50% (reference case). Compared with the reference case (Table 2), D was
improved by approximately 5–10% for any EP . D of 100% was derived for
EP of 0%, which means that the origin can be completely distinguished if we
precisely know the actual 7-element compositions of Phobos. The improvement
of D may be because the K abundance is sensitive to the contamination of
Martian material due to the large variation in K abundance between Martian
and asteroidal compositions.

Considering again the uncertainty of the effect of preferential volatile loss,
the more reasonable and useful application of volatile data should be a forward-
solving approach. After the formation scenario is determined from the inverse-
solving using the 6 elements data, the modeled volatile abundance can be pre-
dicted by the forward-solving approach. By comparing the modeled abundance
with the observed abundance, the degassing ratio will be derived. This will
lead to a better understanding of the giant-impact event if that is the formation
origin of the Martian moons.

4.4.4. The effect of late accretion

Because Phobos has experienced a number of impact events after its forma-
tion, exogenic materials can deposit onto Phobos’ surface as late accretion. Here
we discuss the possibility to detect contamination of such exogenic materials.

A number of previous numerical studies (Hyodo et al. (2019); Hyodo &
Usui (2021); Ramsley & Head (2013a); Ramsley & Head (2013b); Ramsley
& Head (2017)) have suggested that Martian materials ejected from Mars by
asteroidal impacts should deposit on the surface of Phobos, regardless of its
origin. Thus, the returned samples acquired from the surface of Phobos by the
MMX spacecraft are expected to contain these Martian materials, leading to
the understanding of the habitability of Mars or providing a potential sign of
life (Fujita et al. (2019); Hyodo & Usui (2021); Kurosawa et al. (2019)).

However, the concentration of Martian ejecta in Phobos regolith measurable
by MEGANE is much smaller than the errors of the mixing ratio calculated with
our model and much smaller than will be measurable by MEGANE. Ramsley
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& Head (2013b) investigated the concentration of Martian ejecta delivered to
Phobos by comparing the flux of Martian materials and that of the solar system
projectile. The present concentration on the Phobos regolith was estimated
at ∼ 250 ppm within the surface ∼ 0.4m layer. Hyodo et al. (2019) updated
the estimate by assuming the five largest impact craters on Mars as the source
of Martian ejecta and derived a concentration of Martian ejecta and the solar
system projectiles of approximately ∼ 1000 and ∼ 10000 ppm, respectively. The
calculated errors were approximately 10–40% in absolute values, which is orders
of magnitude larger than the concentration of Martian materials (Ramsley &
Head (2013b); Hyodo et al. (2019)).

For further application, our model can be applied to the mixing of more than
2 components. In this study, we assumed the mixing of only two end-member
components: BSM and a chondritic component. However, our model is also
applicable to other cases, such as the mixing of several asteroid compositions or
the mixing between Mars and several impactors. The former is related to the
case where the parent body of the captured asteroid was formed by the impact
event of different types of asteroids and the latter to the case where several types
of impactors formed the impact-induced disk from which Phobos was formed.

5. Conclusion

This study constructed a mixing model that connected the origin of Pho-
bos and the elemental composition that will be measured by MEGANE for 6
lithophile elements (Fe, Si, O, Ca, Mg, and Th). Forward-solving predicts the
elemental composition of the surface of Phobos from a given formation scenario.
Inverse-solving discriminates the origin of the Martian moons from MEGANE
observation data by calculating the mixing ratio of Martian and asteroid compo-
nents. The modeled performances to discriminate between formation hypotheses
were calculated with varying the parameters of the mixing end-member compo-
sitions, the standard mixing ratio for the capture and impact origins, and the
MEGANE observation error.

Our model shows that the ability to discriminate Phobos’ origin scenario
strongly depended on the MEGANE error. In a reference case, the origin was
determined in 64.6% of the whole compositional area, when the MEGANE error
EP = 30%. As the observation error decreased to 20 and 10%, the discrimina-
tion performances became larger to 73.8 and 86.6%, respectively. In the practi-
cal case, accounting for uncertainties during the impact event suggests a mixing
ratio between 30 and 70% for the impact origin. In this case, MEGANE data
for these 6 lithophile elements can determine the origin with 70% probability
when EP = 20–30%, which is suggested by the initial MMX plan.

As an additional application of our model, we found that MEGANE data
may also be able to help classify the type of asteroid which was captured by or
impacted Mars. The classification performance was approximately 50% when
EP = 20%, which means that when the origin is determined from the composi-
tional measurement, the asteroid type is also determined with a probability of
50%, when these 6 lithophile elements are considered.
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The use of other elements in the calculation improved the discrimination per-
formance. For example, when we added another element K to the calculations,
the performances were improved by 5–10%. Note that due to the uncertainty
of possible volatile loss from an impact-induced disk, the abundance of K and
other volatile elements should be used for estimates of degassing ratios as well
as providing insight into Phobos’ origin.

This study identified the limitation of our mixing model for certain pairs of
formation scenarios; for example, the capture of an L-type asteroid and the im-
pact of an EL-type asteroid predict indistinguishably close compositions, making
it difficult for MEGANE observation to discriminate between them. However,
since these groups have distinct isotopic compositions, laboratory analysis of
returned samples will discriminate the origin (Fujiya et al. (2021); Usui et al.
(2020)). As well as the sample collection, the MMX spacecraft will carry other
scientific payloads such as a visible and near-infrared spectrometer, and a mass
spectrometer (Kuramoto et al. (2022); Usui et al. (2020)). Measurements by
them will provide data complementary to MEGANE data. The combination of
all these observations will reduce the candidate formation scenarios, which will
improve discrimination and classification performances. Observations during
the MMX mission will comprehensively advance the understanding of the origin
of Phobos.
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