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Abstract— The increasing focus on lunar exploration requires
innovative power solutions to support scientific research, min-
ing, and habitation in the Moon’s extreme environment. Optical
power beaming (OPB) has emerged as a promising alternative to
conventional systems. However, the impact of lofted lunar dust
(LLD) on optical transmissions remains poorly understood. This
research addresses that gap by evaluating LLD-induced attenuation
and optimizing OPB design for efficient power delivery over long
distances. A combined theoretical and simulation-based approach is
employed, utilizing the T-matrix method to model LLD attenuation
and Gaussian beam theory to optimize transmission and receiver
parameters. The results indicate that LLD significantly attenu-
ates ground-to-ground optical power transmission in illuminated
regions, thus making OPB more suitable in darker areas, such
as permanently shadowed regions or during the lunar night.
Furthermore, we demonstrate that OPB can operate over long
distances on the Moon while maintaining reasonable aperture sizes
through appropriate optical design optimizations. These findings
highlight the potential of OPB as a reliable power solution for
sustainable lunar exploration and habitation.

Index Terms— Dust attenuation, Gaussian beam theory, lofted
lunar dust (LLD), lunar exploration, lunar night, optical power
beaming (OPB), permanently shadowed regions, sustainable energy
solutions, T-matrix method, wireless power transmission.

I. Introduction

The renewed global focus on lunar exploration,
driven by both governmental space agencies and
private enterprises, emphasizes the growing ambition to
establish sustainable infrastructure on the Moon. This
is exemplified by initiatives such as NASA’s Artemis
program, which aims to return humans to the lunar
surface and develop a long-term presence [1]. A critical
concern for these future lunar operations, especially
in their early phases, is the need for flexible, reliable,
and efficient energy transmission systems, capable of
delivering power anywhere it is needed, in the Moon’s
harsh and dynamic environment.
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Indeed, for a lot of cases, it is preferable to deliver
energy from external sources rather than integrating
power generation directly into the system. And while
electrical cables are reliable on Earth, they become
highly impractical on the Moon due to their significant
mass and deployment difficulties. Each kilogram of
material sent to the Moon requires a large amount of fuel
for both launch and landing, which greatly increases the
overall cost of the mission. Additionally, placing cables
on the Moon’s rough and dusty surface introduces further
practical difficulties, especially regarding maintenance
and durability, partly due to the abrasive nature of lunar
dust [2].

To address these challenges, wireless power
transmission (WPT) emerges as a promising solution,
especially where an unobstructed line-of-sight is
possible. The two types of WPT emerging for this
type of application are microwave and optical, which
differ significantly due to their distinct wavelengths.
Microwave power transmission requires bulky hardware
and large antennas, making it less suitable for scalable
lunar operations [3]. In contrast, the use of optical power
beaming (OPB) allows for more lightweight and compact
equipment [4]. For this reason, it emerges as a better
solution. Furthermore, one should also mention that the
use of such technology offers several advantages in the
lunar context, compared to Earth-based systems. Indeed,
the absence of an atmosphere eliminates issues such as
turbulence and scintillation, atmospheric absorption and
scattering, as well as weather related disruptions, all of
which are significant challenges on Earth.

However, implementing OPB is not without its
challenges. The main challenge that will be discussed
is related to the presence of lunar dust. First, because
it can adhere to the surfaces of equipment, including
optical components, potentially blocking or damaging
them. This problem has been addressed, and solutions
like electrodynamic dust shields have been proposed to
help keep critical surfaces free of dust [5]. Secondly, it
can loft into the lunar exosphere and potentially disrupt
laser transmission through mechanisms of scattering and
absorption [6]. This phenomenon arises from electrostatic
processes and micrometeoroid impacts, which are unique
to the lunar environment [7]–[9]. During the lunar day,
tiny particles of lunar dust become positively charged
through photoelectric effects from sunlight. At night,
they are negatively charged because of bombardment
by energetic electrons in the surrounding plasma.
Additionally, micrometeoroid impacts provide sufficient
kinetic energy to eject particles from the lunar surface
into the exosphere. These combined processes, coupled
with the Moon’s low gravity, facilitate the lofting of dust
particles into the lunar exosphere [9], [10].
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Figure 1: Ground-to-ground OPB on the lunar surface. In the Figure, h represents the height of both the transmitter
and receiver above the lunar surface and z denotes the transmission distance.

A. Literature Review

Research on OPB for space applications has evolved
significantly over the last decades, demonstrating
the ability to wirelessly deliver electrical power
over long distances. Early studies demonstrated that
photovoltaic cells could achieve remarkable efficiencies
when optimized for specific laser wavelengths, with
efficiencies exceeding 50% under controlled conditions
[11], [12]. Over time, improvements in OPB technology
have been driven by advances in laser systems and by
government-led initiatives such as those from NASA,
DARPA, and JAXA, along with industry collaborations
with emerging companies like Powerlight Technologies.
Numerous practical demonstrations, including NASA’s
laser-powered aircraft experiment [13], the Space Elevator
Power Beaming Challenge [14], and experiments by
the Naval Research Laboratory [15], have validated the
feasibility of transmitting power over distances ranging
from tens to hundreds of meters. These efforts have
firmly established OPB as a promising technology for
various applications, particularly in extreme or remote
environments.

Despite these advancements, deploying OPB on the
Moon presents unique challenges. The lunar surface is
covered with fine dust particles that can become lofted
above the ground due to electrostatic charging or mi-
crometeoroid impacts [9], [10]. Early observations during
the Apollo missions suggested that high-concentration
dust could rise to altitudes of several kilometers [16],
[17]. However, more recent data from the Lunar Dust
Experiment (LDEX) aboard the LADEE mission have
shown that the concentration is not as high as previously
estimated and that electrostatic lofting is predominantly

a near-surface phenomenon, while high-altitude dust is
primarily the result of micrometeoroid collisions [18].
Although the density of lofted dust diminishes with
altitude, it remains a critical concern for OPB on the
Moon, particularly for ground-to-ground links on the
lunar surface. Scattering and absorption of laser beams by
these particles could potentially degrade the transmitted
power, posing challenges to the efficiency and reliability
of power delivery systems in lunar environments. This
paper primarily investigates this gap by evaluating the
power attenuation caused by lofted lunar dust. The second
gap addressed concerns optical optimization to maximize
transmission distance.

B. Contributions

This research makes the following contributions to
the field of OPB in the context of a lunar scenario :

• A comprehensive evaluation of the attenuation
effects caused by electrostatically lofted lunar dust
(LLD) on optical power transmission is conducted.
This includes the use of radiative transfer theory
and the T-matrix method to quantitatively assess
scattering and absorption effects, considering
realistic lunar environmental conditions.

• The OPB system is optimized to maximize
transmission distance while minimizing the required
aperture sizes and ensuring efficient power capture.
For this purpose, Gaussian beam optics is employed.

• The relevance of using OPB on the Moon is critically
analyzed by incorporating up-to-date data and realis-
tic conditions. This includes assessing the harvested
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power in diverse scenarios: ground-to-ground links
in both illuminated and dark lunar regions.

II. System Model

In our system model, we consider a ground-to-ground
power transmission, with a range spanning from a few
meters to tens of kilometers, as illustrated in Figure 1. The
primary objective is to supply energy to rovers, vehicles,
sensors, and habitats on the lunar surface. The system
model assumes a clear line-of-sight between the power
transmitter and receiver located near the lunar pole, with
perfect beam alignment.

A. Energy Harvesting and Beam Propagation Model

We aim to assess the amount of power that can be col-
lected using realistic up-to-date data from the literature.
The total harvested power, Ph, is calculated by integrating
the irradiance over the receiver area, taking into consider-
ation the efficiency of the conversion processes from the
laser power output to the electrical power received, and
is expressed as

Ph = ηRx · ηdust(h, z) ·
∫
A

I(r, z) dA, (1)

where ηRx denotes the efficiency of the receiver converting
laser energy into electrical power, ηdust accounts for the
attenuation of laser intensity due to scattering and absorp-
tion by lunar dust particles, h represents the height of both
the transmitter and receiver above the lunar surface and z
the transmission distance. The irradiance I(r, z) at a point
on the receiver laser collector follows a two-dimensional
Gaussian distribution, given by [19]

I(r, z) =
2Pt

πwR(z)2
· e−

2r2

wR(z)2 , (2)

where Pt is the total transmitted power, r is the radial
distance from the beam center, and wR(z) is the beam
radius at the propagation distance z from its waist
(narrowest point of focus). This beam radius represents
the distance at which the optical intensity drops to 1

e2

(approximately 13.5%) of the peak intensity at the plane
z [19]. These parameters describe the propagation of a
Gaussian beam and are illustrated in Figure 2.

For a circular receiver laser collector with radius R,
an analytical expression for the harvested power can be
derived as

Ph = ηcell · ηdust · Pt ·
(
1− e

− 2R2

wR(z)2

)
. (3)

This equation relates the harvested power to the
transmitted power Pt, the receiver radius R, and the
beam radius wR(z) at the distance z from the beam waist.

To quantitatively assess the harvested power and facil-
itate the Gaussian beam analysis, we consider the receiver

z = 0
planar wavefront

Gaussian
intensity 

profile z

 Irradiance surface

beam waist Gaussian
intensity
profile

Laser

Figure 2: Parameters of beam propagation, based on
Gaussian theory.

laser collector radius matching the laser beam radius at the
receiver location, such that R = wR(z), meaning that the
receiver is designed to capture approximately 87% of the
total power. This point is chosen because beyond it, the
power gains become less and less significant compared to
the required increase in receiver diameter. However, this
implies that a substantial portion of the beam’s power,
around 13%, spills over the edges of the receiver and is
lost. Nevertheless, the reader should keep in mind that
this is an arbitrary assumption to minimize size while
capturing most of the power, and that the size can be
chosen to meet for example other product specification
points such as the full width at half maximum (FWHM),
95%, 1/e4, and possibly others. In this specific case,
equation (3) becomes

Ph = ηRx · ηdust · Pt ·
(
1− e−2

)
. (4)

The Rayleigh range, zR, is the distance along the
propagation axis of the Gaussian beam from its waist to
the point where the cross-sectional area of the beam has
doubled, corresponding to an increase in the beam’s radius
by a factor of

√
2, as defined in Figure 2. This distance

represents the range over which the beam remains nearly
collimated before diffraction causes significant divergence
[19]. Mathematically, it is defined as follows

zR =
πw2

0R

M2λ
, (5)

where w0R represents the beam waist of the real beam,
M2 represents the beam quality factor, and λ is the laser
wavelength. The M2 parameter, mentioned in equation
(5), accounts for the deviation from the ideal Gaussian
beam and is defined as follows [20]

M2 =
w0RθR
w0θ

, (6)

with θR, representing the far-field divergence angle of the
real beam. It is important to consider this factor in the
modeling process, as for high-power or multi-mode laser
operations, the M2 value can exceed 1. For example,
currently available terrestrial high-power fiber lasers
from IPG include single-mode lasers with power outputs
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up to 3 kW and beam quality factors of M2 < 1.1 (YLR
series). On the other hand, multi-mode lasers offer power
outputs ranging from 1 kW to over 125 kW (YLS series),
but with higher M2 values, typically ranging from 6 to
50 [21].

The required receiver diameter, based on our 1
e2 crite-

rion defined earlier, is related to the transmitter diameter
through Gaussian beam propagation. As stated above, our
design choice for the receiver diameter is dRx = 2R =
2wR(z). Following the same idea, the transmitter diameter
is dTx = 2w0R. Therefore, based on the propagation
equation [19], the relationship between both is expressed
with the following equation

dRx = dTx

√√√√1 +

(
zM2λ

π
(
dTx
2

)2
)2

. (7)

This equation establishes the link between the
transmitter and receiver diameters, based on our criterion
of 87% light collection, for a collimated laser beam at
the transmitter output.

However, to explore the real theoretical limit of the
system, a focusing system with a focal length f is
positioned at z = 0, immediately after the laser output
being perfectly collimated. This simple system can gen-
eralize any optical system with an emitted convergence
(or divergence) represented by an effective focal length.
Equation 7 becomes [22]

dRx = 2w′
0

√
1 +

(
λ(z − z′)

πw′2
0

)2

, (8)

where w′
0 represents the ”image” waist (smallest spot size

in front of the focusing system), and z′ corresponds to
the ”image” waist position (z′ > 0). These values can be
calculated by applying the lens equation with Gaussian-
optic correction [22], considering an ”object” waist of size
dTx/2 located at z = 0. They are expressed as

z′ =
z2Rf

f2 + z2R
, (9)

and

w′
0 =

fdTx

2
√

f2 + z2R
. (10)

One should note that in the absence of a focusing
system (f → ∞), Equation 8 reduces to Equation 7.
Under these conditions, the target transmission distance
ztarget for a target dRx taken at z > z′ is determined by
the equation

ztarget(α) =
α

α2 + 1
·

πdTx

4λM2

[√
d2Rx +

(
d2Rx − d2Tx

)
α2 + dTx

]
, (11)

where α = f
zR

. By maximizing Equation 11 through the
selection of the focal length, the maximum possible trans-
mission distance zmax as well as the optimal focal length
fopt can be determined, such that zmax = ztarget(αopt),
where αopt =

fopt
zR

. This maximum is calculated numer-
ically for each combination of dTx and dRx.

B. Lunar Dust Attenuation Model

1. Radiative Transfer Theory
The presence of lunar dust negatively affects laser

transmission through scattering and absorption. The
magnitude of this effect depends on factors such as the
laser wavelength, the physical properties of the lunar
dust, and its concentration. To quantify this attenuation,
we aim to derive an expression for ηdust, using realistic,
up-to-date data from the literature. The attenuation caused
by the dust cloud can be modeled using the Radiative
Transfer Equation (RTE). While solving the RTE is
generally complex, our specific scenario allows for a
set of assumptions that significantly simplify the problem.

The following hypotheses are adopted [23]:

1) Illumination by quasi-monochromatic light:
Lasers are designed to emit light with an extremely
narrow spectral bandwidth, effectively approximat-
ing quasi-monochromatic illumination.

2) Far-field particle interaction: Each particle in the
scattering medium is assumed to be in the far-field
zone relative to all other particles. This assumption is
justified by the micrometer-scale size of the particles,
the laser wavelength, and the relatively low particle
density.

3) Neglect of multiple scattering paths (Twersky
approximation): The low particle density in the
dust cloud ensures that the likelihood of a wave
scattered by one particle returning to interact with
the same particle is negligible. This simplifies cal-
culations without significantly affecting accuracy, as
the optical thickness is sufficiently low to validate
this approximation.

4) Ergodicity hypothesis: The constant motion of
particles in the dust cloud ensures that the time-
averaged properties of the system are equivalent to an
ensemble average over all possible particle positions
and orientations. This assumption enables statistical
simplifications in the modeling.

5) Statistical independence and uniform particle
distribution along the optical path: Particles are
considered statistically independent of one another.
Furthermore, for the spatial scales relevant to the
laser’s interaction with the dust, the particle distribu-
tion is assumed to be uniform along the optical path.
While the density varies with the subsolar angle, this
assumption is valid for relatively short optical path
distances.
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6) Convex scattering medium: The scattering medium
is assumed to be convex, which prevents re-entry of
light once it leaves the medium. This assumption is
consistent with the modeled scenario.

Under these assumptions, the RTE simplifies to a form
that links the intensity of the optical beam to the particle
density and the extinction matrix [23]

dIc(z)

dz
= −n0K(ẑ)Ic(z), (12)

where Ic represents the coherent intensity vector, z is the
path length along the propagation direction ẑ, n0 is the
number density of particles in particles/m3, and K(ẑ)
is the extinction matrix.

For spherically symmetric, optically isotropic parti-
cles, we obtain

ηdust =
Ic(z)

I inc
c

= e−αextz, (13)

where I inc
c is the incident coherent intensity vector, αext =

n0(Cext) is the extinction (attenuation) coefficient, and
⟨Cext⟩ is the orientation-averaged extinction cross-section.

2. T-matrix method
In order to determine ⟨Cext⟩, a shape must be chosen

to characterize a lunar dust particle. Yang Liu et al.
[24] conducted a comprehensive study on the shape
characteristics of lunar dust, focusing on parameters
such as aspect ratio and complexity factor. Their analysis
revealed that lunar dust particles exhibit irregular,
angular shapes, distinguishing them from simpler
geometric models such as spheres. They demonstrated
that lunar dust can be well approximated by an elongated
spheroid, also known as a prolate spheroid, as shown
in Figure 3. Using the least-squares method, they
determined the average aspect ratio (defined as the ratio
of the minor axis to the major axis) being around 0.7.
While the prolate spheroid model may not capture every
jagged edge or surface feature, it effectively represents
the overall elongation, reflected in the aspect ratio, and
provides a useful framework for studying the optical
properties of lunar dust.

Specifically, the model uses the T-matrix method to
simulate the scattering and absorption behavior of lunar
dust particles [26]. Unlike Mie theory, which assumes
spherical particles, the T-matrix method allows for a
more accurate representation of their elongated shapes
[26], [27]. It is especially useful for determining the
orientation-averaged extinction cross-section, which is
needed to quantify the total amount of light blocked
by a particle (both absorbed and scattered). More
precisely, it enables efficient computation by computing
the T-matrix for one orientation and applying rotational
transformations to derive properties for other orientations.

c

a

x

y

z

r

φ

θ

c

a

Figure 3: 3D illustration of particle shape characterization
by a prolate spheroid and its geometrical parameters along
z, the axis of revolution. Picture credit : Chiaramonti
Debay/NIST [25].

A comprehensive explanation of the T-matrix method
is provided in [26], and the key concepts, notations, and
specifics of the algorithm used are discussed in detail
in [28]. Rather than restating all this information, we
will summarize the most relevant point. The orientation-
averaged extinction cross-section ⟨Cext⟩ is calculated us-
ing the T-matrix elements and can be computed as [26]

⟨Cext⟩ =
−2π

k2

∞∑
n=1

n∑
m=0

(2− δm,0)Re
(
T 11
nn|m + T 22

nn|m

)
,

(14)
where k = 2π

λ is the wavenumber of the incident light in
the surrounding medium, T 11

nn|m and T 22
nn|m are elements

of the T-matrix that describe the scattering behavior of
the particles for various n and m. The indices m and
n correspond to the projected angular momentum along
the z-axis and total angular momentum, respectively, with
|m| ≤ n and n = 1 . . .∞. The Kronecker delta δm0

ensures proper weighting for m = 0 [26], [29]. We also
have

⟨Cext⟩ = ⟨Cabs⟩+ ⟨Csca⟩, (15)

where, ⟨Cabs⟩ and ⟨Csca⟩ designate the orientation-
averaged absorption and scattering cross-section,
respectively.

For further details, the detailed procedures of the T-
matrix elements calculation, including the specific algo-
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rithms for matrix inversion and handling of numerical
issues, the reader is referred to [28].

3. Particle Size, Refractive Index, and Particle Density
Distribution
To account for the distribution of particle sizes,

the rigorous approach would involve integrating the
orientation-averaged extinction cross-section over all pos-
sible sizes, weighted by the normalized distribution of
equivalent-sphere radii n(r). However, for electrostati-
cally lofted particles, such a distribution remains unknown
[30]. Therefore, we define raverage, referred to as ”The av-
erage particle size”, as the radius at which ⟨Cext(r)⟩ equals
its mean value. Mathematically, this requires solving

⟨Cext(raverage)⟩ = ⟨Cext⟩mean, (16)

where the mean extinction cross-section ⟨Cext⟩mean over
the given range rmin to rmax is

⟨Cext⟩mean =
1

rmax − rmin

∫ rmax

rmin

⟨Cext(r)⟩ . (17)

Concerning the complex refractive index of lunar dust,
it is expressed as

ñ = Re(ñ) + iIm(ñ), (18)

where Re(ñ) describes the phase velocity of light as
it propagates through the lunar dust medium. This
real component primarily governs optical effects such
as refraction, while the imaginary part quantifies the
absorption of electromagnetic waves as they travel
through the medium, indicating how much light is
absorbed.

In the literature, the real part of the refractive index
for lunar dust is typically reported to be between 1.58
and 1.78 [31], [32]. However, obtaining accurate values
for the imaginary part is more difficult. For the purposes
of this study, we approximate the refractive index by
assuming that lunar dust particles are mostly composed
of silicates. As a result, we base our refractive index
values on those of ”astronomical silicate” [33]. This
approach simplifies the modeling process, given the
variable composition of lunar dust and is a justified
approximation as studies of lunar geology indicated that
the regolith is rich in silicate minerals. Furthermore,
the optical properties of astronomical silicates are
well-documented, making them a suitable approximation
for lunar dust in this context.

To determine the complex refractive index, we use
the dielectric function, represented by the real part ϵ1
and the imaginary part ϵ2. Specifically, ϵ1, represents the
material’s ability to store electrical energy, while ϵ2 indi-
cates the material’s capacity to dissipate energy as heat,
reflecting dielectric losses. Using these dielectric function
values from the literature for a specified wavelength [33],

we calculate the real and imaginary parts of the complex
refractive index with the following equations

Re(ñ)(λ) =

√√
ϵ21 + ϵ22 + ϵ1

2
, (19)

Im(ñ)(λ) =

√√
ϵ21 + ϵ22 − ϵ1

2
. (20)

These expressions enable us to model the wavelength-
dependent refractive index of lunar dust using the
dielectric properties of astronomical silicate.

The dust grain density distribution above the lunar
surface is determined based on the assumption that our
scenario takes place in the polar regions under a high
subsolar angle. For the ground-to-ground scenario, we
focus on the near-surface dust density resulting from
electrostatic levitation, neglecting the contribution from
meteorite impacts that eject lunar dust into the exosphere,
as the LADEE experiment has shown this effect to be
negligible [34].

The phenomenon of electrostatic dust lofting
predominates in the illuminated regions of the Moon
under solar radiation [30], [35]. We do not analyze the
effect in dark regions since [8] has shown this effect
to be negligible. According to [30], the number density
of charged dust grains in the near-surface layer of the
Moon’s illuminated side is approximately 103 cm−3,
though this value can vary depending on the subsolar
angle. This high density is attributed to the abundance
of photoelectrons, including those emitted directly from
the surfaces of the dust grains themselves. The particles
involved in this lofting process typically range in size
from 0 to 0.2 micrometers.

The particle density distribution as a function of height
above the lunar surface is given by the following equation,
which is derived from [30] using the least-squares fitting
method

n(h) = −4.166× 108 · ln
(

h

868

)
, (21)

valid for 0 ≤ h ≤ 868 cm, where n(h) is in particles/m3

and h in centimeters. The parameters used in this
distribution are sourced from [30], with a subsolar angle
set at θ = 87◦, corresponding to the polar regions of
the Moon. Additionally, the photoelectron density at
the lunar surface is N0 = 1.3 × 102 cm−3, the thermal
energy of the electrons is Te = 1.3 eV, and the quantum
yield is based on data from the cited source. It should
be noted that, although this distribution corresponds to a
subsolar angle of 87 degrees, the density tends to vary
only slightly with the subsolar angle [30].
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III. Performance Evaluation

The impact of lunar dust on the system’s performance
is quantitatively assessed through simulation studies. Be-
fore calculating the harvested power, the extinction cross-
sectional area of the lunar dust particles is determined.
Next, the attenuation coefficient and the efficiency factor
ηdust are evaluated in our ground-to-ground link on the lu-
nar surface. The harvested power is then calculated under
realistic conditions and assuming perfect tracking with no
losses due to beam misalignment. Afterward, we address
practical considerations and the validity of the chosen
approach. Finally, we discuss design considerations for
the transmitter and receiver apertures in order to maximize
the transmission distance.

A. Simulation Parameters

The selection of the laser must optimize several
criteria: high power, good beam quality, a wavelength
that matches the photovoltaic cell, and high electrical-
to-optical conversion efficiency. For these reasons, we
choose a single-mode high-power fiber laser operating
at a wavelength of 1064 nm. Current high-power lasers
are typically ytterbium-doped (Yb) fiber lasers with
operating wavelength ranging from approximately
1007nm to 1070nm, depending on the design. Selecting
1064nm is acceptable and aligns with the peak efficiency
of most PV receivers. Consequently, we set the
wavelength at 1064 nm for our simulation, meaning
that the system must select a photovoltaic cell to match
the laser wavelength, rather than the other way around.
The transmitted power Pt is assumed to range between
1 kW and 10 kW. For this laser, we assume a reasonably
low Beam Parameter Product of 2 mm·mrad, which
corresponds to an M2 parameter of approximately 5.9,
based on commercially available fiber laser performance.

Among available photovoltaic cells, indium-gallium-
arsenide (InGaAs) are selected. In0.24Ga0.76As cells are
optimized for a bandgap around 1.08 eV, which closely
aligns with the laser wavelength of 1064 nm. These cells
have demonstrated a maximum conversion efficiency of
45.5% under high-intensity illumination over small areas
[36].

Based on the dielectric function data provided in [33]
and the formulas (19) and (20), the complex refractive
index for a wavelength of 1064 nm is determined to be
n = 1.733+i0.05. The value of the real and imaginary part
of the refractive index is within the range of values given
in the literature for lunar dust, which solidifies the rele-
vance of the chosen approach. Given space conditions, the
refractive index of the medium surrounding the particle is
set to 1.0. Concerning the aspect ratio, AR, we define it as
the ratio between the maximum and minimum distances
from the origin, where c > a for elongated spheroids.
Based on Yang Liu et al. [24]:

AR =
rmax

rmin
=

c

a
= 1.428. (22)

Table I summarizes the parameters for our considered
scenario.

Table I: Summary of Parameters

Parameter Value
Transmission Range up to 20 km
Transmitted Power 1 to 10 kW
Particle Size Range up to 200 nm
Particle Complex Refractive Index 1.733 + i 0.05

Particle Average Aspect Ratio 1.4286
Medium Refractive Index 1.0
Laser Wavelength (λ) 1064 nm
M2 5.9
EHCE (%) 45.5% [36]

B. Results and discussions

1. Dust-related Attenuation
First of all, simulations were carried out to assess

the influence of lunar dust on laser power transmission
for our ground-to-ground link scenario. Then, the results
of these simulations were used to determine the power
harvested by a receiver, considering varying transmit
powers and distances z within our proposed system
model.

The average extinction cross-section was determined
using the methodology outlined in Section 2, in
conjunction with the data specified in Table I. The results
are presented as a function of particle radius and aspect
ratio, and are illustrated in Figures 4 and 5.

Figure 4: Averaged extinction cross-section as a function
of particle radius for various particle aspect ratios, with
the average particle size marker used.
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Figure 5: Averaged extinction cross-section as a function
of particle aspect ratio for different particle radii.

One of the key observations is the significant
influence of particle size on the extinction cross-section.
Although it might be expected that larger particles show
an increased ability to absorb or scatter laser light,
this increase appears to follow an exponential trend,
clearly demonstrating that particle size plays a crucial
role. Importantly, the average particle size defined in
the system model section is identified in Figure 4 for
the considered average aspect ratio, dividing the area
equally and providing a representative marker for the
overall behavior of the extinction cross-section over the
particle range. It is also worth noting that the red curve
corresponds to the standard Mie theory [37], to which
our T-matrix calculation closely aligns within the region
of interest.

Furthermore, the curves corresponding to different
aspect ratios reveal that as the particle aspect ratio
increases, the extinction cross-section decreases. This
suggests that more elongated particles tend to scatter
or absorb less laser light on average. Figure 5 further
highlights this influence.

An important feature to present is the attenuation
coefficient as a function of height, as illustrated in Figure
6. It is worth noting that, in our case, the attenuation
coefficient mirrors the density, given that our ⟨Cext⟩ has
been defined based on a mean particle size and aspect
ratio.

We then analyze the dust-related efficiency as a
function of transmission distance for different heights.
Figure 7 clearly demonstrates that lunar dust can have
a significant impact on transmission efficiency near the
surface. Naturally, the greater the transmission distance,
the more lunar dust interferes with the laser beam,
through absorption and scattering mechanisms. For a
realistic transmission distance of 5 km, the losses are

Figure 6: Attenuation coefficient as a function of height
above the lunar surface.

estimated.

Figure 7: Dust transmission efficiency (ηdust) as a function
of transmission distance for different transmission heights.

Figure 8 illustrates the harvested power as a function
of transmission distance and transmitted power at various
heights, based on equation 4 which is independent of the
transmitter and receiver size. The graph shows that close
to the lunar surface, due to the influence of lunar dust, the
amount of harvested power can be significantly reduced.
To minimize these losses, it becomes advantageous to
position transmitters and receivers at a certain height,
where the dust’s impact becomes negligible. In this case,
the primary source of energy loss is due to the conversion
efficiency of the collector panel, which converts laser
energy into electrical energy, as well as the attenuation
from the 1

e2 factor of the Gaussian beam, in our case.
For instance, if we aim to transmit 5 kW over a distance
of 15 km, the harvested power would be 774 W at
0.5 meters, 1211 W at 2 meters, 1629 W at 5 meters,
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and 1947 W at 9 meters above the surface, where the
influence of lunar dust becomes negligible.

Figure 8: Harvested power as a function of transmitted
power and transmission distance for different transmission
heights in a ground-to-ground link, based on equation (4).

2. Limitations
In reality, the transmission distances which extend up

to 20 km, shown in Figure 8, may be challenging to
achieve near the surface due to the curvature of the Moon
and its smaller size compared to Earth. Such line-of-sight
distances are, therefore, only realistic at higher altitudes
to overcome the horizon, as demonstrated in Figure 9.
The equation that describes this (see the derivation in the
appendix) is the following

LoSrange(ht, hr) =

√
h2
t + 2htR+

√
h2
r + 2hrR (23)

where ht represents the height of the transmitter, hr

represents the height of the receiver, and R is the radius
of the Moon (considered perfectly spherical). In our
system model shown in Figure 1, we assume ht = hr

for the simplicity of the analysis, and the consistency of
our model. Indeed, in our lunar dust attenuation model,
we assume a flat lunar surface between the transmitter
and receiver, and based on Figure 9, this assumption
holds true for sufficiently small distances, typically
below 5 km. Beyond this, the accuracy of our lunar dust
attenuation model tends to decrease, as the dust density
tends to vary along the LoS. It should also be noted that
near-surface beam propagation at lower altitudes can be
affected by the lunar surface topology, including crater
walls, hills, and ridges, which can affect the optical
propagation along the lunar surface depending on the
specific location where OPB is taking place. However,
our simplified scenario does not take these topographical
variations into account, as it assumes a flat lunar surface.
Incorporating topographical details would require a
more complex model, introducing the need to know the

specific topology of the analyzed location.

Figure 9: Possible transmitter-receiver range on the Moon
as a function of transmission height.

In general, the applicability and accuracy of our
ground-to-ground model are limited to short transmission
distances, typically a few kilometers at most. Several
factors contribute to this limitation. Firstly, as the
transmission distance increases, the curvature of the
Moon becomes more significant, making the optical
path more complex. Secondly, multiple scattering effects
tend to become more pronounced over longer distances,
further affecting the attenuation of the transmitted laser
light. Lastly, while the variation in particle density due
to changes in the subsolar angle is expected to have a
minor effect, it may still contribute to slight variations
in the model’s predictions. These factors collectively
restrict the validity of the model to shorter transmission
ranges.

3. Maximizing Transmission Distance
When designing such a system for space applications,

it is essential to ensure that the aperture sizes are
compact while enabling long transmission distances
to effectively reach the target. By focusing solely on
the transmitter and receiver sizes and optimizing for
maximum transmission distance, the optimal design will
depend on the relative size of the receiver compared
to the transmitter, as illustrated in Figure 10. Without
a lens (focusing system), the laser is launched in a
perfectly collimated manner, and as long as the target
diameter is larger than that of the transmitter, a solution
can be achieved, as shown by the dotted lines in Figure
10. In this case, the maximum range is the Rayleigh
range determined by the transmitter aperture diameter.
Introducing an optimal focusing lens further enhances the
transmission distance and provides a solution even when
the transmitter diameter exceeds the target diameter, as
the lens allows the beam to be focused. For distances
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far beyond the Rayleigh range, however, the optimal
configuration with a lens converges with that without a
lens, as diffraction ultimately limits how tightly a beam
can be focused.

Figure 10: Maximum transmission distance as a function
of transmitter diameter for different receiver diameter,
to maintain 87% of the collected light, without lens
(collimated) and with optimal lens.

Figure 11 gives us more insight about the behavior
of the system. The three curves correspond to the three
possible scenarios. When we are far from the Rayleigh
range (blue curve), diffraction dominates, and adding
a focusing system with extremely long focal lengths
does not improve performance, as the beam’s natural
divergence cannot be overcome. When we are near
the Rayleigh range (red curve), adding an optimized
focusing system slightly extends the maximum range and
shifts the optimal point, improving system performance.
When we are within the Rayleigh range (yellow curve),
a focusing system is essential to efficiently reach the
target, but not all focal lengths provide a solution due to
limits in beam concentration and spot size.

IV. Conclusions

In this study, we analyzed the performance of a
ground-to-ground optical power transmission system
on the lunar surface. By employing radiative transfer
theory and the T-matrix method, we modeled the
scattering and absorption effects of lunar dust particles,
considering their elongated shapes, sizes, and refractive
indices, to assess the resulting optical power attenuation.
Our simulations demonstrated that electrostatically
lofted lunar dust (LLD) can significantly attenuate
optical power transmission near the lunar surface in
illuminated regions. Additionally, we observed that
multiple kilowatts of energy harvesting are achievable
with current technologies and concluded that in these

Figure 11: Maximum transmission distance as a function
of the focusing parameter for three different transmitter
diameters, while fixing the receiver diameter to 25 cm.

regions, the devices had to be placed at a certain height to
avoid dust-related losses and maximize energy harvesting
performance.

Furthermore, we investigated designs that maximize
transmission distance and concluded that incorporating a
focusing system with the appropriate focal length opti-
mizes transmission distance when the receiver is near or
within the Rayleigh range. However, when the distance is
far beyond the Rayleigh range, focusing becomes unnec-
essary, and launching the beam in a perfectly collimated
manner is the optimal solution. In summary, this work
provides valuable insights into optimizing OPB systems in
dusty lunar environments, contributing to reliable energy
solutions for future lunar exploration missions.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

This work was supported by the Tier 1 Canada Re-
search Chair program.

REFERENCES AND FOOTNOTES

References

[1] Y. Lin, W. Yang, H. Zhang, et al., “Return to
the Moon: New perspectives on lunar exploration,”
Science Bulletin, vol. 69, no. 13, pp. 2136–2148,
Jul. 2024. DOI: 10.1016/j.scib.2024.04.051. (visited
on 09/24/2024).

[2] A. Marcinkowski, L. Carrio, S. Hilliard, et al., “Lu-
nar surface power architecture concepts,” in 2023
IEEE Aerospace Conference, Mar. 2023, pp. 1–19.
DOI: 10.1109/AERO55745.2023.10115621. (vis-
ited on 09/24/2024).

[3] M. W. Stavnes, “An analysis of power beaming for
the moon and mars,” in 27th Intersociety Energy

10 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON AEROSPACE AND ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS VOL. XX, No. XX XXXXX 2022

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scib.2024.04.051
https://doi.org/10.1109/AERO55745.2023.10115621


Conversion Engineering Conference, Aug. 1992.
DOI: 10.4271/929436. (visited on 09/24/2024).

[4] T. J. Nugent Jr. and J. T. Kare, “Laser power
beaming for defense and security applications,” in
SPIE Defense, Security, and Sensing, D. W. Gage,
C. M. Shoemaker, R. E. Karlsen, and G. R. Gerhart,
Eds., Orlando, Florida, United States, May 2011,
p. 804 514. DOI: 10.1117/12.886169.
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