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Abstract: China accomplished a historic milestone in 2020 when the mission Chang’e-5 (CE-5) to
the Lunar’s surface was successfully launched. An extraordinary component of this mission is the
“Lunar Regolith Penetrating Radar” (LRPR) housed within its lander, which currently stands as the
most advanced payload in terms of vertical resolution among all penetrating radars employed in
lunar exploration. This provides an unprecedented opportunity for high-precision research into the
interior structure of the shallow lunar regolith. Previous studies have achieved fruitful research
results based on the data from LRPR, updating our perception of the shallow-level regolith of the
Moon. This paper provides an overview of the new advancements achieved by the LRPR in observing
the basic structure of the shallow regolith of the Moon. It places special emphasis on the role played
by the LRPR in revealing details about the shallow lunar regolith’s structure, its estimated dielectric
properties, the provenance of the regolith materials from the landing area, and its interpretation of
the geological stratification at the landing site. Lastly, it envisions the application and developmental
trends of in situ radar technology in future lunar exploration.

Keywords: CE-5 mission; lunar regolith; dielectric properties; lunar radar detection; the Moon

1. Introduction

As the third phase, the CE-5 mission is part of the program of China’s lunar explo-
ration, characterized by the sequential “orbit (the CE-1 and CE-2 mission [1–3]), land
(the CE-3 mission and CE-4 [4–7]), and return (the CE-5 mission and future CE-6 mis-
sion [8–12])” strategy. In the year 2020, China achieved a significant triumph by flawlessly
executing the landing of the CE-5 within the Mons Rumker region on the lunar’s near
side (see Figure 1, [13]). The CE-5 mission achieved its objective, safely bringing back
a substantial cache of 1731 g of collected lunar samples to Earth [14–17]. This mission
gives a precious opportunity for scientists to answer many unresolved questions about
the formation and evolution of the Moon’s surface and the physical properties of the lunar
regolith [11,18–26]. This landmark achievement underscores the resounding success of the
initial three stages constituting China’s lunar exploration endeavor. In 2021, the China
National Space Administration (CNSA) announced the approval of the fourth phase of the
program of China’s lunar exploration, which is expected to establish an international lunar
base on the Moon around the year 2028. Currently, three years have passed since the success-
ful launch of the CE-5 mission, and scientists have made significant scientific achievements
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using the lunar samples and payloads carried by the CE-5 spacecraft [11,23,27–33]. Notably,
the radar instrument onboard the CE-5 lander has been utilized to assist in the drilling
process for drilling lunar samples [17,23]. Additionally, the LRPR represents the first de-
ployment of an array antenna with high precision for observing the shallow lunar regolith
structure [23,34,35].

Figure 1. The morphological context of the CE-5 landing site (adopted from Li et al. [13]), and CLEP
stands for China’s Lunar Exploration Project. (a) The comprehensive geological information was
obtained through the Digital Orthophoto Map (DOM) from CE-2, and the position of the CE-5 lander
is indicated by a red cross. (b) The Landing camera of CE-5 provided the image of the landing
location, and the CE-5 lander is inside the white box. (c) Topographic map captured by panoramic
camera of the CE-5.

To precisely investigate the internal structure of the shallow subsurface of the lunar
down to a depth of around∼3 m is the main scientific goal of the LRPR that the CE-5 lander
carried [23,34,35]. In the lunar case, a layer of loose regolith material covers the shallow
subsurface [36]. Its regolith is the product of space weathering and meteoroid impacts
on its surface [36], and its thickness varies across the Moon, often being about ∼5 m in
mare region and up to ∼10 m in highland regions [37–39]. According to earlier research,
the interior of the shallow regolith is made up mostly of fine-grained type of regolith, and
mixed with some rock fragments from ejecta [7,40–43]. The amount of rock fragments in
the shallow regolith relies on the maturity of the local regolith and is closely correlated
with the geological age of the surface in the area [44]. Generally, the lunar geological units
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with older geological ages exhibit higher regolith maturity and lower rock fragments [44].
Optical methods (e.g., spectrum and camera) lack penetrative capabilities, making radar a
primary tool for investigating the shallow regolith’s internal structure [6,45,46]. The depth
of the deepest drilling core collected during the Apollo 17 mission was about ∼3 m [47],
although the detection area of the drilling core is constrained. Drilling samples have been
utilized to explore the lunar regolith’s internal structure [48–50]. Therefore, it can be
said that in-situ radar is a potent instrument for subsurface investigation [7,40,41,51–53].
The CE-3 was the first mission to deploy a ground-penetrating radar for lunar surface
exploration, with its high-frequency radar achieving a resolution of 0.3 m within the
lunar regolith [5,51,54], and the CE-5 radar has a resolution of ∼5 cm within the lunar
regolith [34,35]. The basic parameters of the CE-3 and CE-5 radars can be found in detail
in Table 1. Therefore, the radar on CE-5 can disclose more precise structural data on the
shallow level of the subsurface.

Table 1. Main parameters of LRPR and LPR radar [5,34,54,55].

Radar LPR LRPR

Channel CH1 CH2 -
Center frequency 60 MHz 500 MHz 2000 MHz
Working bandwidth 40–80 MHz 250–750 MHz 1–3 Ghz
Detection depth ≥100 m ≥30 m ≥2 m
Vertical resolution ∼1 m ≤30 cm ∼5 cm

This paper will give an outline of the most recent research successes attained by the
CE-5 radar. It focuses on description of the lunar regolith detection instrument, LRPR
(see Section 3), radar imaging algorithms (see Section 3.5), radar-based observation of
the landing area’s shallow subsurface structure (see Section 4.2), estimation of the lunar
regolith’s loss tangent and dielectric permittivity in the landing region (Section 5), the
provenance analysis of lunar’s regolith at landing area (see Section 6), and the geological
stratigraphy interpretation of the radar observations (see Section 7).

2. Geological Setting of the CE-5 Landing Zone

On the Moon, CE-5 made a successful landing in the Oceanus Procellarum
region [14,56]. The precise coordinates for the CE-5 landing site are 43.06◦ latitude and
51.92◦ longitude [57]. P58 is the location of the landing site, which is defined by Hiesinger
et al. [58]. The P58 geological unit is ranked as the 58th among the 60 geological units in the
Oceanus Procellarum [58]. Prior to the CE-5 mission, it had not been explored by any in-situ
measurement. It is also one of the youngest mare regions on the lunar surface, making it a
suitable choice for the landing site due to it allows for the collection of samples from the
youngest geological unit, facilitating geological research [59]. Additionally, its relatively
gentle terrain facilitates the landing of the lander [60]. There was another alternative land-
ing site located in the southern region at approximately 43 ± 2◦S and 59 ± 10◦W. However,
it was not chosen as the primary landing site because it lacked diverse topographical
features and relatively high research value compared to the current landing area [59].

The P58 has a 1.2 to 3 Ga range in absolute model age [61–64], and was constrained as
2.0 Ga by measurement of the lunar samples [65,66]. The chosen landing site is located
at a distance of around 150 km from a dome-shaped volcanic feature Mons Rumker,
it encompasses a lava plateau with a total area of ∼4000 km2 [67]. Rima Sharp, the
Moon’s longest sinuous type of rille whose length is ∼566 km, lies 17 km from the area’s
boundary [68,69]. Within the landing area, there are numerous wrinkle ridges, with the
closest one located about 2 km away from the landing site [69].

In the context of CE-5’s landing zone, the lava fields exhibit very low slopes (∼2.7◦)
and moderately flat terrain [60]. Numerous impact craters of small size (less than 1 km in
diameter) are present in the vicinity of this region. The largest nearby crater is situated
approximately 6 km northwest of the landing site with a diameter of ∼780 m [69]. In the
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20 × 20 km region of the CE-5 landing site, surface content analysis suggests that the
majority (92–96%) of the area contains between 16–19 wt% of FeO and 4–7 wt% of TiO2 [69],
as shown in Figure 2. The average FeO abundance is approximately 17.4 wt%, consistent
with typical lunar mare basalts. The lunar mare basalts are fairly titanium-rich, as shown
by the average TiO2 abundance level of 5.9 wt% [69]. The levels of FeO and TiO2 on the
surface of the lunar have a direct impact on how well electromagnetic radar waves can
penetrate the surface [46]. It is clear from Figure 2, that the material composition of the CE-5
landing site has radar electromagnetic wave absorption characteristics that are comparable
to those of the CE-3 landing site [42,70,71].

Figure 2. FeO (a) and TiO2 (b) concentration distribution maps in the CE-5 landing location, adopted
from Qiao et al. [69].

3. Lunar Regolith Penetrating Radar (LRPR)
3.1. Concise Description of the CE-5 Radar System

The CE-5 lander’s LRPR is a time-domain pulsed radar designed for subsurface detec-
tion on the Moon [34,35]. The CE-5 radar employs a time-domain technology rather than
a frequency-domain technology, primarily due to the well-established and engineering-
friendly nature of time-domain radar technology. Furthermore, it has already been suc-
cessfully applied in the earlier CE-3 and CE-4 missions. While frequency-domain radar
offers higher resolution and greater penetration capabilities compared to time-domain
radar [72,73], the design of its radar system is more complex, and its system stability is
inferior to that of time-domain radar. Generally, the preference for payload design tends to
favor mature technology and stable systems in lunar exploration.

For the first time in history, antenna array radar has been used for lunar exploration
and subsurface investigation [55]. It consists of 12 irregularly arranged butterfly antennas
(Figure 3), and it works between the frequencies of 1–3 GHz (for detailed parameters,
refer to Table 1). The LRPR’s basic operating concept is as follows [12,34,35,55]: one
antenna emits an ultra-wideband carrier-free picoseconds pulse signal towards the lunar
surface, generating electromagnetic waves that penetrate the lunar regolith. Simultaneously,
the other 11 antennas receive signals reflected from points or surfaces with different
electromagnetic properties in the surrounding medium.

A total of 132 data traces with a time window of 55 ns and a time sampling interval
of 18.3 ps are produced and received by the 12 antennas [34]. When stationary, the LRPR
can transmit data on the surface to the subsurface depth of ∼2 m [23,74,75]. Through
the analysis of the radar dataset, imaging of the drilling area can be achieved, providing
valuable information support for drilling and sampling collection [23,35].
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Figure 3. Layout diagram of LRPR radar antenna array, adopted form Ding et al. [11]. The inset
image in the lower left corner represents the antennas’ position, with the typical spacing between
antennas being 12 cm.

The main objective of the radar carried on the CE-5 lander is to assist in drilling and
sampling activities, providing real-time observations of the subsurface conditions of the
lunar regolith. Another scientific goal is to investigate the fine structure of the lunar regolith.
The radar is designed to be positioned on the bottom of the lander and is not capable of
mobility. Its detection range in the horizontal direction is limited to 1.5 m. The CE-5’s
radar characteristics are different from those of its forerunners, e.g., the CE-3 & CE-4 radars
(Table 1). The CE-5 radar operates at a higher frequency (e.g., 2 GHz), whereas the high-
frequency radar frequencies of CE-3 and CE-4 are at 500 MHz. This higher frequency allows
CE-5 radar to achieve a higher vertical resolution (e.g., 5 cm in lunar regolith), compared to
the corresponding performance of 0.3 m for CE-3 and CE-4 high-frequency radar [7,34,54].
However, the penetration depth of the CE-5 radar is not as deep as that of the CE-3 and
CE-4. This difference in frequency design is related to their respective scientific objectives.
To aid in drilling regolith cores of the lunar, the CE-5 mission has been launched, providing
detailed interpretations of the shallow internal structure of the lunar regolith [23,34]. In
contrast to the high-frequency LRPR radar used in CE-5, the Lunar Penetrating Radar (LPR)
carried by CE-3 and CE-4 operates at relatively lower frequencies to perform penetrating
observations [5,76,77]. The LPR is a surface penetrating radar that works in the time
domain [54], and the LPR radar consists of two detection channels. The first channel is
called “CH1” and operates between 40 and 80 MHz, having capabilities to penetrate the
subsurface depth of many ∼100 m with high vertical resolution [40,54,70]. Along the
rover’s route, this channel is utilized to identify the crust structure of the lunar at a shallow
level. The second channel is called “CH2” and operates between 250–750 MHz [54]. Its
vertical resolution is about <30 cm and its penetration depth is around 50 m [78]. Along the
Yutu rover’s course of travel, this channel is utilized to investigate the structure thickness
of the regolith of the Moon [7,51].

3.2. Preprocessing of Radar Data

The LRPR radar undergoes several preprocessing steps before radar data imaging, as
detailed including [79]:

1. Sample time calibration: This procedure is conducted to rectify any irregularities
in the sampling interval, ensuring uniformity. The sampling time intervals at the
instrument level are not constant. Therefore, we need to access the sampling time axis
data to calibrate the radar observation. The sampling time axis data represents the
actual sampling times of each sampling point when the LRPR acquires a scientific
dataset. This data is obtained through ground calibration experiments. The actual
scientific data’s time axis data can be obtained by using the parameter “sampling start
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position” to look up the actual sampling time for each point within the sampling time
axis data.

2. Bandpass filtering: This step is employed to effectively eliminate system noise and
direct current components.

3. Delay correction: LRPR employs a single transmitter and a single receiver, and
different channels are switched using a switching matrix, resulting in varying delays
in different channels. Delay correction is performed to address this issue.

4. Background removal: The signals emitted by the antenna undergo multiple cou-
plings/reflections between the antenna and the lander, generating interference in the
form of clutter that severely affects the imaging of underground targets. This step
aims to remove such background noise.

Once the preprocessing is completed, radar imaging can be carried out to obtain radar
images with reduced interference and improve the quality of the radar image.

3.3. Calibration or Ground Validation

The ground experiment is a crucial step in evaluating the radar detection capability and
imaging algorithms. Before the CE-5 radar was launched, Xiao et al. [34] and Li et al. [35]
conducted extensive ground validation experiments. Figure 4a illustrates a full-scale model
of a CE-5 lander equipped with the LRPR (shown in Figure 4b. The LRPR is positioned at
the lower section of the lander, approximately 0.89 m above the lunar surface [34]. Directly
below the model is a concrete pool (shown in Figure 4c) filled with simulated lunar regolith
material made from volcanic ash [34]. The measured dimensions of the pool are depth,
width, and length are 2.5 m, 3 m, and 7 m respectively. It contains buried target objects,
such as metal spheres, square plastic plates, and irregularly shaped basalt rocks (shown in
Figure 4e) [35].

Figure 4. Experimental site and conditions for ground verification of CE-5 LRPR (modified from
Xiao et al. [34], Li et al. [35]). (a) The LRPR carried by the lander model. (b) The structure of the test
site. (c) Targets excavation. (d) The LRPR deployed on the lunar regolith simulant. (e) The location of
the buried targets within the lunar regolith simulant.
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Five ground measurement experiments were conducted by burying different target
objects. The background of the surface echoes was also obtained in the experiment by
measuring the surface of the simulation layer covered with the material absorbing the
electromagnetic waves [79]. The results of radar images after different processing methods
are shown in Figure 5.

–

–

–

Figure 5. Radar images acquired from the ground experiments, adopted from Feng et al. [79].
(a) Raw radargram. (b) Processed radargram after applying delay correction, bandpass filtering, and
sampling calibration. (c) Radargram after background removal.

3.4. Estimation of Velocity Spectrum of the Radar Image

The LRPR data goes through automatic gain control before velocity spectrum esti-
mation to enhance weak signals from deeper levels and ensure that there is enough total
energy. As the top and bottom of the simulated lunar regolith layer are flat. All midpoints
fall within a comparatively smaller area than the LRPR aperture. The radar-observed data
traces are considered as if they have an identical midpoint. Based on cross-correlations
of the traces utilizing the common midpoint (CMP), the velocity spectrum analysis is
conducted. The coherence of signals between various traces is computed along specific test
velocities defined as trajectories or paths. The stacked coherence power can be plotted on a
velocity-time image, and the coherence power varies with different test velocities [79].

The measurement of coherence is typically represented by the non-normalized type of
cross-correlation and is given by the equation [80]:

CC(τ, v) =
N−1

∑
i=1

N

∑
j=i+1

[
Ai,ti Aj,tj + Hi,ti Hj,tj

]
(1)

N is the quantity of traces in the CMP set, while j and i are trace numbers. Ai, ti, and
Hi, ti are the imaginary and real parts of LRPR data after Hilbert transform in the i− th
trace at ti, and ti is determined by both the two-way zero offset travel (TZT) time and the
experimentally derived propagation velocity v.

ti =

√
x2

i + v2τ2

v
(2)

According to Equation (1), the envelope velocity spectrum can be obtained (as shown
in Figure 6). Two peaks can be pinpointed at the spectrum’s upper and lower extremities,
corresponding to pronounced reflection events occurring at the interface between the lunar
regolith and vacuum layer, as well as at the bottom. The chosen time corresponds to the
TZT time of these reflections, while the selected velocity is referred to as the stacking
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velocity. Additionally, the velocity of the lunar regolith layer can be calculated using the
Dix formula [81]:

vint ,2 =

√
v2

sta,2τ2 − v2
sta,1τ1

τ2 − τ1
(3)

where vsta,1 and vsta,2 represent the stacking velocity of the vacuum and regolith layer
respectively. vint,2 signifies the interval velocity, representing the speed of propagation
for electromagnetic waves within the lunar regolith. After obtaining vint,2, the dielectric
permittivity of the lunar regolith layer can be determined by establishing a relationship
between dielectric permittivity and electromagnetic wave velocity. By applying the equa-
tion mentioned above, according to Feng et al. [79] electromagnetic waves in lunar regolith
propagate at a speed of about 0.173 m/ns (Figure 6a). The speed at which electromagnetic
waves typically propagate through lunar regolith is this [7,36].

×

Figure 6. Estimation of velocity spectrum for LRPR data (adopted from Feng et al. [79]). (a) Envelope
velocity spectrum. (b) The geometric path of electromagnetic wave propagation in two media.

3.5. Radar Imaging Algorithm

The research on LRPR radar imaging algorithms mainly includes Li et al. [75] and
Feng et al. [79]. Li et al. [75] provide a migration imaging technique of an advanced prestack
depth rooted in the Kirchhoff integral principle. Feng et al. [79] offer an imaging method
that is derived from SAR (Synthetic Aperture Radar) validation and imaging by processed
data from ground-based experiments [79]. Furthermore, the latest study also introduces an
imaging technique grounded in synthetic imaging principles drawn from the field of radio
astronomy [12].

The radar imaging algorithm of diffraction stacking migration is highly flexible
and applicable to various array configurations. Its process entails the reverse-time back-
propagation of each time-domain trace collected, effectively relocating the observed reflec-
tions to their accurate spatial positions. The array radar antenna data imaging algorithm
used in the CE-5 mission mainly adopts this approach, e.g., Feng et al. [79] conducted
detailed research on this algorithm. The main steps of the algorithm are as follows:

1. First step: Integrate the signals that have been propagated backward from traces
all within the aperture of radar, culminating in the comprehensive computation of diffrac-
tion stacking for the region of migration. An improved migration formula using cross-
correlation is used to achieve better imaging results, as shown in the following equation:

I(x, z) = ∑N−1
i=1 ∑N

j=i+1

[
wi(x, z) · Ai,∆ti(x,z) · wj(x, z) · Aj,∆tj(x,z)

+wi(x, z) · Hi,∆ti(x,z) · wj(x, z) · Hj,∆tj(x,z)

] (4)
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where the y = 0 plane is taken as the migration plane. I(x, z) represents the reflection
intensity at a certain point (x, 0, z). The weighting coefficient, wi(x, z), is employed to
account for compensating energy losses brought on by spherical spreading and medium
absorption. Following the Hilbert transform, Hi,∆ti(x,z) and Ai,∆ti(x,z) represent imaginary
and the real parts of the observation of radar at the trip time of two-way along the i-th trace.

2. Second step: Calculate the two-way travel time. For the time ∆ti(x, z), it can
be calculated based on the geometric relationships shown in Figure 6b using the follow-
ing equation:

∆ti(x, z) =
(
√

ε1RT1 +
√

ε2RT2) + (
√

ε1RR1 +
√

ε2RR2)

c
(5)

where the values of permittivity of two layers two as determined via velocity estimate are
denoted by ε1 and ε2, respectively. RT1, RT2, RR1, RR2 represent the propagation paths of
electromagnetic waves (as shown in Figure 6b), displayed as the following equations:

RR1 =
√

h2 + d2
Ri + y2

Ri

RR2 =
√

z2 + (|x− xRi| − dRi)
2 + y2

Ri

RT1 =
√

h2 + d2
Ti + y2

Ti

RT2 =
√

z2 + (|x− xTi| − dTi)
2 + y2

Ti

(6)

Their calculations can be combined with dTi, dRi (distances from the refractive points
on the surface layer to the transmitting or receiving antenna), xTi, yTi, xRi, yRi (coordinates
of the receiving and transmitting antennas for the i− th trace), and h (distance from the
receiving and transmitting antennas to the lunar regolith). For dRi, it can be calculated
according to Snell’s law, and dTi is the same as:

√
ε2

dRi√
h2 + d2

Ri

=
√

ε1
|x− xRi| − dRi√

z2 + (|x− xRi| − dRi)
2

(7)

3. Third step: Calculate the weighting coefficients for Equation (4). The weighting
coefficients can be calculated using the following formula:

wi = (RT1 + RT2 + RR1 + RR2) · exp(α · (RT2 + RR2) (8)

where α denotes the attenuation coefficient of electromagnetic waves within a medium
characterized by losses, defined as:

α =
2π

λ0

√
ε2

[
1
2

(√
1 + tan2 δ− 1

)] 1
2

(9)

where λ0 is the wavelength. The parameter tan δ is the loss tangent of the material for elec-
tromagnetic wave propagation. Typically, the loss tangent of lunar regolith is significantly
less than 1 [36], and with an approximation, the above formula can be simplified to

α =
π

λ0

√
ε2 tan δ (10)

4. The final step is to calculate ∆tj(x, z) and wj(x, z) similarly, then input the results
into Equation (4) to compute the pixel value for each individual in the grid of the lunar
regolith simulation. After calculating the pixel values for all, the migrated radar image can
be obtained, as shown in Figure 7.
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Figure 7. Core sampling scene of the CE-5 mission on the Moon’s surface (adopted from Zheng et al. [17].
(a) Layout of drilling equipment. (b) Schematic diagram of drilling mechanism. (c) Drilling Scenario.

From Figure 7, we have noted that the interfaces between the vacuum/regolith layer
and the metallic bottom are distinctly visible due to the presence of the most pronounced
reflections. The plastic plates and metal spheres are imaged with precise localization, but
the diffraction characteristics of electromagnetic waves obscure their exact physical size
and shape. On the other hand, the radar images do not render a clear depiction of the basalt
rocks. This can be attributed primarily to their relatively small radar cross-sections and
irregular shapes. This suggests that accurately imaging irregular rocks with dimensions
smaller than 19 cm poses a greater challenge for the CE-5 radar system [79]. Additionally,
there are issues of clutter and meaningless imaging results in the imaging plots that still
need to be resolved.

3.6. Possibility for Solving Cluttered Imaging

Based on the imaging results shown in Figure 8, while the positions of the plastic plate
and metal sphere are accurately represented, the irregular rock blocks with a diameter
smaller than 19 cm are difficult to locate due to imaging noise and interference. Solving the
issue of imaging noise becomes essential when there is a need for precise localization of
such objects and a demand for clearer imaging results. Yang et al. [82] proposed a method
to handle imaging noise. According to their study, to reduce the noise, they rotated the
radar main beam’s transmission direction and imaged it before and after the rotation. By
fusing the images obtained before and after the rotation using the Hadamard product,
they significantly reduced the noise. The principle is to use strong radar signal data from
the main beam transmission for imaging, thereby reducing noise caused by weak signals
from the side beams. However, strong radar signals can also cause noise. By rotating the
radar main beam’s transmission direction, the trace of strong radar signals differs, and the
noise positions in the imaging are different. Since the target positions remain fixed, fusing
the two imaging results can eliminate noise from different positions while preserving the
target imaging.

Figure 8. Radar imaging results of CE-5 ground experiment [79], in which the arrows indicate areas with
clutters. (a–e) are migration results for five different test scenarios proposed in Feng et al. [79]’s paper.
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The core idea of the method proposed in Yang et al. [82]’s paper is to “multiply” two
different radar images with different noise positions to obtain a radar image with reduced
noise and containing target information. Based on this idea, we can speculate that to
address the imaging noise in LRPR radar, it may be necessary to obtain radar images with
the same target positions but different noise positions. Since LRPR radar operates in a static
state, and the radar signal transmitter does not rotate, it is not possible to generate images
with different noise positions by transmitting signals in different directions. Therefore, to
obtain images with consistent target positions without modifying the equipment, it might
be necessary to address this issue through data processing and possibly with different
imaging algorithms. For the data processing, the experiment’s results of Zhang et al. [12]
revealed that the data collected from the Moon exhibits a deviation of approximately
0.850 ns when compared to the data acquired through ground experiments. The calibration
of cable delay parameters used is also a crucial step that requires attention [74,75,79]. Based
on the position of direct coupling waves and LRPR hardware design, a delay model was
developed by Zhang et al. [12] to estimate the cable delay of LRPR, which offers a credible
way for calibrating LRPR data and may contribute to reducing cluttered imaging.

4. Radar Observation of the Lunar Regolith’s Interior Structure
4.1. Overview of Drilling and Sampling

Drilling and sampling the shallow subsurface of the moon’s regolith is one of the
mission’s key goals of CE-5. The entire drilling process lasted for 39 min, and the layout
and specific illustrations of the drilling device are depicted in Figure 7a,b [17]. Figure 7c
depicts a drilling scene as captured by a monitoring camera that was positioned at the base
of the lander. Notably, the drill core presented in the image possesses an inner diameter of
1.5 cm and an outer diameter of 3.3 cm [13].

During the drilling process, the relevant equipment records real-time data on the
drill bit pressure to obtain resistance information of the contact material. Additionally, the
drilling system keeps a per-second record of the photoelectric encoder’s rotation angle.
Following conversion, this angle information is translated into the depth of the drill bit [23].

4.2. Imaging of Shallow Surface Structure of the Lunar Regolith

The LRPR first conducts an imaging operation before the lander starts the drilling
procedure. The imaging result obtained from this operation guides the sampling and
drilling process, helping the drill bit avoid damage in rocky areas [23]. Due to the highly
challenging profile conditions of the lunar regolith, the entire drilling and coring procedure
was halted at an approximate depth of ∼1 m [11,83]. Once the drilling is done, the equip-
ment seals the sample inside the drill core and sends it to the ascender while leaving behind
the outer metal drill pipe. Subsequently, the LRPR conducts another local measurement
and imaging [17], and these are calculated using the aforementioned imaging algorithm
applied to preprocessed radar data, and they are compared with the depth-drill pressure
chart (as shown in Figure 9a–c). Figure 9d–f depict the imaging results based on the CE-5
radar by Feng et al. [25]. The only significant difference between the radar imaging findings
of Feng et al. [25] and Su et al. [23] is the dynamic range of the pictures they employ.

These radar images, boasting a resolution of around 5 cm, unveiled structures situated
approximately 2.5 m beneath the superficial layer of the lunar’s regolith. It is worth noting
that these observations were made under the assumption of a relative permittivity of 2.48 for
the lunar regolith [23]. However, structures within approximately 20 cm beneath the lunar
surface are obscured due to the strong echoes from the area under the lander, preventing
accurate imaging. Analyzing the images in Figure 9a,b and considering the depth-drill
pressure, it can be observed that before the drill bit reaches a depth of approximately 25 cm,
the drill pressure is relatively small (around 112 N), indicating that the drill bit is in a
uniform, low-density, and loose lunar regolith area.

After reaching approximately 25 cm, the drill pressure starts to increase sharply and
reaches a peak of 345 N at 29 cm. At this point, the radar imaging also shows strong
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reflections, suggesting a higher density material compared to the surroundings, possibly
indicating rock fragments embedded in the lunar regolith. After approximately 40 cm, the
drill bit passes through this dense material area, and the drill pressure begins to decrease,
and the radar imaging shows lower reflectivity, indicating that the drill bit re-enters a low-
density lunar regolith region. At the depth of 75 cm, the drill pressure sharply increases to
437 N, and the strong reflection in the radar imaging suggests that the drill bit has reached
a more challenging rock fragment area. Between 75 cm and 80 cm, the drill pressure starts
to decrease, and it rises again to 445 N at approximately 88 cm, indicating that the drill
bit has passed through two closely spaced rock fragment areas, which corresponds to the
strongly reflected layers in the radar imaging (in Figure 9, as shown by the red arrows).
At around 100 cm, the drill bit re-enters a low-density lunar regolith area, and the drilling
process stops [23].

– – – –

Figure 9. The CE-5 radar observations on the lunar surface (adopted from Su et al. [23] and
Feng et al. [25]). (a) Drill a bit of pressure with depth. (b) Radar imaging before drilling. (c) Radar
imaging after drilling. The white line represents the drill pipe. (d–f) are the imaging results of
Feng et al. [25].

5. Dielectric Properties of the Lunar Regolith at the Landing Site
5.1. Radar Inversion of Dielectric Permittivity and Loss Tangent

The reflection coefficient at the boundary between the lunar’s regolith and the vacuum
can be used to estimate the permittivity (εr) of the regolith of the Moon. The following
equation describes the connection between the magnitude of the incident signal and the
permittivity εr [35]:

εr =

(
Am + A
Am − A

)2
(11)

where Am denotes the incident signal’s amplitude, which was measured during ground
experiments utilizing a substantial metal plate placed beneath the CE-5 lander prototype,
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replicating the same conditions as those experienced on the simulated lunar surface. A
represents the echo signal’s amplitude as it is reflected off the lunar’s surface. This formula
is widely used in the radar-derived relative permittivity of the planetary surface materi-
als [84–86]. The estimated relative permittivity and loss tangent of the lunar regolith by the
LRPR is shown in Figure 10.

With the obtained dielectric permittivity, the bulk density (in g/cm3) of lunar re-
golith can be estimated using the following empirical equation obtained from laboratory
measurements of the Apollo samples [36]:

εr = 1.919ρ (12)

Figure 10. Dielectric permittivity and loss tangent estimation using the radar data [23]. (a) a graph
showing the estimated permittivity’s histogram. (b) The histogram of the estimated permittivity.
(c–f) Comparison of depth and average power, the red fitting curve indicates the attenuation rate of
radar waves.

The imaginary component of permittivity signifies the medium’s ability to absorb
energy from electromagnetic waves, leading to energy loss [87]. To calculate the attenuation
caused by losses, adjustments were made to the radar equation to account for the effects of
geometric spreading and scattering. When calculating the loss tangent, only the adjacent
antennas of the LRPR radar, spaced at 0.12 m, were considered, and the formula is as
follows [88]:

tan δ = 1.0989× 107 η

f
√

εr
(13)

where η denotes the rate of attenuation which is determined by adjusting the slope of the
corrected signal for spreading and backscatter concerning distance. Here, permittivity and
central frequency are denoted by εr and f , respectively.

Figure 10 shows the permittivity estimation of the lunar surface is ∼2.48 and the loss
tangent is ∼0.013 [23]. Furthermore, the content of FeO + TiO2 from the loss tangent can be
estimated using the following empirical formula:

tan δ = 100.038(FeO+TiO2)%+0.312ρ−3.26 (14)
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5.2. Laboratory Measurements of Loss Tangent and Dielectric Permittivity by Lunar Samples

We estimated using the reflection coefficient method and compared it with data
obtained from laboratory measurements of the CE-5 samples [23]. The measurement
procedure encompassed determining the dielectric permittivity of the lunar surface sample
from the CE-5 mission using the coaxial transmission line method. Subsequently, the loss
tangent and dielectric permittivity were calculated using an iterative approach using the
parameters of scattering [89,90].

The loss tangent and dielectric permittivity of the regolith samples of lunar were
estimated using the aforementioned technique, yielding values of∼0.014 and∼3.04, respec-
tively, shown in Figure 11. These results align with measurements obtained from Apollo
samples [23,36]. The density of the lunar regolith was measured to be 1.58 ± 3 mg/cm3

based on a sample cage volume of 0.323 cm3 and a sample weight of 0.51 g ± 0.1 mg.
Additionally, the content of TiO2 and FeO in weight percentage (wt%) was determined
using catalytic WD-XRF and AXIOS minerals measurements [23]. The determined content
of TiO2 and FeO in weight percentage was found to be 5.0 ± 0.06% and 22.5 ± 0.33%, which
are in line with the previous orbiting observations [23,69].

Figure 11. The findings were obtained through laboratory tests of lunar regolith samples collected
during the CE-5 mission for loss tangent and dielectric permittivity (adopted from Su et al. [23]).
(a,b) In the frequency band range of 1–3 GHz, the relative loss tangent and dielectric permittivity
of the regolith sample from the CE-5 mission were subsequently calculated. (c) Measurements of
the Apollo sample were used to determine the link between dielectric permittivity and bulk density.
(d) The relationship between the loss tangent and the wt% content of TiO2 + FeO.

In conclusion, the real component of the permittivity estimated by the LRPR (∼2.48) is
smaller than the value (∼3.04) measured in the laboratory regolith samples. This difference
might be attributed to the compaction experienced by samples of lunar regolith during the
process of measurement at the laboratory, as indicated by the higher density value recorded
(∼1.58 g/cm3) obtained in the laboratory compared to the LRPR radar measurements
(∼1.39 g/cm3 and ∼1.15 g/cm3). The LRPR radar also derives the loss tangent value of
∼0.013 from the attenuation rate of electromagnetic waves in the loss material, which agrees
with the laboratory-measured value of ∼0.014. Additionally, utilizing the LRPR radar’s
computed loss tangent values, the FeO + TiO2 content was estimated to be ∼24.7 wt%
and ∼26.7 wt%, which is in agreement with the laboratory-measured value of ∼27.5 wt%.
Therefore, the LRPR radar-derived loss tangent of the lunar regolith is generally consistent
with the laboratory measurements [23].
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6. The History of the Lunar Regolith at the Landing Zone

When an impact crater forms, ejecta will be deposited around the crater [91]. The
crater’s morphology may typically predict how much ejecta will be produced, while the
diameter and distance from the crater’s center typically define how thick the ejecta deposit
will be [91]. Generally, the deposit of ejecta is thickest around the crater and decreases
outward from the impact crater. According to the model for ejecta deposit thickness
proposed by Sharpton [92], one can calculate the contribution of each crater around the
CE-5 landing area to the thickness value of ejecta deposit at a certain distance from each
crater. The calculated equation can be exhibited as:

T = 0.014(±0.004)R1.01
( r

R

)−3
for simple craters (15)

T = 3.95(±1.19)R0.399
( r

R

)−3
for complex craters (16)

where T represents the thickness of the ejecta, in meters. R stands for the crater’s rim radius
and r for the radial distance to the crater’s center. The two equations correspond to simple
and complex craters, and the differentiation between these two types of craters is based on
their diameters, where craters with diameters smaller than 17 km should use Equation (15).
As all craters within 20 km around the CE-5 landing area are much smaller than 17 km,
Jai et al. [93] adopted Equation (15) to calculate the ejecta contribution.

The calculation process involves dividing the potential craters contributing to the
ejecta deposit in the CE-5 landing area into five ranges from the sampling site [93]: within
1 km, 1–2 km, 2–5 km, 5–10 km, and 10–20 km (as shown in Figure 12). The estimate
includes any craters that are visible within the one-kilometer range, while for the other four
ranges, the minimum diameter of craters contributing an ejecta thickness of approximately
0.1 mm is used as the cutoff, and craters larger than this diameter are taken into account [93].

Figure 12. The craters around the area of CE-5 landing (adopted from Jia et al. [93]). (a) Red circles
indicate the locations of each source crater in unit P58. (b) Source craters within 40 km. (c) Source
craters within 1 km. Red star indicates the location of the CE-5 lander.

In the research conducted by Jia et al. [93], they calculated a total of 1892 craters around
the landing area. The results showed that these 1892 craters contributed a thickness of
total ejecta deposit of 55.8 cm to the CE-5 landing site. Within 1 km of the landing site,
craters contributed 51.7 cm to the ejecta thickness. Furthermore, they identified 12 craters
within the 1 km range, with a range of diameters from 61 m to 409 m, which collectively
contributed 48 cm to the ejecta deposit thickness. These craters are named C1 to C12 based
on their contribution values, with C1 being the crater with the highest contribution and C12
with the lowest (as shown in Figure 12c, and the data can be found in Table 2). Among the
12 craters, the one with the highest contribution value is C1, located at 43.062°N, 51.936°W)
and has a diameter of 408.5 m, also known as Xu Guangqi Crater.

The Xu Guangqi crater is approximately 440 m away from the landing site. According
to Jia et al. [93], the Xu Guangqi crater is the main source of ejecta at the sample location in
the landing region, contributing around 30 cm to the thickness of the ejecta deposit. The
crater boasts a depth of approximately 55 m and showcases a smoothly worn rim that
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has been subject to degradation, with smaller craters overlapping. Notably, two distinct
fresh craters near the southern edge stand out as the most prominent features, originating
roughly one million years ago [69,94].

The second-largest contribution comes from C2, with a diameter of 104.6 m, contribut-
ing about 12 cm to the ejecta deposit thickness. C3 crater contributes only about 1.9 cm [93],
and the remaining nine craters have contribution values equal to or less than 1 cm, thus
not detailed in the description. If we use Equation (16) to estimate the ejecta layer thick-
ness surrounding the CE-5 landing location, the results may differ significantly from the
calculations based on Equation (15), as demonstrated in Qian et al. [94]. In Qian et al. [94]’s
study, they selected 736 craters (designated as IC-1 to IC-736, with IC standing for Impact
Crater) that potentially contributed to the thickness level of the ejecta layer in the landing
region. They arranged the results based on the magnitude of the ejecta contributions (see
Table 2). The study also calculated the contributions of ejecta from craters larger than 1 km
in diameter. However, even the most significant contribution among these did not surpass
the most minor listed contribution, so it needs to be further discussed.

Table 2. Contribution to ejecta deposit thickness from Qian et al. [94] (marked in background color
gray) and Jia et al. [93] (marked in background color white), and there is the contribution of ejecta
materials from large craters to the CE-5 landing area [95].

No. Crater Longitude (°) Latitude (°) Diameter (m) Contribution (cm)
IC-396 −51.932 43.066 419 404.61 C1 −51.936 43.062 408.5 30.0
IC-265 −51.92 43.059 98 312.72 C2 −51.922 43.056 104.6 12.0
IC-266 −51.917 43.054 72 45.63 C3 −51.907 43.070 225.4 1.9
IC-259 −51.916 43.059 11 33.94 C4 −51.916 43.073 194.3 1.0
IC-261 −51.915 43.058 9 23.55 C5 −51.911 43.062 105.9 0.9
IC-320 −51.909 43.064 104 19.66 C6 −51.917 43.047 114.9 0.8
IC-406 −51.906 43.072 187 177 C7 −51.909 43.047 124.8 0.6
IC-400 −51.915 43.049 111 16.38 C8 −51.911 43.067 127.6 0.4
IC-268 −51.914 43.059 25 15.99 C9 −51.944 43.035 225.6 0.4
IC-263 −51.917 43.059 20 14.110 C10 −51.914 43.06 61.0 0.4
IC-440 −51.908 43.049 121 12.111 C11 −51.927 43.048 100.9 0.3
IC-262 −51.917 43.058 10 10.912 C12 −51.945 43.070 168.3 0.2

Large crater (>17 km):

Harpalus −43.490 52.730 39,770 10.2

Copernicus −20.060 9.640 94,300 7.6

Aristarchus −47.490 23.740 40,140 2.7

Harding −71.680 43.540 23,040 0.9

Kepler −38.000 8.110 30,120 0.2
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According to their calculations (Qian et al. [94]), the top 12 contributors’ magnitudes
are greater than the top 12 contributors in Jia et al. [93]. While both studies share the
same top two craters in terms of contribution, the third and subsequent contributors differ.
For instance, C3 in Jia et al. [93] corresponds to IC-406 in Qian et al. [94]. Regarding the
percentage of contribution, the Xu Guangqi crater had a contribution of 30 cm, accounting
for approximately 53.8% of the total (55.8 cm) in the Jia et al. [93]’s study, while C2 had
a contribution of 12 cm, approximately 21.5%. In the later study by Qian et al. [94], the
Xu Guangqi crater contributed 404.6 cm, accounting for about 36.9% of the total (1096 cm),
and IC-265 (corresponding to C2 in Jia et al. [93]’s study) accounted for around 28.5% of
the total contributions. Although the two calculation methods yield different magnitudes,
the distribution of contributions is roughly similar, which is consistent with the notion
that the amount of ejecta produced is influenced by the crater’s size and proximity to the
landing region.

Two empirical formulas are employed in studies concerning the ejecta deposition
of surface regolith in the landing area. However, there is a disparity in the formulas uti-
lized. Qian et al. [94] utilized Equation (16), while Jia et al. [93] utilized Equation (15). Sharp-
ton [92] mentions that impact craters with diameters smaller than approximately 15–20 km
typically exhibit simple bowl-shaped profiles, higher depth-to-diameter ratios, and are
characterized by diameter limits of around 17 km based on statistical data and calculations
to differentiate between simple and complex impact craters. For these simple craters, the
distance from the crater and the crater diameter have a more dominant influence on the
estimation of ejecta contributions. Therefore, in comparison to complex craters larger than
17 km, empirical formulas for simple craters provide relatively more reliable estimates.
According to images observed by the space-bone mission, the craters surrounding the
CE-5 landing area also largely conform to the description of simple craters as outlined
in Sharpton [92]. Hence, we lean towards the computational results of Jia et al. [93]. Fur-
thermore, Qian et al. [95] also compiled data on the contributions of ejecta materials from
large impact craters (with diameters larger than 17 km) to the deposition in the landing area.
It can be observed that, in comparison to small craters, the thickness of ejecta materials
from large craters is generally on the order of centimeters (Table 2), and in some cases, it
can be negligible.

It is undeniable that factors involved in impact events (such as the incidence angle of
the impact, the density of the meteorite, its velocity, and the sequence of impacts) affect the
estimation results. However, including too many influencing factors in empirical formulas
not only reduces the applicability of the formulas but may also introduce greater errors due
to estimation uncertainties of each factor. After all, the use of empirical formulas to calculate
ejecta contributions from impact craters is aimed at providing auxiliary explanations for
geological stratification in the landing area rather than precise numerical outcomes. This
is the reason why we continue to rely on Qian et al. [94]’s interpretations of geological
stratification in the landing area, which may have higher associated uncertainties.

Moreover, a comparison between the two calculation processes reveals differences
in the selection of impact crater diameters. This disparity may be attributed not only to
measurement errors but also to uncertainties in estimating the actual size of the impact
craters at the time of formation. The prolonged evolution of impact craters causes their
diameters to increase, leading to an overestimation of the ejecta’s contribution due to an
overestimation of the crater’s actual diameter. Consequently, the actual diameters of impact
craters remain a matter of contention.

7. Geological Stratification and Interpretation of the CE-5 Landing Area

The stratigraphic structure of the shallow subsurface geology may be extrapolated
after the thickness of ejecta volumes from several craters in the landing region has been
determined. Based on the ejecta contributions calculated by Qian et al. [94], the top five
craters ranked in descending order of their contributions are IC-396 (i.e., Xu Guangqi
crater), IC-265, IC-266, IC-259, and IC-261, respectively. Starting from the crater morphol-



Remote Sens. 2023, 15, 5173 18 of 24

ogy classification (A/AB/B/BC/C) proposed by Basilevskii [96] and considering multiple
perspectives for estimating crater ages. The stratigraphic structure of the shallow level of
subsurface geology in the landing region was analyzed by Qian et al. [94]. Among these
craters, Xu Guangqi crater stands out as the primary contributor (Figure 13a). It falls into
the B-class crater category with an estimated age ranging from 76 to 492 Ma based on mor-
phological estimation and around 60 Ma years based on degradation processes, resulting
in a comprehensive estimate of 60 to 75 Ma. On the other hand, IC-265 (124–248 Ma) and
IC-266 (91–182 Ma) exhibit softer morphologies and lack exposed rocks, indicating that
they belong to the C-class crater category. As such, their formation likely predates that
of the other three craters. In contrast, the formation ages of IC-259 (6–15 Ma) and IC-261
(5–12 Ma), the two smaller craters, are relatively young. They are classified as BC-class
craters, and it can be confidently determined that their ejecta is located on the surface of
the landing area. With the completion of age estimations for these five craters, Figure 13c
displays a schematic diagram of the subsurface geological layers in the landing region.

Figure 13. Geological profile of shallow lunar regolith at the CE-5 landing site (modified from
Su et al. [23] and Qian et al. [94]). (a) Geological background images around the landing site [23];
(b) Schematic diagram of the geological profile of shallow lunar regolith revealed by CE-5 radar at a
depth of 2.5 m [23]. (c) Stratigraphic structure of the CE-5 landing site [94].

In Figure 13c, the small diagram on the right presents the process of transitioning from
one impact crater source to another as depth increases in the subsurface of the landing area,
as shown by Qian et al. [94]. The ejecta mainly originates from IC-261 and IC-259, with a
minor contribution from nearby craters at the top. As depth increases, the prevalence of
IC-396 ejecta becomes more pronounced, with its dominance evident at a depth of 74 cm.
Subsequently, contributions from IC-265 and IC-266 gain significance as we reach a depth
of around 4 m. Based on their estimations, the average lunar regolith’s depth of in the
landing region is approximately 6.1 m. Blew the lunar surface of 7 m depth, the bedrock
should be encountered. It is essential to note that there is a dispute over the numerical
aspects of this diagram [93]. According to Jia et al. [93], the total ejecta from craters in
the landing area should not exceed 1 m, rather than several meters. Indeed, the CE-5
radar revealed a geological profile at approximately 2.5 m at subsurface depth shown in
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Figure 13b. Su et al. [23] contend that the radar results did not exhibit distinct stratification.
Instead, the material within the shallow lunar regolith (within 2.5 m) consists of fragmented
rocks and fine-grained lunar regolith generated from the surrounding impact craters (see
Figure 13a). This ejecta likely stems from the crater A and Xu Guangqi crater.

In summary, apart from the shallow surface, the major source of ejecta in the lunar re-
golith layer of the landing area is Xu Guangqi crater. The secondary source is IC-265/C2/A,
which is a consensus among many studies. For the deposition thickness of ejecta materi-
als from impact craters, the discrepancy between different studies lies in the numerical
calculations. Therefore, more experiments may be needed to further investigate the im-
pact mechanism of small impact craters and the thickness distribution of statistical ejecta
materials deposition.

8. Summary and Future Prospects

The radar data acquired from the CE-5 LRPR represent the highest resolution achieved
in lunar radar exploration to date. It revealed the complexity of the interior structure of the
shallow regolith of the Moon, challenging the earlier studies that the shallow subsurface was
predominantly composed of fine-grained lunar regolith. Instead, it shows that the shallow
regolith consists of ejecta from different craters that occurred over time. The CE-5 radar
observations covered a depth of ∼2.5 m of the lunar shallow subsurface, and no distinct
stratification was observed in the radar images. Both radar observations and laboratory
determination measurements of lunar regolith samples have concurred in indicating that
the dielectric permittivity of the shallow regolith in the landing area is ∼3.0, which is
typical of regolith material. The loss tangent value of ∼0.013 indicated that the lunar
regolith in the landing area has a relatively strong capability to absorb electromagnetic
waves, suggesting a relatively high FeO + TiO2 content within the lunar regolith. Due to
the unique nature of the CE-5 mission, the array antenna radar carried by its lander is not
capable of movement. This limitation results in an extremely limited observation range of
the CE-5 radar system. The CE-5 was the first mission to incorporate an array of ground
penetrating radar (GPR) for lunar exploration. Therefore, it still holds significant relevance
for future lunar exploration endeavors.

Moon-based GPR is of paramount importance and indispensable in future lunar
exploration. Notably, upcoming Chinese missions, such as CE-6, CE-7, and CE-8, will
all carry GPR systems similar to that of CE-5. Of particular significance, the Chang’E-7
mission is slated to land at the lunar South Pole [97,98], presenting an opportunity to
utilize the GPR to detect water ice. Therefore, in addition to probing the shallow lunar
regolith structure, we can also anticipate the potential of radar technology in detecting
lunar water ice. It may be considered to equip lunar rovers with array antenna radars
for future lunar exploration. The CE-3 and CE-4 were equipped with a bistatic ground-
penetrating radar, which provided a wealth of observational data and yielded significant
research results [40,41,70,99–101]. The CE-5 radar’s frequency perfectly complements the
absence of higher radar frequency bands in the CE-3 and CE-4 radars, enabling detailed
probing of the shallow subsurface structure of the lunar regolith. The primary goal of
in-situ radar is to identify the geological stratification of the lunar shallow subsurface and
infer dielectric parameter properties of the lunar regolith. Among these characteristics, the
dielectric parameter inferences based on radar cannot uniquely determine the evidence
of water ice presence. Therefore, there is an urgent need to develop a method and model
that can directly detect water ice using in-situ detection radar [102,103]. This is also one
of the trends in future in-situ radar exploration on the Moon. The radar payload carried
by the CE-3 mission opened a new milestone in ground-penetrating radar technology for
planetary surface exploration [40,54,70,104–106], after which ground-penetrating radar
was successively applied to Mars surface exploration as well [107–110]. We believe that
ground-penetrating radar applications will also be possible for in-situ exploration on other
planetary surfaces in the future.
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