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Two way ranging data for spacecraft tracking of China’s first Martian mission Tianwen-I is anal-
ysed. Shortly before the spacecraft entered the Mars parking orbit, the two way coherent microwave
link between the spacecraft and the Earth resembles a long arm gravitational wave interferometer,
with both the spacecraft and the Earth regarded as in an approximate free falling state. By carefully
selecting and analysing data segments of the time series of the two way ranging data during this
time span, a parametric statistical model is built for the data segments and an upper limit for the
stochastic gravitational waves background (SGWB) is then estimated within the frequency window
0.1Hz to 0.1 mHz. The upper bound improves considerably on those obtained before. In particular,
around the deci-Hz band, there is a three orders improvement on the bound obtained previously by
the two way ranging data of the Chang e 3 mission. Scientific applications of the upper bound is
then considered and a weak upper bound is worked out for axions which is a promising candidate
for ultra light dark matter.

I. INTRODUCTION

Tianwen-I is China’s first Mars exploration mission and it heralds the dawn of a new era of deep space exploration
for China. It was launched on July 23, 2020 from the Wenchang Space launch center in Hainan province and arrived
on Mars in May 1, 2021. During its seven months interplanetary journey to Mars, as part of the communication
link between the spacecraft and the ground system of the Chinese deep space network, the spacecraft was tracked by
means of two way coherent X band ranging by both the Jiamusi and Kashi ground stations.

The transponder scheme in tracking the range rate observable means that the two-way microwave link between
the Earth and the spacecraft resembles a single-arm interferometer whose arm-length is at a staggering 108 km, on a
much longer length scale than that for a spaceborne gravitational wave detector [25], though at least at the current
level of sensitivity, the measurement precision is only at the level of 0.1 mm/s. Furthermore, after the third orbit
maneuver and before the fourth orbit maneuver when the spacecraft is about to enter into the Mars parking orbit, the
spacecraft may be in practice regarded as a free-falling body subject only to gravitational influence in empty space,
with non-gravitational force and planetary gravity perturbation as residual acceleration noise. With the Earth also
regarded as a free-falling body at the same time, the two-way microwave link provided interferometric measurement
of the Doppler shift between two free-falling bodies, as in the case of gravitational wave detection (see fig. 1).

As part of the scientific applications of the tracking data of the Tianwen-I mission, it is natural to ask whether
the range rate data may be employed to provide useful information concerning gravitational wave (GW) physics and
experimental test of general relativity. Built upon the expertise accumulated from the Chang’e-3 lunar mission [23],
the present work aims to work out an upper bound on the cosmological background of gravitational waves, at a
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frequency band much boarder than that provided by the Chang’e-3 tracking data and at a much improved level of
precision. A scientific application of this upper bound to constrain ultra light dark matter is also presented.

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 describes the detailed data analysis process. Section 3 focuses on
the estimation of the upper limit of SGWB. A scientific application of this upper limit to constrain ultra-light dark
matter is presented in section 4. Some brief remarks concerning future work are provided in section 5 to conclude the
paper.

II. DATA ANALYSIS

FIG. 1: The selected date segment T1 (red line) is on January 8, 2020 and T2 (blue line) is on February 5, 2020. Both dates fall
between the 3rd and 4th orbit correction. The green line, cyan line and dashed line represent the Earth-Mars transfer orbit,
capture orbit and planetary motion trajectory, respectively.

In this section, we will present the details of the data analysis for the Tianwen-I two-way range rate data. The
data processing can be divided into the following steps: 1. Select data segments suitable for constraining SGWB.
2. Smooth the data for 9 seconds to suppress random noise. 3. Utilize the Autoregressive moving average (ARMA)
model to obtain data statistical parameters and estimate PSD. 4. Constrain SGWB within the 0.1 mHz-0.1 Hz
frequency band.

A. Data structure and selection.

We will consider the two way ranging data measured by the Jiamusi station for the Tianwen-1 mission. The position
of the spacecraft are recorded in both the geocentric and heliocentric frames, from which the round trip light time can
be inferred with T1 = 917.15s and T2 = 1206.62s. During the interplanetary journey, everyday a segment of data was
taken for a period of 2-4 hours. This generates a discontinuous segments of time series of data that span over a period
of seven months with 1s sampling time. Due to the presence of bias originated from unknown factors, the velocity of
the measured for the spacecraft is generally different for each segment and in addition the data gap in between two
consecutive data segments. As down time is much longer than the sampling time, it does not seem possible to piece
together the data segments to form a coherent data set that covers a long period of time. Instead we need to work
on each individual segment of time series of data and a careful selection of data segments becomes the first task.

In our data selection, major factors such as the round trip time, noise level of the data series, and the influence
of planetary gravity on the Doppler data are taken into account. We choose two data segments between the third
correction of the spacecraft’s orbit and the fourth correction prior to entering the Mars orbit. The two selected data
segments are from 11:03:37.5 to 12:43:22.5 UTC on January 8, 2020 and 03:33:32.5 to 06:33:31.5 on February 5. (see
fig. 1 for a sample of the time series of data). The spacecraft experienced a state of free and stable flight during these
two selected time intervals.
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FIG. 2: Two typical Doppler time series T1&T2. The spacecraft may be regarded as a free falling body during these measurement
and control stages.
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FIG. 3: Residuals of two Doppler time series T1&T2. The standard deviation is 2.5×10−5m/s for the red line and 3.1×10−5m/s
for the blue line.

B. Data processing.

The initial data processing for the Tianwen-I mission is similar to that of Chang’e-3 [23]. From the establishment
of a polynomial model for spacecraft orbits, the residual sequence is stated as follows.

ϵ(ti) = vDoppler(ti)− vorbit(ti). (1)

where vorbit(ti) is the modelled velocity of the spacecraft,vDoppler(ti) is the time series of velocity data. In this work,
we use 5th-order Chebyshev fitting to process orbit speed. The RMS of the speed residual is 2.543×10−5m/s, which is
comparable to the precision of Tianwen-I’s speed measurement. The impact of time delay induced by the gravitational
field can be safely neglected when considering the sampling time. In order to suppress random fluctuations in the
data, we smoothed the two-way range rate data for 9 seconds.

In the next step, instead of using the standard Fourier approach, we will build a parametric statistical model for
the data time series, based on the weak stationary structure of the time series to be verified in what follows. With
ARMA processes, stationary time series can be modeled, involves the following steps:[9]:

Data Randomization & Stationarity test:
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In general, an ARMA (p, q) time series may be written as

Yt = ϕ1Yt−1 + · · ·+ ϕpYt−p + et − θ1et−1 − · · · − θqet−q, (2)

where Yt = {yi}t is the observed time series, {ϕi} and {θi} are the coefficients of AR and MA process. The ACF of
time series with time lag k,

ACF(k) =
ck
c0

,

ck = 1
T−1

∑T−k
t=1 (yt − ȳ)(yt+k − ȳ),

, (3)

encodes information of periodic signals in time series. The ACFs of T1&T2 are shown in fig. 4, as two independent
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FIG. 4: Autocorrelation coefficients function of the residual series. The blue dots represents 2σ bounds in estimation.

constraints in two different time for upper limits of ΩGW in fig. 7. However, in the time series with radical constraints,
ACF does not strictly meet the estimation bias of truncation to 2σ, and exhibits a positive correlation similar to that
in the Cassini task (see fig.2 in [3]). These significant deviations beyond the estimation error can prove the existence
of the periodic noise in Doppler signal. Compared with the ACF of T1 and T2, T1 has fewer points with significant
autocorrelation, resulting in fewer model parameters and overfitting.

Their significant differences in the low-frequency band of ΩGW stem from differences in arm length(round-trip light
time) and model parameters. fig. 3 suggests that the data is not a completely random (white noise) sequence. Smaller
ARMA orders can be used to fit the power spectral density (PSD), but this may not be universally applicable across
the entire data segment, due to the interference from non-gravitational forces in deep space.

Another interesting feature of data segments is their weak stability. Strict stationarity implies that for any time t
and time lag k (k < t), time series Yt and Yt−k have the same joint probability, ensuring that the statistical properties
of the data do not change significantly over time. However, strict stationarity is often not achievable in sampled
data. Therefore, we typically assess the stationarity of lower-order moments as a test, such as second-order moment
stationarity, which is described as follows:

• The mean function is constant over time.

• The covariance of any two time series on the sampled data is only related to the time lag k: Cov(Yt, Yt−k) =
Cov(Y0, Yk).

The Augmented Dickey–Fuller (ADF) [13] test and the Kwiatkowski-Phillips-Schmidt-Shin (KPSS) [18] test are
commonly utilized to assess the stationary structure of the residual sequence. We adopt α = 5 (significance levels)
for our hypothesis-testing. The results of both tests were consistent with our expectations, combined with ACF in
fig. 4 indicating that the two residual series are indeed weakly stationary.

Model identification:
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The parameters (p) and (q) determine the shape of the power spectrum. We identify the appropriate ARMA model
that best fits the data based on the corrected Akaike’s Information Criterion (AICc) to avoid overfitting. In the
previous analysis of the Chang’e 3 Doppler data, the model was ARMA(0,1). While searching the entire Tianwen-1
data stream, a few time series exhibit significant correlations, and there are few points outside the (2σ) lines in the
time lag, as shown in fig. 4, compared with the ACF in the Chang’e 3 mission [23]. The significant lag correlation
observed in Cassini tasks is attributed to unmodeled noise [3]. Therefore, we anticipate that the long baseline of
the Tianwen-I mission TT&C link introduces more complex noise sources, such as space plasma with scintillation
characteristics.

In our task, T2 exhibits more significant ACFs that exceed the (2σ) estimation error lines, suggesting that lower-order
ARMA models may not be accurate enough compared to T1. The model for Tianwen-1 Doppler data is ARMA(1, 2)
for T1 and ARMA(0, 2) for T2, respectively.

Standardized residuals distribution
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FIG. 5: Model diagnostic for T1 (top) and T2 (bottom) time series. Left: quantity distribution of normalized residuals. Right:
Quantile-Quantile plot of residual distribution and Normal distribution.

Model diagnostics:
By examining whether the residuals between the estimated and actual values adhere to a Gaussian distribution,

we are able to assess if the model successfully captures spectral information. An accurate model makes the residuals
closer to white noise. If the residuals from the model pass the Ljung-Box test [20], we can be sure that the model
quality is acceptable. fig. 5 displays the approximate Gaussian structure of the residuals between the estimated and
actual values.

C. The upper limits of SGWB.

Having established the statistical model for the time series of Tianwen-1 data, we can now calculate the power
spectrum of the residuals to estimate the magnitude of the SBGW. We then map the velocity power spectrum to the
characteristic root-mean-square of the strain and work out the upper bound of the PSD of SBGW.

Based on the minimum AICc [2], the order p, q, and corresponding parameter series, {ϕi} and {θi} in eq. (2) may
be inferred. For time series T1 and T2, this is an independent process, wherein the inference result of T1 is
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θ1 = −0.2795, θ2 = −0.0670,
σ2
T1 = 6.001× 10−10,

(4)

and for T2 is

ϕ1 = 0.9308, θ1 = −1.0065, θ2 = 0.1156,
σ2
T2 = 9.420× 10−10.

(5)

These parameters determine the shape of the power spectrum. However, the spectra is still not yet the final
spectrum for SGWB. In addition, considering that the significant autocorrelation in fig. 4 has not been modeled yet,
the spectrum of GW would still be buried under noise as SGW (f) < S(f). The estimated error of the autocorrelation
coefficients function in fig. 4 is [9]

σ(ρk) =

√√√√√ 1

n

1 + 2

k∑
j=1

ρ2j

, k > q (6)

The PSD of {Yi} is

SDS(f) =
σ2

2π

∣∣∣∣∣1 +
∑αmax

α=1 θαe
i2απf

1 +
∑βmax

β=1 ϕβei2βπf

∣∣∣∣∣ (7)

In radio link observations, the presence of gravitational waves (GWs) will generate gravitational redshift. In
particular, for a weak plane GW that is oriented in a fixed direction, the redshift of the signal may be modelled as a
three-pulse response [14],

∆ν

ν
=

1

2
(1 + α)G sinω

(
t+ t0 −

1

2
T

)
− αG sinω

(
t+ t0 −

1

2
αT

)
− 1

2
(1− α)G sinω

(
t+ t0 +

1

2
T

)
,

where G is the Fourier component of the amplitude of the particular circular frequency ω = 2πf , α = k̂ · n̂ is the
cosine angle between the gravitational wave (GW) and the radio link, and T is the round trip time of the observed
photon.

Given the transfer functionG(f), we may associate the polarization-averaged energy of the isotropic GW background
with the frequency shift power spectral density (PSD) described by(∆̄ν

ν

)2

=
1

2
G(f)2[1− 1

3
cos (2πfT2)−

(3 + cos (2πfT2))

(πfT2)
2 +

2 sin (2πfT2)

(πfT2)
3 ]

=
1

2
G(f)2R̄2(f), (8)

which is related to the spectrum of Doppler-shift of the spacecraft-station link, SDS , given by [21]

Sgw(f) = R̄2(f)Sh(f) ≤ SDS(f), (9)

where Sh is the characteristic rms strain related to the amplitude and SDS is the spectrum of the Doppler time series.
The dimensionless energy density of GW defined as

ΩGW(f) =
8π2f3

3H2
0

Sh(f) ≤
8π2f3

3H2
0

SDS

R̄2
(10)

The latest constraints on SGWB upper limits are shown in fig. 6. The results of the two Tianwen-1 time series
are depicted by red and blue lines. Due primarily to the long baseline of the two-way microwave link between
the spacecraft and the deep space network, Tianwen-I mission improves on the upper bound on SGWB set by the
ULYSSES mission in the 0.1 mHz-0.1 Hz frequency band.
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FIG. 6: The conservative (red line) and radicalupper(blue line) upper limits of SGWB compare with Chang’e 3 mission [23],
ULYSSES [4], Lunar seismic [12], Earth seismic [11], normal modes [10], Cassini spacecraft [3] and LIGO [1].

III. SCIENTIFIC APPLICATIONS

We shall next study the scientific applications of this bound in our understanding of dark matter (DM) in cosmology.
Standard Lambda cold Dark Matter (ΛCDM) cosmological model is very successful in describing the large-scale

structure of the universe. The possibility of dark matter existence can be demonstrated through galaxy rotation curves,
evolution of large-scale structures, and gravitational lensing observations. Ultra-light scalar fields are hypothetical
particles with extremely low masses, potentially constituting a significant component of dark matter [15]. These fields,
often theorized in extensions of the Standard Model of particle physics and ingeniously designed to address the strong
CP problem in QCD, have masses in the range of 10−22to 10−10eV, which are called axions or ultra-light bosons.

The SGWB is a superposition of GWs that originated from numerous independent and unresolved astrophysical
sources, creating a continuous background noise. This background contains a wealth of information concerning
the early universe and fundamental physical processes. The linkage between ultralight bosons and SGWB is twofold.
Firstly, ultralight bosons, as possible candidate for cold dark matter, may generate observable SGWB through photons
redshift [16], [17]. This may be well described by the scalar field exhibiting time-oscillating pressure within the galactic
halo and this generates oscillations in the gravitational potential, and is being characterized as monochromatic waves
with the frequency equal to the mass of the particles. The GWB generated by this effect is represented by:

hc =
√
15Ψc = 2× 10−15

(
ρDM

0.3GeV/cm3

)(
10−23eV

m

)2

(11)

In fig. 6, We have displayed the sensitivity of Tianwen-I and ULDM cosmological processes in the current frequency
band and the gap between them.

Secondly, ultra-light bosons can form clouds around stellar objects like for instance black holes [8], in which low-
energy bosons near spinning black holes can trigger superradiant instability when the boson frequency ωR satisfies
the superradiant condition 0 < ωR < mΩH , where ΩH is the horizon angular velocity and m is an azimuthal
quantum number. The energy-momentum tensor of axions perturbs the metric of binary systems and is described
phenomenologically by a scalar field. The scalar field generates extra tidal force that contributes to the SGWB.
Further, axions also undergo weak coupling with matter, and the upper bound of SGWB imposes a constraint on its
coupling strength. At the energy scale of 10−22eV, equivalent to the frequency regime around 10−9 Hz, the Pulsar
Timing Array (PTA) [7], [6] gives an upper limit on the coupling strength. The upper bound of SGWB deduced in
the preceding section imposes an upper limit on the first-order coupling coefficient Λ1 of ULDM at the energy regime
around 10−22 to 10−18eV, corresponding to the frequency window 0.1mHz to 0.1 Hz (see fig. 8).
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IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Tianwen-I was the first Chinese mission to go beyond the Earth-Moon system and went into deep space. In
anticipation of more Chinese deep space missions in the future, a window will be open to conduct experimental tests
of general relativity in space and detection of gravitational waves in particular. It is also expected that in the coming
years both the precision and quality of spacecraft Doppler tracking will be improved. For instance, dual-band ranging
or the employment of Ka-band will be obvious ways to improve the data precision. From the noise analysis of the
ranging data, time delay generated by the propagation of signals through the Earth’s troposphere and ionosphere([19])
will be major noise sources. With a permanent lunar station in planning in both China and the US, future antennae
for DSN may be partly built on the lunar surface instead of on Earth, the Earth atmosphere-related noise sources
may then be bypassed and the ranging accuracy will have vast potential for improvement. A Doppler data of nm/s
accuracy may not be out of reach and the prospect of detecting gravitational waves from astrophysical sources like
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supermassive black hole binaries ([24]) will then be a realistic possibility. We hope the present work will be a small
step to build towards this promised land.
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