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ABSTRACT: The research status and latest progress in the field of shape effect under hypervelocity impact conditions by re-
searchers at home and abroad in recent years were introduced, on the basis of analyzing the technical routes for studying the
shape effect of space debris under hypervelocity impact conditions at home and abroad. Based on the current situation of space
debris protection engineering requirements of domestic spacecraft, the development direction of the shape effect research of

space debris under hypervelocity impact conditions in China was discussed in combination with the research status and the latest
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progress.
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Tab.1 Distribution of debris shape in satellite impact experiment
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