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ABSTRACT

It is widely accepted that the surface potential of the lunar dayside is “on average” several to 10 V
positive due to photoelectron emission in addition to the solar wind plasma precipitation. Recent
studies, however, have shown that an insulating and rough regolith layer tends to make positive
and negative charges separated and irregularly distributed on sub-Debye-length scales. The local
charge separation then gives rise to an intense and structured electrostatic field. Such micro-scale
electrostatic structures lie in the innermost part of the photoelectron sheath and may contribute to the
mobilization of the charged dust particles. Since the electrostatic structures can take different states
depending on the topography of the lunar surface, it is necessary to update the research approach.
We have launched a research group to develop an integrated assessment framework that includes
theoretical and numerical modeling, on-orbit observations, ground-based testing, and the development
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of charging measurement instruments, with the ultimate goal of comprehensively understanding the
surface charging processes on the Moon.

Keywords Lunar charging and electrostatics - Topography effect - Surface roughness - Plasma accessibility - Differential
charging - Charge separation - Future prospects

1 Introduction

Mission preparation for lunar lander exploration is rapidly increasing, and there should be a strong demand for an
accurate understanding of the electrostatic environment. The lunar surface, which has neither a dense atmosphere nor
a global magnetic field, gets electrically charged by the collection of surrounding charged particles from the solar
wind or the Earth’s magnetosphere [Mankal |1973]]. As a result of the charging processes, the surface regolith particles
behave as “charged dust grains”. Dust particles have been suggested to have adverse effects on exploration instruments
and living organisms during the lunar landing missions, and their safety assessment is an issue to be resolved for the
realization of sustainable crewed lunar exploration [Collwell et al., 2007, [Levine,, |2021]]. It is necessary to develop a
comprehensive and organized understanding of lunar charging phenomena and the electrodynamic properties of charged
dust particles.[|Garrett, |1981]]

The understanding of the lunar surface charging has been developed on the basis of similarities in terms of physical
processes, with spacecraft charging and probe theory in space environments, dusty plasmas, as well as the wall-plasma
interactions in laboratory plasmas [Whipplel |1981] |Garrett, [ 1981, |Goertz, [1989, [Hutchinson) 2002, Lieberman and;
Lichtenberg| [1994]]. On the other hand, some studies have been focused on unique features of the surface charging on
the Moon and other regolith-covered airless planetary bodies [De and Criswell, |1977, [Criswell and Del [1977| |[Farrell
et al.| 2007, Zimmerman et al., 2011} Poppe et al.,|2012a, |[Zimmerman et al.|[2012] Miyake and Nishinol 2015} Wang
et al.l 2016} Zimmerman et al., 2016]. The intent of this paper is, first, to highlight some unique aspects of lunar
charging that remain as open questions and, second, to organize the pros and cons of the respective research approaches
that are used as a method for studying surface charging phenomena. Finally, we discuss the direction for integrating
different approaches to elucidate the complex electrostatic environment on the Moon.

2 Global Picture of Lunar Surface Charging

With no dense atmosphere or global magnetic field, the lunar surface is directly exposed to plasma charged particles
from outer space. The majority of the charge carried by the plasma particles that attain the lunar surface is captured
by the surface of regolith particles. It follows that the lunar surface gets electrically charged, and its surface potential
differs from that of the outer space [Manka, |1973]]. The finite potential difference (or simply, the surface potential) is
the consequence of charge transport between the lunar surface and space, and in this aspect, it is essentially the same
type of physical phenomenon as spacecraft charging. The current from space to the lunar surface depends on both the
space environmental conditions and the lunar surface potential itself. The electrostatic field generated on the charged
lunar surface attracts or repels surrounding plasma-charged particles. Consequently, the amount of current is a function
of the lunar surface potential. The net charge transport between the environment and the surface and the associated
change in the surface potential should proceed until the net current to the lunar surface reaches zero [Whipple, |1981].

In finite-temperature plasmas, the inflow electron flux is typically greater than that of ions, resulting in negative charging
in situations where it is not necessary to consider electron emission processes from the surface. In contrast, the surface
is positively charged in situations where photoelectron (and other electron) emission from the surface is the dominant
current term. This overall picture has been actually observed for the Moon, where the day side of the moon, which is
exposed to solar ultraviolet radiation, acquires a positive potential of several volts to several tens of volts [Freeman
et al.,|1973 Reasoner and Burke, |1973| [Freeman and Ibrahim, |1975| |Collier et al., 2011}, [Halekas et al., [201 1}, [Poppe
et al., 2012b} |[Harada et al., 2017]]. This positive potential is due to the photoelectron emission. It is greatest at the
sub-solar point, where the solar irradiation flux is greatest, and decreases as the solar zenith angle increases. A simple
estimate indicates that the plasma electron current exceeds the photoelectron current at zenith angles higher than 80
degrees, resulting in a transition of the lunar potential to negative values, as shown in Figure[I} Since the photoelectron
effect does not act on the night side of the Moon, the surface potential is negative there. The night-side lunar potential
in the solar wind is intimately connected to the physics of the wake caused by the plasma flow being obstructed by the
Moon. This makes analytical estimation of the surface potential more difficult. (There have been cases where this has
been attempted, such as the work conducted by [Farrell et al.|[2010]]). Negative potentials up to the order of -100 V
have been identified by means of remote surface potential estimation from lunar orbiters [Freeman and Ibrahim) 1975}
Lindeman et al., {1973} [Benson, 1977, Halekas et al., 2002, 2008, INishino et al., 2017]].
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Figure 1: Dependence of the dayside lunar surface potential ¢ on the solar zenith angle 6, derived from the current
balance condition between the photoelectron current Jy,, the solar wind (SW) electron current .J,, and the SW ion
current J; as expressed as the functions of ¢s. The red and blue lines correspond to the domains of J,,, and J,
dominance, respectively. It is assumed that the photoelectron temperature 73, = 2.2 eV, the SW electron temperature

T, = 10 eV, the nominal photoelectron current density Jpno = 4.5 pAm~2, the SW plasma density ng = 10 cc™ 1,
and the SW bulk flow velocity Vi, = 400 kms™!.

3 Anomalous Charging in Deep Depressions

The Moon, a natural celestial body, exhibits a wide range of topographical features such as craters, their rims, deep
pits, and boulders, resulting in diverse surface morphologies. At more local scale, the regolith accumulation layer is
not flat but rather full of bumps and dips. At an even finer scale, the voids between the regolith particles appear to be
deep depressions or cavities formed on the surface. From the perspective of charge transport processes, such various
surface shape patterns lead to differences in the accessibility of incoming charged particles from space. The fact that the
incoming charged particle flux differs from one part of the rough lunar surface to another implies that the lunar surface
potential should be inhomogeneous on the spatial scale of the surface irregularities in shape. The surface of regolith
particles can be considered insulating in comparison to the space filled with plasma ionized gas [Olhoeft et al.,[1974]. It
follows that the potential distribution formed on the irregular lunar surface does not easily relax or smooth out, creating
a complex electrostatic field structure.

The irregularities of the local surface potential caused by craters and boulders on the Moon have been investigated
through both theoretical and numerical approaches [De and Criswelll (1977, |Criswell and Del, (1977 [Farrell et al., 2007}
Zimmerman et al.| [2011] [Miyake and Nishino, [2015| Zimmerman et al., 2016|]. The topography effects do not merely
produce a change in the potential value of each part but may significantly transform a current equilibration regime
itself. Even a commonly accepted plasma current magnitude ordering, i.e, Jpno > Jeo > Jio, where Jpno, Jeo, and Jig
represent photoelectron, background electron, and ion currents to an uncharged surface, respectively, can be disrupted
by considering certain classes of surface geometry. Our recent numerical investigations have demonstrated such cases:
deep depressions that can be assumed to exist in a variety of lunar surface conditions exhibit a charging state that differs
greatly from the conventional surface charging state of a surface in sunlight [Nakazono and Miyake, [2023]]. The study,
which is outlined below, focused on the differences in the directionality of collective motion of electrons and ions in the
solar wind.

The bulk velocity of the solar wind, V5, and the thermal velocities of electrons and ions, Vi, and V4, satisfy the
magnitude ordering Vi > Vi > V4. Therefore, the ion velocity distribution as a group can be considered to be
directional (or “beam-like”), while the electron velocity distribution is considered to be non-directional. When this
solar wind plasma enters a deep depression on the lunar surface from above, electrons are preferentially captured by the
sidewalls and lost near the entrance to (or the shallow part of) the depression, whereas ions are able to penetrate deep into
the depression. This implies that the deeper the depression, the greater the survival rate of ions as free particles exceeds
that of electrons. Consequently, at the bottom of the depression with a depth exceeding a certain threshold, the condition
Jio > Jeo can be hold, which is not typically encountered for a flat surface in finite-temperature plasmas. Under these
conditions, positive charging can be pronounced even without the involvement of electron emission processes (such as
photoemission). Notably, the maximum potential in this regime reaches the order of +kV, which is comparable to the
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Figure 2: Model-predicted positive charging anomalously developing at the depths of deep cavities exposed to a solar
wind plasma. The plot represents the dependence of the cavity bottom potential on the cavity depth-width aspect ratio,
derived from a number of particle-in-cell simulation runs. Figure adapted from Nakazono and Miyake| [2023]

bulk kinetic energy of the solar wind ions. The results of a numerical study indicating this are presented in Figure 2.
The results demonstrate the maximum potential on the bottom surface corresponding to the depth-to-diameter aspect
ratio Rp,w. A rapid increase in potential is observed when Rp /vy is 2 or greater, and a maximum positive potential of
+800 V was confirmed to be achieved (Figure [2).

A detailed inspection of the charged particle dynamics revealed that the physical origin of the highly-positive potential
is the significant loss of free electrons before approaching the innermost part of the deep depressions, which is caused
by shadowing of electrons by the shallower part of their sidewalls. This shadowing effect should be in principle
governed by a dimensionless parameter, i.e., the aspect ratio, rather than the size itself of the depression. Moreover, it
can be postulated that rather small, sub-Debye-scale cavities should better fit this simple physical picture, as particle
trajectories are less influenced by space charges inside the depression. In light of this brief discussion, it is reasonable to
assume that the ion-driven charging mechanism works effectively for micro-scale depressions or cavities. The ongoing
investigation will address this aspect by examining the dependence of the charging effect on the size of depressions.

The numerical results indicate the possibility for high potentials to exist within the deep depressions. In practice,
several physical factors that would mitigate the anomalous charging should be taken into account. One such factor is
the emission of electrons, which can occur through photo- and secondary emission processes. While these processes
are generally considered to drive positive charging, they will rather act to relieve ion-driven positive charging in this
specific context. The effect is brought by an electron behavior such that electrons emitted at a certain patch of the lunar
surface are recollected at another patch with a high potential. This action tends to smooth out the differential charging
over the insulating surface [Grard} [1997]. It should be noted that the action of the aforementioned behavior is likely to
be strongly dependent on more detailed surface geometry parameters. The generalization of its contribution is therefore
left as a matter for future investigations.

4 Spatial Hierarchy in Lunar ES Environment

The distinctive feature of the ion-driven charging is that surface patches with positive charges are lying only in the
depths of the depression. The shallow surface of the depression, in contrast, exhibits a pronounced accumulation of
negative charge, as incoming electrons are preferentially collected at these locations. This indicates that the peculiar
charging effect is the consequence of localized charge separation that takes place within the specific surface morphology.
Such localized potential difference may lead to an intense electrostatic field, which suggests possible implications for
dust grain mobilizations. We should note that the result highlighted above is considered to be just one of many forms of
local charge separation effects that may produce intense electrostatic fields. It is reasonable to consider that the effect
coexists with other charging forms such as proposed by |Wang et al.| [2016], depending on, e.g., a lighting condition of



arXiv Template A PREPRINT

Global scale Topographical scale Micro scale

larger smaller

¢, probability distribution: Debye length
_ﬁﬁ—jﬁ

averagin averagin
2 ene 2 ene ‘J’

Figure 3: Concept of a hierarchical electrostatic structure anticipated on the Moon. The bottom illustration schematically
shows the spread of the probability distribution of the surface potentials in each spatial scale range. The specific shape
of the distribution is currently unknown and should be addressed in future studies.

each surface patch. A critical implication from the series of studies is that insulating surfaces with irregular geometries
can produce irregular potential distributions due to sub-Debye scale charge separation.

Given that such peculiar charging states are due to localized charge separation, it can be inferred that averaging them
over space restores the well-known charging states discussed in the extensive works. Thus, it is possible to propose a
certain hierarchical structure, as shown in Figure 3] for the charging state of a celestial body covered with irregular and
insulating regolith particles, such as the Moon.

Global scale The day side, especially the sub-solar point, has a positive potential maximum comparable to the
photoelectron energy, and the potential decreases as one approaches the day-night boundary. Then, the polarity
of the charge turns negative near the solar zenith angle of 80 degrees.

Topographical scale A closer look at a particular region will identify a meso-spatial scale differential charging caused
by medium-scale topographic effects such as craters.

Micro scale A more detailed examination of the charging state over the regolith floor at a given point on a certain
topography will show a more manifest variance of local potentials. Such variance should reflect the more
extreme surface morphology possible at the microscale, while still being centered on the “spatially averaged”
potential examined at the topographic scale.

The proposed view of the lunar electrostatics is a natural consequence of differences in the proximity of charged
particles to different surface patches of the Moon or other planetary bodies with complex surface morphology, as well
as differences in the conditions of sunlight exposure. On the other hand, it should also be noted that there are several
effects that tend to mitigate such charge separation effects. First, as mentioned earlier, electron emission and recollection
from the regolith floor can be considered. Once emitted, the electrons are recaptured at other points, forming current
bridges [1997]]. These current bridges would generally act to mitigate the differential charging on the surface.
The finite conductivity of the regolith itself is also important. Regarding conductivity, we mentioned earlier that it can
be neglected (i.e., the lunar surface can be considered insulating). In fact, whether such an approximation holds in
practice depends on the magnitude of the plasma current that can reach the point under consideration. Plasma particles
precipitating from outer space (or even photoelectrons emitted outside the depression) are generally difficult to reach
the depths of deep depression. The amount of their current is essentially small. In the extreme limit, there should be
situations where the conductivity of the regolith surface cannot be neglected.

There is also the possibility that other physical processes could mitigate the micro-scale differential charging. For
instance, differential charging could be relaxed by electrostatic breakdown and discharges that could occur between
surface patches with a significant potential difference [Zimmerman et al.,[2016]]. Another possible scenario is that the
intense electrostatic forces give rise to a reorganization of the stacked structure of regolith particles, as such a way
that the potential difference is relaxed [Hordnyi, private communication]. Although neither of these cases is beyond
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Figure 4: (Left) Extreme charging conditions that occur locally on the irregularly shaped lunar surface can cause
proton reflection/scattering due to purely electrostatic action, in addition to conventional proton scattering due to direct
interaction with lunar surface constituents. (Right) The phase plot of ions simulated along the vertical axis intersecting
the center of the cavity bottom [Nakazono and Miyake},[2023]] The precipitating proton population is seen in the negative
v, domain. Inside the cavity (z < 0), the deceleration of the descending flow gets pronounced, which is the consequence
of the intense upward electric field. Despite the deceleration, the majority of the ions reach the cavity bottom surface
whereby they contribute to the positive charging. Meanwhile, a small portion of the ions are electrostatically reflected
before reaching the bottom and form an ion upflow.

the realm of possibility at the current state of research. They are a matter that should be examined in the future as the
intriguing forms of releasing processes of electrostatic energy stored near the surface of the regolith layer.

5 Research Approaches for Lunar Electrostatics

An integrated approach that leverages the strengths of the features of modeling, on-orbit observation, and ground-based
testing approaches is crucial for comprehensively understanding the multi-scale features of the lunar charging. A
significant challenge for the micro-scale electrostatic structure is the lack of observational or experimental data that
provide evidence of the physical processes derived from the model predictions. A significant feature of the ion-driven
charging is in the fact that the potential field itself is lying in the depths of the depressions and hidden from the outer
space. Nevertheless, an intense electric field within the depressions potentially has an ability to accelerate positive
charged particles upward. Thus remote observations of ascending ions or lofted dust grains and their correlations with
the roughness or porosity properties in certain areas of the Moon may provide evidence for the proposed scenario.

Some results are beginning to come out that can serve as a starting point for such discussions. It is a well-known
observational fact that a small fraction of the solar wind protons precipitating on the lunar surface are scattered while
retaining their charged state [Saito et al.} [2008] [Cue et all,2018]]. Most previous studies have attempted to explain this
phenomenon in terms of plasma-material interactions at the time of direct proton impact on lunar surface constituents.
Our numerical results show that the localized anomalous charging also raises the possibility that some ions are reflected
from a positive potential barrier before impacting the surface (Figure[d). This is a purely electrostatic reflection and
scattering process. It will be a challenging task to demonstrate that such electrostatic reflection/scattering contributes in
part to the observed ion scattering. One approach would be to see if there is a correlation between the observations and
the model prediction of micro-scale charging.

To date, the ground-based testing may be the most adapted and direct method for detailing the micro-scale differential
charging associated with the irregularities of the regolith floor. Vacuum chamber experiments have been conducted, in
which a plasma flow or UV light have been irradiated on the bed of a lunar soil simulant [Wang et al.l 2016}, [Yu et all}
[2015] [Hood et al.| 2018], [Orger et al.l 2019]]. This enables the observation of electrostatically driven dust mobilizations
in a controlled environment. On the other hand, what is generally obtained from such ground testing is not direct
information about the charging states on individual regolith particles, but some information about the mechanical events
induced by the electrostatic energy stored in the aggregate. A cross comparison between the numerical simulations
and the ground testing will provide an opportunity to validate the numerical model as well as physical insight on the
micro-scale charging and the associated dust mobilizations.
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Further innovations in numerical modeling itself are also required. Numerical analysis based on the commonly used
particle-in-cell model is not necessarily efficient in solving the charging process of sub-Debye scales. It is necessary
to develop a dedicated approximate model that can shorten the analysis time and put it into practical use. Such an
approach could introduce measures to emulate and speed up numerical analysis with the aid of machine-learning-based
surrogate models. Additionally, the investigations should address the numerous degrees of freedom regarding the surface
structural features of the Moon and other airless planetary bodies, not only deterministic simulations as addressed
herein but also some statistical approaches would be necessitated.

6 Conclusions

The physics of lunar charging began with an examination of the electrostatic structure on a global scale. On this scale,
the Moon can be assumed to have a smooth surface, and the knowledge accumulated from extensive research in probe
theory and spacecraft charging can be applied in a straightforward manner. As research in this field has progressed,
more attention has been paid to detailed electrostatic structures on smaller spatial scales. This trend will become even
more pronounced with the recent acceleration of lunar exploration, including crewed landing missions. Our contention
in this paper is that the electrostatic environment near the lunar surface will be characterized by localized deviations
from the spatially averaged potential. This perspective would be important because the potential difference in small
distances is directly associated with an intense electrostatic field, and because human activities on the Moon is about to
take place in just such a complex electrostatic environment. Understanding the micro-scale electrostatic environment
is essential for assessing the variety of risks that may be encountered during human activities on the Moon and for
developing methods to mitigate them. Independent investigations using only a single research approach alone are
limited in addressing this challenging issue. The establishment of an integrated assessment framework that organically
combines on-orbit observations, ground testing, and numerical modeling is truly needed.

Acknowledgments

The present study was supported in part by the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science: JSPS (Grant No. 20K04041),
the innovative High-Performance Computing Infrastructure: HPCI (Project No. hp230015 and hp240065), and the Joint
Usage/Research Center for Interdisciplinary Large-scale Information Infrastructures: JHPCN (Project No. jh240016) in
Japan. Y. Miyake thanks Mihaly Hordnyi, Xu Wang, and Jan Deca for fruitful discussions on the mechanisms of lunar
charging and dust mobilization. Y. Miyake would like to extend his deepest appreciation to Hiroshi Nakashima, who
passed away in 2021, for his long-term support on the use of state-of-the-art HPC technologies.

References
R. H. Manka. Plasma and potential at the lunar surface. In Photon and Particle Interactions with Surfaces in Space,
pages 347-361. Springer Netherlands, 1973. doi:10.1007/978-94-010-2647-5_22.

J. E. Collwell, S. Batiste, M. Hordnyi, S. Robertson, and S. Sture. Dust dynamics and regolith mechanics. Rev. Geophys.,
45:RG2006, 2007. doi:10.1029/2005RG000184.

J. S. Levine. Lunar dust and its impact on human exploration: Identifying the problems, pages 41-54. Cambridge
Scholar Publishing, 2021.

H. B. Garrett. The charging of spacecraft surfaces. Rev. Geophysics, 19(4):577-616, 1981.
doi:10.1029/RG019i004p00577.

E. C. Whipple. Potentials of surfaces in space. Reports on Progress in Physics, 44(11):1197-1250, 1981.
doi:10.1088/0034-4885/44/11/002.

C. K. Goertz. Dusty plasmas in the solar-system. Rev.  Geophysics, 27(2):271-292, 1989.
doi:10.1029/RG027i002p00271.

I. H. Hutchinson. Principles of Plasma Diagnostics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2 edition, 2002.
doii10.1017/CB0O9780511613630.

M. A. Lieberman and A. J. Lichtenberg. Principles of Plasma Discharges and Materials Processing. John Wiley,
Hoboken, N. J., 1994. doi:10.1002/0471724254.

B. R. De and D. R. Criswell. Intense localized photoelectric charging in lunar sunset terminator region. 1. development
of potentials and fields. J. Geophys. Res., 82(7):999-1004, 1977. doi310.1029/JA0821007p00999.

D. R. Criswell and B. R. De. Intense localized photoelectric charging in lunar sunset terminator region. 2. supercharging
at progression of sunset. J. Geophys. Res., 82(7):1005-1007, 1977. doi:10.1029/JA0821007p01005.


https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-010-2647-5_22
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005RG000184
https://doi.org/10.1029/RG019i004p00577
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/44/11/002
https://doi.org/10.1029/RG027i002p00271
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511613630
https://doi.org/10.1002/0471724254
https://doi.org/10.1029/JA082i007p00999
https://doi.org/10.1029/JA082i007p01005

arXiv Template A PREPRINT

W. M. Farrell, T. J. Stubbs, R. R. Vondrak, G. T. Delory, and J. S. Halekas. Complex electric fields near the
lunar terminator: The near-surface wake and accelerated dust. Geophys. Res. Lett., 34(14):L14201, 2007.
doi:10.1029/2007g1029312.

M. I. Zimmerman, W. M. Farrell, T. J. Stubbs, J. S. Halekas, and T. L. Jackson. Solar wind access to lunar po-
lar craters: Feedback between surface charging and plasma expansion. Geophys. Res. Lett., 38:119202, 2011.
doi:10.1029/2011g1048880.

A. R. Poppe, M. Piquette, A. Likhanskii, and M. Horanyi. The effect of surface topography on the lunar photoelectron
sheath and electrostatic dust transport. Icarus, 221(1):135-146, 2012a. doi:10.1016/j.icarus.2012.07.018l

M. I. Zimmerman, T. L. Jackson, W. M. Farrell, and T. J. Stubbs. Plasma wake simulations and object charging in a
shadowed lunar crater during a solar storm. J. Geophys. Res., 117:E00k03, 2012. doi:10.1029/2012je004094.

Y. Miyake and M. N. Nishino. Electrostatic environment near lunar vertical hole: 3d plasma particle simulations. Icarus,
260:301-307, 2015. doii10.1016/j.icarus.2015.07.011

X. Wang, J. Schwan, H. W. Hsu, E. Grun, and M. Hordnyi. Dust charging and transport on airless planetary bodies.
Geophys. Res. Lett., 43(12):6103-6110, 2016. doii10.1002/2016g1069491.

M. I. Zimmerman, W. M. Farrell, C. M. Hartzell, X. Wang, M. Horanyi, D. M. Hurley, and K. Hibbitts. Grain-scale super-
charging and breakdown on airless regoliths. J. Geophys. Res., 121(10):2150-2165, 2016. doi:10.1002/2016je005049.

J. W. Freeman, M. A. Fenner, and H. K. Hills. Electric potential of moon in solar-wind. J. Geophys. Res., 78(22):
4560-4567, 1973. doii10.1029/JA0781022p04560.

D. L. Reasoner and W. J. Burke. Measurement of the lunar photoelectron layer in the geomagnetic tail. In Photon and
Farticle Interactions with Surfaces in Space, pages 369-387. Springer Netherlands, 1973.

J. W. Freeman and M. Ibrahim. Lunar electric-fields, surface-potential and associated plasma sheaths. Moon, 14(1):
103-114, 1975. doi{10.1007/Bf00562976.

M. R. Collier, H. K. Hills, T. J. Stubbs, J. S. Halekas, G. T. Delory, J. Espley, W. M. Farrell, J. W. Freeman, and
R. Vondrak. Lunar surface electric potential changes associated with traversals through the earth’s foreshock. Planet.
Space Sci., 59(14):1727-1743, 2011. doij10.1016/5.pss.2010.12.010.

J. S. Halekas, G. T. Delory, W. M. Farrell, V. Angelopoulos, J. P. McFadden, J. W. Bonnell, M. O. Fillingim, and
F. Plaschke. First remote measurements of lunar surface charging from artemis: Evidence for nonmonotonic sheath
potentials above the dayside surface. J. Geophys. Res., 116:A07103, 2011. doi;10.1029/2011ja016542,

A. R. Poppe, J. S. Halekas, G. T. Delory, W. M. Farrell, V. Angelopoulos, J. P. McFadden, J. W. Bonnell, and R. E.
Ergun. A comparison of artemis observations and particle-in-cell modeling of the lunar photoelectron sheath in the
terrestrial magnetotail. Geophys. Res. Lett., 39:L.01102, 2012b. doi:10.1029/2011g1050321.

Y. Harada, A. R. Poppe, J. S. Halekas, P. C. Chamberlin, and J. P. McFadden. Photoemission and electrostatic potentials
on the dayside lunar surface in the terrestrial magnetotail lobes. Geophys. Res. Lett., 44(11):5276-5282, 2017.
doi:10.1002/2017g1073419.

W. M. Farrell, T. J. Stubbs, J. S. Halekas, R. M. Killen, G. T. Delory, M. R. Collier, and R. R. Vondrak. Antici-
pated electrical environment within permanently shadowed lunar craters. J. Geophys. Res., 115:E03004, 2010.
doi:10.1029/2009je003464.

R. Lindeman, Jr. J. W. Freeman, and R. R. Vondrak. Ions from the lunar atmosphere. In Proc. 4th Lunar Science
Conference, page 2889, 1973.

J. Benson. Direct measurement of the plasma screening length and surface potential near the lunar terminator. J.
Geophys. Res., 82(13):1917-1920, 1977. doi:10.1029/JA082i013p01917.

J. S. Halekas, D. L. Mitchell, R. P. Lin, L. L. Hood, M. H. Acuna, and A. B. Binder. Evidence for negative charging of
the lunar surface in shadow. Geophys. Res. Lett., 29(10):1435, 2002. doi:i10.1029/2001g1014428.

J. S. Halekas, G. T. Delory, R. P. Lin, T. J. Stubbs, and W. M. Farrell. Lunar prospector observations of the electrostatic
potential of the lunar surface and its response to incident currents. J. Geophys. Res., 113(A9):A09102, 2008.
doi:10.1029/2008ja013194.

M. N. Nishino, Y. Harada, Y. Saito, H. Tsunakawa, F. Takahashi, S. Yokota, M. Matsushima, H. Shibuya, and H. Shimizu.
Kaguya observations of the lunar wake in the terrestrial foreshock: Surface potential change by bow-shock reflected
ions. Icarus, 293:45-51, 2017. doi:10.1016/j.icarus.2017.04.005.

G. R. Olhoeft, A. L. Frisillo, and D. W. Strangway. Electrical properties of lunar soil sample 15301,38. J. Geophys.
Res., 79(11):1599-1604, 1974. doi:10.1029/J1B0791011p01599.


https://doi.org/10.1029/2007gl029312
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011gl048880
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.icarus.2012.07.018
https://doi.org/10.1029/2012je004094
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.icarus.2015.07.011
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016gl069491
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016je005049
https://doi.org/10.1029/JA078i022p04560
https://doi.org/10.1007/Bf00562976
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pss.2010.12.010
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011ja016542
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011gl050321
https://doi.org/10.1002/2017gl073419
https://doi.org/10.1029/2009je003464
https://doi.org/10.1029/JA082i013p01917
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001gl014428
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008ja013194
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.icarus.2017.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1029/JB079i011p01599

arXiv Template A PREPRINT

J. Nakazono and Y. Miyake. Unconventional surface charging within deep cavities on airless planetary bodies:
particle-in-cell plasma simulations. J. Geophys. Res., 128(2):¢2022JE007589, 2023. doi:10.1029/2022JE007589.

R. Grard. Photoemission on the surface of mercury and related electrical phenomena. Planet. Space Sci., 45(1):67-72,
1997. doi;10.1016/S0032-0633(96)00096-7.

Y. Saito, S. Yokota, T. Tanaka, K. Asamura, M. N. Nishino, M. Fujimoto, H. Tsunakawa, H. Shibuya, M. Mat-
sushima, H. Shimizu, F. Takahashi, T. Mukai, and T. Terasawa. Solar wind proton reflection at the lunar surface:
Low energy ion measurement by map-pace onboard selene (kaguya). Geophys. Res. Lett., 35(24):L24205, 2008.
doi:10.1029/2008g1036077.

C. Lue, J. S. Halekas, A. R. Poppe, and J. P. McFadden. Artemis observations of solar wind proton scattering off the
lunar surface. J. Geophys. Res., 123(7):5289-5299, 2018. doi:10.1029/2018ja025486.

W. Yu, J. Wang, and K. Chou. Laboratory measurement of lunar regolith simulant surface charging in a localized
plasma wake. leee Trans. Plasma Sci., 43(12):4175-4181, 2015. doi:10.1109/TPS.2015.2492551.

N. Hood, A. Carroll, R. Mike, X. Wang, J. Schwan, H. W. Hsu, and M. Horanyi. Laboratory investigation of rate of
electrostatic dust lofting over time on airless planetary bodies. Geophys. Res. Lett., 45(24):13206-13212, 2018.
doi:10.1029/2018g1080527.

N. C. Orger, K. Toyoda, H. Masui, and M. G. Cho. Experimental investigation on silica dust lofting due to charging
within micro-cavities and surface electric field in the vacuum chamber. Adv. Space Res., 63(10):3270-3288, 2019.
doii10.1016/j.asr.2019.01.045.


https://doi.org/10.1029/2022JE007589
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0032-0633(96)00096-7
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008gl036077
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018ja025486
https://doi.org/10.1109/TPS.2015.2492551
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018gl080527
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2019.01.045

	Introduction
	Global Picture of Lunar Surface Charging
	Anomalous Charging in Deep Depressions
	Spatial Hierarchy in Lunar ES Environment
	Research Approaches for Lunar Electrostatics
	Conclusions

