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Abstract. General relativity (GR) is a highly successful theory that describes gravity

as a geometric phenomenon. The gravitational redshift, a classic test of GR, can

potentially be violated in alternative gravity theories, and experimental tests on this

effect are crucial for our understanding of gravity. In this paper, considering the space-

ground clock comparisons with free-space links, we discuss a high-precision Doppler

cancellation-based measurement model for testing gravitational redshift. This model

can effectively reduce various sources of error and noise, reducing the influences of

the first-order Doppler effect, atmospheric delay, Shapiro delay, etc. China’s Lunar

Exploration Project (CLEP) is proposed to equip the deep-space H maser with a daily

stability of 2 × 10−15, which provides an approach for testing gravitational redshift.

Based on the simulation, we analyze the space-ground clock comparison experiments of

the CLEP experiment, and simulation analysis demonstrates that under ideal condition

of high-precision measurement of the onboard H-maser frequency offset and drift, the

CLEP experiment may reach the uncertainty of 3.7×10−6 after a measurement session

of 60 days. Our results demonstrate that if the issue of frequency offset and drift is

solved, CLEP missions have a potential of testing the gravitational redshift with high

accuracy. This manuscript has been accepted for publication in Classical and Quantum

Gravity. DOI 10.1088/1361-6382/ad4ae2
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1. introduction

General relativity (GR) and other metric theories of gravitation provide a geometric

description of gravity interactions [1]. The description of gravitational geometry is based

on the Einstein Equivalence Principle (EEP), which assumes that all standard matter

couples to the gravitational field in the same way. The EEP is essential in distinguishing

metric theories from non-metric theories, as metric theories describe gravity as a

geometric phenomenon involving the curvature of spacetime itself. Although EEP has

successfully survived all experimental tests so far, there are theoretical motivations to

question the validity of the EEP [1]. For example, attempts to unify gravity with

the other three fundamental forces such as string theory and quantum gravity theory

predict a violation of the EEP [2, 3, 4, 5]. The problem of dark matter and dark energy

also suggests that general relativity may be modified in some ways. Therefore, high-

precision experimental tests of the EEP are necessary for advancing our understanding

of fundamental physics.

The EEP consists of three sub-principles: the universality of free fall (also known as

the weak equivalence principle, WEP), local Lorentz invariance (LLI), and local position

invariance (LPI) [1]. The WEP states that the motion of an uncharged test body is

independent of its internal structure and composition, given an initial velocity and

position. The LLI states that the results of any local non-gravitational experiment are

independent of the velocity and direction of the motion of reference frame in which the

experiment is performed. The LPI states that the results of any local non-gravitational

experiment are independent of the position and time of the reference frame in which the

experiment is performed. Precise testing of these sub-principles is crucial for improving

our understanding of gravity and distinguishing between different gravitational theories.

While advancements in experimental techniques have allowed for high-precision tests of

the WEP and LLI [6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12], the precision of LPI or gravitational redshift

tests lags behind. Therefore, it is essential to improve the precision of LPI testing.

For the test of LPI, there are two distinct types of experimental tests. The first

type is the traditional gravitational redshift, which involves comparing the frequencies of

two identical clocks held at different gravitational potentials. The second type is called

a null-redshift test which involves monitoring the variation of the relative frequency of

two different kinds of clocks as they move through the gravitational potential together.

Long-term atomic transition frequency comparisons have provided stringent limits on

violation parameters in null-redshift test experiments [13, 14, 15, 16]. Gravitational

redshift, as a test of LPI, is considered a crucial test of general relativity and alternative

gravitation theories. Early successful experiments, such as the Pound-Rebka-Snider

experiments conducted in the 1960s and shift measurements of solar spectral lines,

tested the validity of gravitational redshift [17, 18, 19]. The Gravity Probe A (GPA)

experiment in 1976 compared the frequency difference between an onboard hydrogen

maser and a ground-based hydrogen maser, achieving a precision of 1.4 × 10−4 in

gravitational redshift testing [20]. Recently, space-test experiments based on Galileo
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satellites achieved an uncertainty of 2.48×10−5 [21, 22], while ground-based experiment

with Tokyo Skytree obtained a test precision of 9.1 × 10−5 [23]. Additionally, many

clock experiments involving gravitational redshift, with the aid of precise atomic clocks,

have been conducted [24, 25, 26, 27, 28].

Atomic clocks, based on quantum transitions, provide the best available references

for time and frequency, with stability and uncertainty levels reaching 10−18 and even

10−19 [29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34]. These clocks have extensive applications in fundamental

physics tests. Various space missions have been proposed to test general relativity

by utilizing atomic clocks in space, including the Earth-orbiting missions like Atomic

Clock Ensemble in Space (ACES) [35, 36], Space Optical Clock (SOC) [37], fundamental

physics with a state-of-the-art optical clock in space (FOCOS) [38], and the China Space

Station (CSS) [39]. These Earth-orbiting missions aim to achieve higher-precision tests

of gravitational redshift. In addition, deep-space missions also are proposed to perform

the precise measurement of the gravitational redshift, such as the VERITAS mission

with Deep Space Atomic Clock (DSAC) [40]. The space VLBI RadioAstron(RA) mission

recently reported a test of gravitational redshift with the uncertainty 3.3 × 10−4 [41].

China’s Lunar Exploration Project (CLEP) is actively underway for the purpose of

lunar explorations and scientific experiments, which also includes proposal of using

an H-maser clock with stability of 5 × 10−13/
√
τ (where τ is the integration time in

seconds), and using the microwave links for the time and frequency transfer between

the CLEP satellites and the ground stations, such as the Chinese VLBI network [42, 43].

The deep-space CLEP mission with onboard clocks provides a unique opportunity for

precise deep-space-mission measurement of gravitational redshift.

In this paper, we explore the potential of CLEP mission to test gravitational

redshift, and discuss a simulation of a test of gravitational redshift through the space-

ground clock comparisons in the CLEP. In Sec.2, we review the theoretical framework

of the gravitational redshift test and clock comparison. Sec.3 presents a analysis

of “Doppler Cancellation Scheme” for the clock-comparison experiments of testing

gravitational redshift. In Sec.4, we estimate the accuracy of a potential gravitational

redshift with simulated CLEP measurement. Finally, we give the conclusion in Sec.5.

2. Gravitational redshift and clock comparison

According to Einstein’s general relativity, the rate of a clock ticks is not constant and

it is altered by gravitational fields. On the surface of the Earth, the clocks at higher

altitudes tick faster than other identical clocks at lower altitudes, which is known as the

famous gravitational redshift. Clock rate comparisons can be achieved by exchanging

electromagnetic signals, and gravitational redshift tests can be conducted through clock-

comparison experiments using high-precision frequency links. Let’s consider two clocks

located at positions A and B, where UA and UB represent the gravitational potentials

at these positions, respectively. Due to the difference in gravitational potentials

(∆U = UB − UA), in the presence of gravitational redshift violation, the frequency
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difference δf between the two clocks is given by [1]

δf

f
= (1 + α)

∆U

c2
, (1)

where c is the speed of light and α characterizes the deviation from general relativity,

representing the strength of gravitational redshift violation (in general relativity, α

equals 0). The magnitude of the gravitational redshift is directly proportional to the

difference in gravitational potentials. Therefore, experimental tests of gravitational

redshift require maximization of the difference in gravitational potentials or the use of

clocks with higher precision for measurement. Near the Earth’s surface, the difference

in gravitational potential can be expressed as ∆U = g∆h, where g is the gravitational

acceleration at the surface and ∆h is the height difference between the two positions.

Ground-based experiments aiming to test gravitational redshift face challenges in

achieving large height differences due to building structures and terrain limitations,

making it difficult to test gravitational redshift at the 10−6 level using ground-based

clocks.

With the development of aerospace technology, satellite clocks and high-precision

time or frequency links have been utilized in space missions to achieve precise clock

comparisons between space-based and ground-based clocks. In experiments comparing

clocks in space and on the ground, the gravitational potential difference between satellite

clocks and ground-based clocks is significant, leading to a more prominent gravitational

redshift effect. This advantageous characteristic has been used in the past and offers

the potential to improve the precision of gravitational redshift tests and tests of general

relativity even further. China has undertaken various lunar exploration projects, such

as the Chang’e project and VLBI network, which will deploy high-precision atomic

clocks and have the potential to perform tests of gravitational redshift at a high level

of accuracy.

In the following sections, we analyze through simulation the potential of tests

of gravitational redshift in these deep space exploration missions, focusing on a case

within the CLEP experiment that performs the clock comparison between the CLEP

satellite and the ground station. Actual deep space missions will face some engineering

and technical challenges that will affect the test of gravitational redshift, such as the

high-precision measurement of frequency offset and drift of onboard clocks. In this

paper, we aim to discuss the relativistic and non-relativistic effects of clock comparison

model with the CLEP mission, and explore the potential of CLEP mission to test

gravitational redshift under ideal condition of high-precision measurement of onboard-

clock frequency offset and drift. Therefore, we do not discuss these challenges. For the

CLEP experiment, we set that the CLEP satellite is in the Distant Retrograde Orbit

(DRO) with a resonance ratio of 2:1, the distance from the satellite to the center-of-mass

of the Earth is (2.8 ∼ 4.8) × 108 m, and the distance from the satellite to the center-

of-mass of the Moon is (7 ∼ 10) × 107 m. The DRO has the orbital characteristics of

long-term stability and low orbital insertion energy, which ensures the long-term stable
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operation of the CLEP mission. In the CLEP satellite, the onboard clock is a passive

hydrogen maser with stability of 5 × 10−13/
√
τ . This onboard hydrogen maser is used

as a frequency reference for the one-way signal. For the two-way signal, the onboard

electronics or communication system are coherently tied to the uplink signal and thus

the ground H-maser. Comparing the experiments in orbit around Earth, the orbital

period of CLEP satellite is longer. For a given ground station, the averaged observable

time of CLEP satellite can reach several hours, which is an advantage in assessing the

stability of atomic clock.

We consider a clock comparison experiment with two clocks in the Solar System

Barycentric Celestial Reference System (BCRS), clock A and clock B, which compare

their frequencies through a light signal. The clock A emits a light signal with a frequency

fA at position xA, which then is received by clock B at position xB, and the received

frequency measured at xB is denoted as fB. Generally, the difference in frequencies

between the two clocks can be characterized by the frequency shift fA/fB. The general

form of the one-way frequency shift between the two clocks is given by [44, 45, 46, 47]

fA
fB

=

(

dτ

dt

)

tB

(

dτ

dt

)

−1

tA

(

dtB
dtA

)

, (2)

where τA and τB are the proper times of clock A and B, respectively, tA represents the

coordinate time corresponding to the moment when clock A emits the light signal, and

tB represents the coordinate time corresponding to the moment when clock B receives

the light signal. The terms dτA/dtA and dτA/dtB in the equation are dependent on the

clock’s state and mainly include gravitational redshift and second-order Doppler effects,

among others. These two terms can be calculated using the invariance of Riemannian

space-time intervals. For a clock, it is represented as

ds2 = g00c
2dt2 + 2g0icdtdx

i + gijdx
idxj = c2dτ 2, (3)

where i and j take values 1, 2, and 3. Another term, dtA/dtB, contains the non-

relativistic Doppler effects, which is related to the transmission path of the light signal.

For example, in clock experiments on the ground where the clocks are connected by

optical fibers, the signal’s path is determined by the optical fiber. In space-ground clock

comparison experiments, the clocks are compared through microwave or optical links,

and the signal’s path is determined by the transmission path of the light signal in free

space. Clearly, this term also includes first-order Doppler effects, atmospheric delay

effects, Shapiro delay effects, temperature effects, etc.

3. Doppler Cancellation Scheme

3.1. Measurement of Doppler Cancellation Scheme

To achieve a high-precision test of gravitational redshift, the Doppler Cancellation

Scheme (DCS) is adopted in the experiments of space-ground clock comparison, which
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is constructed by one-way and two-way frequency links. DCS technology had been

successfully verified by the GPA experiment, which obtained a high precision test of

gravitational redshift [20]. As shown in Fig.1, the space-ground experiment compares

the frequencies of clocks in satellite and on the ground station. We firstly consider the

two-way frequency transfer, as showed with red lines in Fig.1. At coordinate time t1,

the clock on the ground station emits a signal of frequency f 2w
g (t1) to the satellite. After

being transmitted in free space, this signal is received by the satellite with the frequency

f 2w
s (t2) at coordinate time t2. This signal gives an uplink from the ground station to

the satellite. In this uplink of the two-way frequency transfer, the emission frequency

f 2w
g (t1) and the reception frequency f 2w

s (t2) satisfy the relationship

f 2w
g (t1)dτg(t1) = f 2w

s (t2)dτs(t2), (4)

where τg(t1) and τs(t2) are the proper times for clocks on the ground and in the satellite,

respectively. In the satellite, this signal subsequently is retransmitted to the ground

station with retransmission frequency f 2w
s (t3) at coordinate time t3 and finally received

by the ground station with received frequency f 2w
g (t4) at coordinate time t4. Similarly,

in the downlink of two-way signal, the retransmission frequency f 2w
s (t3) and received

frequency f 2w
g (t4) satisfy

f 2w
s (t3)dτs(t3) = f 2w

g (t4)dτg(t4), (5)

where τs(t3) and τg(t4) are the proper times for clocks in the satellite and on the

ground, respectively. The signal forwarding on the satellite is a coherent process, which

means that the received signal and the retransmitted signal remain consistent (the

delay of the signal forwarding process is t3 − t2). This process satisfies the relationship

f 2w
s (t3)dτs(t3) = f 2w

s (t2)dτs(t2).

Considering frequency transfers in the uplink Eq.(4) and downlink Eq.(5), the two-

way frequency transfer is obtained. Through two-way frequency transfer and coherent

signal forwarding, the signal emitted by the ground station at time t1 returns to the

ground station at time t4. In this two-way frequency transfer, the reception frequency

at the ground station is given by

f 2w
g (t4) = f 2w

g (t1)
dτg(t1)

dτg(t4)
. (6)

The one-way frequency transfer is showed with blue line in Fig.1. This one-way

signal is transmitted from satellite at coordinate time t3 to the ground station at

coordinate time t4. Similar, the reception frequency in one-way frequency transfer is

given by

f 1w
g (t4) = f 1w

s (t3)
dτs(t3)

dτg(t4)
. (7)

To measure the gravitational redshift, we use the one-way frequency transfer Eq.(7)

and two-way frequency transfer Eq.(6) to construct a DCS measurement as follows
(

δf

f

)

dcs

=
f 1w
g (t4)− f 1w

s (t3)

f 1w
s (t3)

−
f 2w
g (t4)− f 2w

g (t1)

2f 2w
g (t1)

. (8)
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t1 t2

t3t4
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1w(t3)

fg
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Figure 1. The schematic diagram for clock comparison between the satellite and

ground station. The two red signals make up the two-way frequency signal that

includes twice contribution of the first-order Doppler shift. The blue line is the one-way

frequency signal that contains the first-order Doppler shift. The first-order Doppler

shift can be removed by subtracting one-half the two-way Doppler shift from the one-

way Doppler shift.

This equation is an important measurement scheme for gravitational redshift in space

missions. In the right-hand side of this equation, the first term represents the one-way

frequency shift, which includes the gravitational redshift, Doppler effect, atmospheric

delay, etc. The second term represents the two-way frequency shift, which includes

twice contributions of the Doppler frequency shift, atmospheric delay, etc. However,

in the two-way frequency shift, the gravitational redshift and time dilation effect are

canceled out to first order and higher-order residual effects are very small. Through

the Doppler cancellation scheme, the influences of the first-order Doppler effect, and

atmospheric dealy are greatly suppressed, while the gravitational redshift effect is

retained. Therefore, the DCS measurement is applied to the experimental test of the

gravitational redshift.

In order to develop Eq.(8), it is necessary to calculate the differential relationship

between proper time and coordinate time, taking into account the clocks on the ground

and the satellite. The theoretical proper times of these clocks are denoted as τg and τs
respectively. Generally, there exists a difference between the ideal proper time and the

proper time of the signal, which can be expressed as,

τ̃g = τg + δτ tg + δτ eg , (9)

τ̃s = τs + δτ ts + δτ rs . (10)
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where, δτ tg and δτ ts represent the timing errors, which are the differences between the

recorded times of the ground station and the satellite and the ideal proper times of their

clocks. δτ eg and δτ rs represent the instrumental delays of the ground station and the

satellite (the instrumental delays of signal’s emission and reception are different). In

the BCRS reference frame (ct, xj), the evolution of the proper times τg(t1) and τs(t2)

can be expressed as:
dτ̃g(t1)

dt1
=

(

1 +
dδτ tg
dt1

+
dδτ eg
dt1

)

dτg
dt1

, (11)

dτ̃s(t2)

dt2
=

(

1 +
dδτ ts
dt2

+
dδτ rs
dt2

)

dτs
dt2

. (12)

These two equations neglect the high-order terms (dδτ t/e/dt)(1 − dτ/dt), which are

negligible for the accuracy of current clocks. The differential relationships for coordinate

times t3 and t4 can be obtained by analogous expressions.

To compute the DCS measurement equation, it is necessary to compute the one-

way frequency transfer and the two-way frequency transfer. According to Eqs.(6)-(12),

the one-way frequency shift can be expressed as

f 1w
g (t4)− f 1w

s (t3)

f 1w
s (t3)

=

(

1 +
dδτ ts
dt3

+
dδτ es
dt3

−
dδτ tg
dt4

−
dδτ rg
dt4

)(

dτs
dt

)

t3

(

dτg
dt

)

−1

t4

dt3
dt4

− 1.

(13)

Similarly, the two-way frequency shift can be expressed as

f 2w
g (t4)− f 2w

g (t1)

f 2w
g (t1)

=

(

1 +
dδτ tg
dt1

+
dδτ eg
dt1

−
dδτ tg
dt4

−
dδτ rg
dt4

)(

dτg
dt

)

t1

(

dτg
dt

)

−1

t4

dt1
dt4

− 1.

(14)

Based on the two-way frequency shift (13) and the one-way frequency shift (14), we can

obtain the DCS measurement equation

(

δf

f

)

dcs

=

(

1 +
dδτ ts
dt3

+
dδτ es
dt3

−
dδτ tg
dt4

−
dδτ rg
dt4

)(

dτs
dt

)

t3

(

dτg
dt

)

−1

t4

dt3
dt4

− 1

2

(

1 +
dδτ tg
dt1

+
dδτ eg
dt1

−
dδτ tg
dt4

−
dδτ rg
dt4

)(

dτg
dt

)

t1

(

dτg
dt

)

−1

t4

dt1
dt4

− 1

2
. (15)

Eqs.(13), (14), and (15) provide the one-way frequency measurement, two-way frequency

measurement, and DCS measurement, respectively. These measurement equations can

be applied to the analysis of gravitational redshift tests in various space missions. In

one-way frequency measurement and two-way frequency measurement, the first-order

Doppler effect can reach the order of 10−6− 10−5 in the CLEP mission (Table.1). Some

space missions require the evaluation of clock frequency shifts to the level of 10−16 or

better, and a priori estimation demonstrates that it demands velocity measurements of

the satellite with an accuracy of about 10−7 m/s. Such velocity measurement accuracy

is currently difficult to achieve by using existing technology. Therefore, the DCS is

used for clock comparison experiments to reduce the requirement for the measurement
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accuracy of satellite velocity. In most space-ground and space-space clock comparison

experiments, the DCS can reduce the effects of the first-order Doppler shift, atmospheric

delay, and Shapiro delay. By using the DCS, the Doppler effect is suppressed to the

second-order level, greatly relaxing the requirement for the measurement accuracy of

satellite velocity. In Eq.(15), it is assumed that the variation in timing errors of the

ground station and the satellite is on the order of 1 ns/s. Usually, the instrument drifts

of the signal’s reception and transmission do not exceed the variation in timing errors,

i.e., <1 ns/s. For long-term measurements in the CLEP mission, timing errors and

instrumental drifts can be evaluated with high precision. Considering specific space

missions, Eq.(15) can be used to evaluate the test of gravitational redshift.

In order to solve Eqs.(13)-(15), it is necessary to calculate the influences of

individual terms. Since the satellite orbit is the DRO, we use the BCRS to describe the

frequency measurement. From the metric of the BCRS [48], the invariance of Riemann

space-time intervals or proper time gives the differential relationship between proper

time and coordinate time

dτg
dt

= 1−
(

∑

b

Ub(xg)

c2
+

v2g
2c2

)

+O(c−4), (16)

dτs
dt

= 1−
(

∑

b

Ub(xs)

c2
+

v2s
2c2

)

+O(c−4), (17)

where Ub represents the gravitational potential of the celestial body b in the Solar

System, vg and vs represent the coordinate velocities of the ground station and satellite,

respectively. The higher order terms O(c−4) are neglected.

Let’s consider the terms related to gravitational redshift in the DCS measurement.

According to Eqs.(16) and (17), the gravitational redshift term in the clock comparison

between satellite and ground station is given by

(

dτs
dt

)

t3

(

dτg
dt

)

−1

t4

= 1−
(

∑

b

(

Ub(xs, t3)

c2
− Ub(xg, t4)

c2

)

+
v2s
2c2

−
v2g
2c2

)

, (18)

where the first term in the parentheses represents the gravitational redshift effect, which

mainly comes from the gravitational fields of the Earth, Sun, and Moon. For the clock

comparison in CLEP, the gravitational redshift due to Earth can reach 6.8 × 10−10,

the influence of Earth’s oblateness (mainly contributed by the J2 term) is less than

4.0 × 10−16, the gravitational redshift of the Sun is no more than 3.1 × 10−11, and

the gravitational redshift of the Moon does not exceed 6 × 10−13 (the second column

in Table.1). For the tests of the gravitational redshift, clock-comparison experiments

measure the deviation between the experimental frequency difference and the predicted

value. According to the above estimates, the test of the gravitational redshift mainly

depends on the contribution of Earth’s mass. The second term in the parentheses

represents the time dilation effect or the second-order Doppler effect, which arises from

the difference in velocities between the satellite and the ground station. This effect can
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reach the order of 10−10. Since the effects of time dilation and gravitational redshift

are of the same order, a systematic and accurate evaluation of the time dilation effect

is required. However, it should be noted that in the experiment with Earth-satellite in

free fall around the Sun, according to the equivalence principle, the Sun’s gravitational

redshift cannot be measured and only the tidal effect of the Sun is measured in the

clock comparison experiment [49, 50, 51]. Specifically, the Sun’s gravitational potential

is expressed as Us(x a) ∼= Us(xE) + ∇Us · xEa + Utidal, and the velocity squared term

can be expressed as v
2
a = v

2
E + 2( d

dt
(vE · xEa) − aE · xEa) + v

2
Ea, where xE , vE, and

aE are the barycentric position, velocity, and acceleration of the center-of-mass of the

Earth, xEa and vEa are the geocentric position and velocity of a. Then, the Sun’s

gravitational redsift is cancelled out by the term associated with aE · xEa, and only the

tidal effect of the Sun can be measured in the clock’s measurement. Therefore for CLEP

clock comparison, the practical influences of Sun’s gravitational field and time dilation

effect are much smaller than the priori estimated values directly from the gravitational

potential and velocity.

In addition, due to the motion of the ground station in the BCRS, the DCS

measurement also includes a variation part of the gravitational redshift term, which

can be expressed as

(

dτg
dt

)

t1

(

dτg
dt

)

−1

t4

= 1−
(

∑

b

(

Ub(xg, t1)

c2
− Ub(xg, t4)

c2

)

+
v2g(t1)

2c2
−

v2g(t4)

2c2

)

. (19)

The variations of the gravitational redshift and time dilation effects in Eq.(19) mainly

arise from the changes in the position and velocity of the ground station due to the

Earth’s orbital motion and rotation. The changes in position and velocity can be

obtained through Earth’s revolution and rotation models. Considering the maximum

changes in position and velocity caused by Earth’s revolution and rotation, the variation

of gravitational redshift is no more than 1.8× 10−16, and the variation of time dilation

effect does not exceed 3× 10−14. Therefore, for the sake of caution, the contribution of

this term needs to be retained in the DCS measurement (note that this can be neglected

in close proximity space-ground clock comparisons, such as the ACES mission).

Then, we consider the terms of transmission path of signal, which is related to the

coordinate times of the signal’s emission and reception. To solve the signal’s travel time

along the transmission path, the emission time and reception time can be expressed as

t3 = t4 − T34 −∆tatm34 , (20)

t1 = t4 − T34 − T12 −∆tatm34 −∆tatm12 −∆t23, (21)

where T12 and T34 are the time transfer functions between moments t1 and t2 and t3
and t4, respectively, which consist of the propagation time in flat spacetime and the

gravitational time delay due to gravitational fields. ∆tatm12 and ∆tatm34 represent the

corresponding atmospheric delays in the transmission paths. ∆t23 represents the signal

forwarding delay on the satellite and ∆t23 can be set to be 0 in ideal conditions.



Preliminary Sensitivity Study for a Gravitational Redshift Measurement with China’s Lunar Exploration Proje

To solve the time transfer function, we set the ground station and satellite velocities

and accelerations as vg(t), ag(t), vs(t), and as(t), respectively. The coordinate distance

R34 = |xg(t4) − xs(t3)| can be expanded by the instantaneous distance Dsg(t4) =

|xg(t4) − xs(t4)|. The time transfer function T34 for the downlink can be expressed

as

T34 =
Dsg(t4)

c
+

Dsg(t4) · vs(t4)
c2

+
Dsg(t4)

2c3

[

v2s(t4)−Dsg(t4) · as(t4) +

(

Dsg(t4) · vs(t4)
Dsg(t4)

)2
]

+∆tgr34. (22)

The first term represents the instantaneous distance between the satellite and the ground

station at time t4. The second and third terms represent the Sagnac effect. The

fourth term ∆tgr34 represents the Shapiro delay caused by the gravitational field, which

is considered in the subsection.3.2. For the time transfer function T12 in the uplink, a

similar expression can be used

T12 =
Dgs(t2)

c
+

Dgs(t2) · vg(t2)
c2

+
Dgs(t2)

2c3

[

vg(t2)
2 −Dgs(t2) · ag(t2) +

(

Dgs(t2) · vg(t2)
Dgs(t2)

)2
]

+∆tgr12. (23)

Combining Eqs.(20) and (22), the coordinate time ratio dt3/dt4 in DCS

measurement (15) can be expressed as

dt3
dt4

= 1− n34 · v34
c

− 1

c2
[(n34 · v34)(n34 · vs(t4)) +R34 · as(t4)]−

d∆tatm34

dt4
− d∆tgr34

dt4
, (24)

where n34 = R34/R34, v34 = vg(t4) − vs(t4). Note that the Sagnac term of order c−3

is ignored in Eq.(24) because its effect is canceled out in the DCS measurement. This

equation mainly describes the Doppler effect in the one-way downlink. The second

term is the first-order Doppler effect and the third term represents the Sagnac effect.

The fourth term represents the influences of atmospheric delay, mainly including the

influence of tropospheric delay and ionospheric delay. The last term represents the

Shapiro delay effect. Clearly, the frequency shift of Eq.(24) is dominated by the signal’s

paths.

Similarly, combining Eqs.(21)−(23), another coordinate time ratio dt1/dt4 in DCS

measurement (15) can be represented as

dt1
dt4

= 1− n34 · v34
c

− n12 · v12
c

− 1

c2
[(n34 · v34)(n34 · vs(t4)) +R34 · as(t4)]

− 1

c2
[(n12 · v12)(n12 · vg(t2)) +R12 · ag(t2)]

− d∆tgr12
dt4

− d∆tatm12

dt4
− d∆tgr34

dt4
− d∆tatm34

dt4
− d∆t23

dt4
, (25)
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where n12 = R12/R12, and v12 = vs(t2)− vg(t1). With the same reason as Eq.(24), the

Sagnac term of order c−3 is ignored in Eq.(25). This equation dt1/dt4 mainly describes

the Doppler effect in two-way frequency transfer including contributions from the first-

order Doppler effect, Sagnac effect, atmospheric shift, and gravitational frequency shift

in both uplink and downlink. The last term in Eq.(25) represents the influence caused

by signal-forwarding delay on the satellite. Under instantaneous forwarding conditions

t2 = t3, the effect of this term is zero. In compensated cases, this term depends on the

constant value of compensation, which can be evaluated by the instruments.

Considering the one-way and two-way frequency transfer in DCS measurement, it

is the key to combine Eqs.(24) and (25) to cancel the first-order Doppler shift. Because

of the motion of the satellite and ground station, there is the residual Doppler shift in

the DCS measurement. From Eqs.(24) and (25), the residual Doppler shift is given by

dt3
dt4

− 1

2

dt1
dt4

=
1

c2
[(v43 · vg(t4)) +R43 · ag(t4)]

(

1− (n43 · v43)
c

)

+
R43

c3
[(3vg(t4)− vs(t3)) · ag(t4)−R43 · dg(t4)]

− 1

2

d(∆tgr34 −∆tgr12)

dt4
− 1

2

d(∆tatm34 −∆tatm12 )

dt4
+

d∆t23
dt4

, (26)

where dg(t4) = dag(t4)/dt4. The first two terms represent the residual Doppler effect

after the Doppler cancellation scheme, where the magnitude of the first term does not

exceed 3.5 × 10−10 and the second term does not exceed 1.3 × 10−14 for the CLEP.

The following two terms represent the effects of Shapiro delay, tropospheric delay,

and ionospheric delay, which will be evaluated using relevant models and discussed

in subsections 3.2, 3.3, and 3.4, respectively. The last term represents the influence of

signal forwarding in the satellite, which can be evaluated experimentally. According to

the discussion in subsection 3.2 about Shapiro delay, the gravitational-delay frequency

shift can be calculated, and its influence in DCS measurement is much smaller than

1 × 10−17. According to the discussions in subsections 3.3 (tropospheric delay) and

3.4 (ionospheric delay), the frequency shift caused by atmospheric delay consists of

the frequency shift of the tropospheric delay and ionospheric delay. The tropospheric

frequency shift is independent of the transmission signal frequency, while the ionospheric

frequency shift depends on the signal frequency. In the CLEP, when considering the

same transmission frequency for the uplink and downlink, the total atmospheric delay

frequency shift in the DCS measurement is less than 5× 10−18. When the transmission

frequencies for the uplink and downlink are not the same, due to the different ionospheric

delays between the uplink and downlink, the ionospheric frequency shift in the DCS

measurement increases significantly.

The corresponding fractional frequency shifts have been described above for the

DCS terms of gravitational redshift, Doppler effect, atmospheric shift, etc. For clock

comparison in the CLEP, it is sufficient to ignore terms less than 10−16. After some
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calculations, the DCS measurement (15) can be reexpressed as

(

δf

f

)

dcs

=

(

∑

b

Ub(xs, t3)− Ub(xg, t4)

c2
+

v2s (t3)− v2g(t4)

2c2

)

(

1− n34 · v34

c

)

− 1

2

(

∑

b

Ub(xg, t1)− Ub(xg, t4)

c2
+

v2g(t1)− v2g(t4)

2c2

)

+

(

v43 · vg(t4) +R43 · ag(t4)

c2

)

(

1− n34 · v34

c

)

+
R43

c3
[(3vg(t4)− vs(t3)) · ag(t4) +R43 · dg(t4)]

− d(∆tgr34 −∆tgr12)

2dt2
− d(∆tatm34 −∆tatm12 )

2dt4
+

d∆t23
dt4

+

(

dδτ ts
dt3

+
dδτ es
dt3

−
dδτ tg
dt4

−
dδτ rg
dt4

)

(

1− n34 · v34
c

)

− 1

2

(

dδτ eg
dt1

−
dδτ rg
dt4

)

(

1− 2
n34 · v34

c

)

. (27)

This equation is dominated by gravitational redshift and time dilation and describes

the gravitational redshift measurement of the CLEP’s clock comparison with DCS. It

also includes the Doppler effect, tropospheric frequency shift, ionospheric frequency

shift, and gravitational frequency shift of the DCS measurement. Based on the basic

parameter of CLEP mission, the estimations of various effects can be found in the third

column of Table 1.

The measurement error of positions and velocity will lead to the corresponding error

of frequency measurements. Taking into account the position error and velocity error of

the ground station, as well as the position error and velocity error of the satellite, the

error in frequency measurement with DCS can be calculated as

u(δf/f)dcs =

[(

∂(δf/f)dcs
∂xg

· δxg

)2

+

(

∂(δf/f)dcs
∂vg

· δvg
)2

+

(

∂(δf/f)dcs
∂xs

· δxs

)2

+

(

∂(δf/f)dcs
∂vs

· δvs
)2 ]1/2

,

where δxg and δvg represent the position error and velocity error of the ground station,

δxs and δvs are the position error and velocity error of the satellite, respectively.

Considering a position accuracy of 1 m for the ground station relative to the Earth’s

center, a position accuracy of 10 km for the satellite orbit, and a position accuracy of

1 km for the Earth within the Solar System, a priori estimation demonstrates that the

error in gravitational redshift for the Earth is 6.6 × 10−16, for the Sun is 6.4 × 10−16,

and for the Moon is 5.4× 10−17 (the fourth column as shown in Table 1). Considering

a velocity accuracy of 0.1 m/s for the satellite and the center-of-mass of the Earth, an

error in time dilation effect is < 1.6 × 10−15, an error in the residual Doppler effect is

< 3 × 10−15, an error in atmospheric frequency shift is < 1 × 10−18, and an error in
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Table 1. The magnitude estimation of various effects for one-day CLEP simulated

experiment. The first column represents the types of effects in clock comparison. The

second column indicates the magnitude of various effects in the one-way measurement,

the third column is the magnitude of various effects in the DCS measurement, and the

fourth column is the estimated error of various effects in the DCS measurement.

Type of effect Magnitude DCS measurement Error

First-order Doppler effect 10−6 ∼ 10−5 < 1× 10−10 < 3× 10−15

Earth’s gravitational redshift ∼ 6.9× 10−10 ∼ 6.9× 10−10 < 6.6× 10−16

Sun’s gravitational redshift ∼ 3× 10−11 ∼ 3× 10−11 < 6.4× 10−16

Moon’s gravitational redshift ∼ 6× 10−13 ∼ 6× 10−13 < 5× 10−17

Time dilation effect < 6× 10−10 < 2× 10−11 < 1.6× 10−15

Tropospheric frequency shift ∼ 10−12 < 1× 10−16 < 1× 10−17

Ionospheric frequency shift ∼ 10−13 < 1× 10−15 < 2× 10−16

Gravitational frequency shift ∼ 10−14 < 1× 10−17 < 1× 10−18

Temperature effect − − < 1× 10−15

gravitational-delay frequency shift is < 1× 10−18 (the fourth column as shown in Table

1).

3.2. Gravitational frequency shift

From Einstein’s general relativity, the gravitational field can lead to an extra time

delay in light travel time, known as Shapiro delay. Assuming that the metric is given,

the standard methods can be obtained by solving the null geodesic equation or the

eikonal equation [52, 53, 54]. Furthermore, different approaches are developed to study

the light propagation in the gravitational fields based on the Synge World function

and time transfer function [55, 56, 57, 58]. Based on these methods, many solutions

have been proposed in the post-Newtonian and post-Minkowskian approximations

[59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64]. In the post-Newtonian approximation, the metric can be

expanded as gαβ = ηαβ + hαβ, where ηαβ =diag(−1,+1,+1,+1), and hαβ represents the

gravitational perturbation. In the gravitational field of the solar system, the Shapiro

delay of light propagation can be calculated by

∆tgr34 =
R34

2c

∫ 1

0

(

h00 − 2ni
34h

0i + ni
34n

j
34h

ij
)

x(l)
dl, (28)

where ni
34 = (x4 − x3)

i/R34. For this equation, the integral is calculated along the

straight line from the satellite to the ground station that is defined by the parameter

equation x(l) = l(x4 − x3) + x3 with 0 ≤ l ≤ 1, where l is an affine parameter. The

gravitational time delay ∆tgr12 in the uplink is given by a similar method. For a crude

estimation, the Shapiro delay caused by the Earth’s mass corresponds to the level of

10−10 seconds.

From Eq.(27), the gravitational frequency shift is given by the time derivative of

the Shapiro delay, such as the gravitational frequency shift in the downlink d∆tgr34/dt4.
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After some calculations, the gravitational frequency shift is given by

(

δf

f

)gr

34

=−
∑

b

GMb(rb3 + rb4)

c3rb3rb4

[(

2

1 + nb3 · nb4
− rb3 − rb4

rb3 + rb4

)

n34 · (vb3 − vb4)

+
2R34

rb3 + rb4

nb3 · vb3 + nb4 · vb4
1 + nb3 · nb4

]

, (29)

where subscripts nb3 and nb4 represent the unit vectors pointing from the center-of-

mass of celestial body b to the satellite at time t3 and to ground station at time t4,

respectively. vb3 and vb4 represent the velocities of the satellite at time t3 and ground

station at time t4 relative to the celestial body b, respectively. For a crude estimation, the

Sun’s gravitational frequency shift is less than 7 × 10−14. Considering the contribution

from the Earth, the effect of this term is less than 6×10−15. In the case of the Moon, it

is much smaller than 1 × 10−16 and can be safely ignored. The gravitational frequency

shift in the uplink path (δf/f)gr12 can be expressed in the same form by replacing 3 with

1 and 4 with 2. With the DCS, the contributions of the gravitational frequency shift in

the one-way and two-way paths canceled out and the residual effect is no greater than

1× 10−17 with the error smaller than 1× 10−18 (as shown in Table.1).

3.3. Tropospheric frequency shift

For the influence of the atmosphere, it can be split into tropospheric delay and

ionospheric delay ∆tatm = ∆ttro + ∆tion. The tropospheric delay is related to the

pressure, temperature, and humidity along the signal transmission path, which can

be represented as [39, 65]

∆ttro =
1

c

∫

(M1 +M2) dlt, (30)

where lt represents the signal’s path in the troposphere, M1 = 77.6 (p/T )×10−6K/mbar

and M2 = 0.373 (ǫ/T 2)K2/mbar, T represents temperature, p represents total pressure,

and ǫ represents the water vapor partial pressure along the signal’s path lt. Therefore,

the frequency shift due to the tropospheric delay can be expressed as

(

δf

f

)tro

34

=
d∆ttro34

dt4
=

1

c

d

dt4

∫

(M1 +M2) dlt34, (31)

where lt34 represents the tropospheric path of the signal in the downlink. From this

equation, a one-way fractional frequency shift due to tropospheric delay is related

to the variations of parameters M1 and M2. It can be concluded that the changes

in temperature, total pressure, water vapor partial pressure, and signal’s geometric

path will lead to the tropospheric frequency shift. The tropospheric delay ∆ttro12 can

be expressed in a similar form. Since the uplink and downlink paths are close, the

differences in parameters M1 and M2 between the uplink and downlink paths can be

ignored. Therefore, the frequency shift due to tropospheric delay is dominated by the
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geometric path variation of the signal. Under the above approximation, the frequency

shift of the tropospheric delay in DCS measurement can be expressed as

(

δf

f

)tro

dcs

=
d∆ttro12

2dt4
− d∆ttro34

2dt4
=

M 1 +M 2

c
(|Vt12| − |Vt34|), (32)

where M 1 and M2 represent the average values of parameters M1 and M2 along the

tropospheric transmission paths lt12 and lt34, respectively, and |Vt12| and |Vt34| represent
the velocities of the tropospheric transmission path variations lt12 and lt34, respectively.

For the influences of the tropospheric delay or the ionospheric delay, the fractional

frequency shifts depend on the changes in the total path delay and are related to the

velocity between the satellite and the ground station. Considering above equations, a

prior estimate indicates that the tropospheric frequency shift is no greater than the level

of 8× 10−13 in the one-way frequency transfer, is no greater than the level of 1× 10−16

in the DCS measurement, and it’s error is less than the level of 1× 10−17 (as shown in

Table. 1).

3.4. Ionospheric frequency shift

The ionospheric delay is dependent on the signal frequency f and is primarily dominated

by the f−2 term. It can be expressed as ∆tion = − (40.3/cf 2)
∫

nedli, where ne represents

the electron density along the path. Therefore, in the downlink, the frequency shift due

to ionospheric delay can be written as [39, 65]

(

δf

f

)ion

34

=
d∆tion34

dt4
= −40.3

cf 2

d

dt4

∫

nedli34, (33)

where li34 represents the ionospheric path of the signal in the downlink. In the one-

way frequency shift, s simple estimation shows that the fractional frequency shift of

ionospheric delay can reach the level of 10−13. For the uplink, the fractional frequency

shift of ionospheric delay (δf/f)tro12 can be represented in the same form. Similar to the

tropospheric case, since the uplink and downlink paths are very close, the differences

in electron density along the uplink and downlink paths can be ignored. Considering

that two downlink frequencies are different, the fractional frequency shift of ionospheric

delay in the DCS measurement can be expressed as

(

δf

f

)ion

dcs

=

(

d∆tion12

2dt4
− d∆tion34

2dt4

)

=
40.3ne

2c

( |Vi12|
f 2
2w

− |Vi34|
f 2
1w

)

, (34)

where ne is the average electron density along the ionospheric path of the signal, f1w is

the frequency of one-way signal, f2w is the frequency of two-way signal, and |Vi12| and
|Vi34| represent the velocities of the ionospheric transmission path variations li12 and

li34, respectively. Assuming the downlink frequency in one-way signal is 24 GHz and

the downlink frequency in one-way signal is 25 GHz, a prior estimate demonstrates that

the ionospheric frequency shift is no greater than the level of 2 × 10−14 in the one-way
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signal, is no greater than the level of 1× 10−15 in the DCS measurement, and it’s error

is less than the level of 2× 10−16 with 20 % error of ionospheric electron density model

[66] (as shown in Table. 1). By adopting closer frequencies of one-way and two-way

signals, the ionospheric influence can be further suppressed.

3.5. Clock error

In the CLEP mission, we consider that satellite clock is a passive hydrogen maser and

the ground-station clock is a H clock of equal or better performance. The frequency of

hydrogen maser is perturbed by a superposition of several types of independent noise.

Considering the stochastic noise nature of the clocks, the one-sided power spectra density

of fractional frequency fluctuations can be expressed as [67, 68]

S(f) =

2
∑

n=−2

hnf
n (35)

where hi is the noise intensity coefficient, and f is the Fourier frequency variable. There

are five classic types of noise: the white phase modulation noise (f 2), the flicker phase

modulation noise (f 1), the white frequency modulation noise (f 0), the flicker frequency

modulation noise (f−1), and the random walk frequency modulation noise (f−2). Based

on the five types of clock noise, We can generate a series of clock frequency errors. For

the onboard passive hydrogen maser, we set the stability as 5 × 10−13/
√
τ (τ is the

averaging time in seconds). The simulated Allan deviation of onboard passive hydrogen

maser is showed in the figure 2 (the stability and accuracy of ground-station hydrogen

clock are better, which is not shown here). The simulation result shows that the stability

of onboard clock is about 5×10−13/
√
τ and reaches the magnitude of 2×10−15 after 60

000 s. For hydrogen masers, there is a long-term frequency drift, which is shown with

the curve in Fig. 2 after 100 000 s. For long-term clock comparisons, the influences

of the frequency drift of hydrogen clocks will be significant, which can affect the test

of gravitational redshift. In addition, the frequency offset of onboard H-maser also has

an impact on the test of gravitational redshift. For high-precision experiments to test

gravitational redshift, the accurate measurement of this drift is a huge challenge. For

this challenge, a potential method may consider multiple ground stations to establish

frequency links with satellite for clock comparisons. The frequency offset and drift of the

on-board clock are the same in the clock comparison for different ground stations, which

may be used to consider the influences of frequency offset and drift when fitting the data.

The same fractional frequency shift in different data sets may help to assess or reduce the

influences of frequency offset and drift of the on-board clock. Another possible solution

is for CLEP satellites to carry a clock with much better absolute accuracy, such as a

cold atom clock. For simplicity, in our simulated experiment, we assume that frequency

drift and offset can be accurately measured without affecting the simulated evaluation

of gravitational redshift, although it is very difficult in the experiment.
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Figure 2. The simulated Allan deviation of onboard passive hydrogen maser as a

function of the average time. The stability is about 5× 10−13/
√
τ .

3.6. Other influences

In addition to the factors discussed above, there are many other effects that can

affect satellite-ground clock comparison and the test of gravitational redshift, such as

solar radiation pressure, temperature changes, magnetic field variations, etc. Detailed

discussions on these effects of various factors are complex and is beyond this work.

Here we only briefly discuss the influences of solar radiation pressure, temperature, and

magnetic fields.

The solar radiation pressure can have various effects on the CLEP clock comparison

experiment, such as satellite’s orbit and attitude. We mainly consider the impact on

the change of orbit position and velocity, assuming that other effects are small and

can be handled with the corresponding technologies. Considering the influence of solar

radiation pressure, the accurate calculation can be given by a numerical model based

on the spacecraft’s surface geometry and optical characteristics of its components. In

the case considered here, it is sufficient to use a simplified analytical model known as

the “box-wing” model. We employ the “box-wing” model to calculate the influence

of solar radiation pressure, denoted as δxsr. Solar radiation pressure arises from the

absorption and emission of photons on the surface exposed to sunlight. To describe

radiation pressure, we consider the surface area of the satellite as Aplane, and use unit

vectors en and e⊙ to represent the surface normal direction and the direction of the

light source, respectively. For this given plane, the acceleration caused by solar radiation

pressure can be expressed as [69]

asr = −ΦAplane cos θ

mc

[

(η + δ)

(

e⊙ +
2

3
en

)

+ 2ρ cos θen

]

, (36)

where m is the total mass of the satellite, Φ =
(

(1AU)2/r⊙2
)

1367 W/m2 represents



Preliminary Sensitivity Study for a Gravitational Redshift Measurement with China’s Lunar Exploration Proje

the radiation flux per unit area near the Earth, 1AU = 1.496 × 108 km, denotes the

average distance between the Earth and the Sun, r⊙ is the instantaneous distance from

the satellite to the Sun, θ is the angle between unit vectors en and e⊙, and η, δ, and

ρ respectively denote the absorption rate, diffuse reflectance, and specular reflectance

of the satellite’s surface with relationship η + δ + ρ = 1. In Eq.(36), the term in

parentheses can be regarded as a weighted average e⊙ + (2/3)en of the solar direction

and the surface normal direction en. Considering the relationship among absorption

rate, diffuse reflectance, and specular reflectance, it can be concluded that the influence

of solar radiation pressure mainly depends on the specular reflectance parameter ρ. From

a crude estimation, the acceleration caused by solar radiation pressure is on the order

of 100 nm/s2, and the resulting position changes δxsr is smaller than the measurement

error of the satellite’s position 10 km.

Regarding the influence of temperature variations, it is dominated by the Sun’s

radiation. We conservatively estimate the influence of the temperature by considering

the temperature sensitivity of the clock and the maximum variations of the temperature

at the clock’s location with respect to the orientation of the satellite. Similarly, the

sensitivity of the onboard clock to temperature is assumed to be the same as that of a

ground laboratory clock. The temperature sensitivity of a ground laboratory hydrogen

clock is characterized in fractional frequency < 2 × 10−14 K−1 [70]. The variation of

the temperature can be modeled by the satellite’s and Sun’s orientations. Moreover,

the clock is controlled actively by the thermal pipes and the influence of temperature

can be evaluated. The temperature monitoring accuracy is less than 0.05 K in ideal

condition, and the effect of temperature on the clock can be assessed to the level better

than 1× 10−15.

Regarding the influence of magnetic fields, the International Geomagnetic Reference

Field (IGRF-12) model can be used to estimated the magnetic effects on the on-board

clocks of low-orbit satellites [71]. For orbital altitudes above 1 000 km, the magnetic

field model is complicated due to the influence of the solar wind. It includes the

magnetopause, which points toward the Sun, and the magnetotail, which points away

from the Sun. The CLEP satellite is in a higher orbit than the magnetopause, but may

be in the magnetotail. In the case that the onboard clock adopts magnetic shielding

technology, the influence of magnetic fields can be ignored. In the case of no magnetic

shielding technology and a large magnetic field effect, one may discard the data in the

magnetotail region.

4. Estimation of test of gravitational redshift

To evaluate the accuracy of the gravitational redshift test in the CLEP experiment,

we use the DCS model for simulated experiments. We consider that the clocks on the

ground station and in satellite are H clocks, their fractional frequency instability and

fractional inaccuracy are 5 × 10−13/
√
τ , where τ is the measurement averaging time

in seconds. The experiments compare the frequencies between the ground clock and
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Figure 3. The predicted value of gravitational redshift in the CLEP experiment. The

blue line represents the gravitational redshift and the red line indicates the geocentric

distance of the CLEP satellite around the Moon.

satellite clock through a microwave link. In short measurement times, the microwave

link noise is the main noise. In long measurement times, the measurement noise is

mainly dominated by clock frequency noise. The experiment enables long measurement

time or continuous clock comparisons. The gravitational field models of the Moon and

Sun are considered point-particle models and the gravitational field model of the Earth

is based on EGM2008 [72].

In the test of gravitational redshift, the DCS measurement includes gravitational

redshift, time dilation effect, and other residual effects. These effects in the DCS

measurement are simulated by the simulated positions and velocities of satellite and

ground station clock. From the simulated DCS measurements, we estimate the accuracy

of testing gravitational redshift. To perform the analysis of frequency comparison

data, we define a quantity Y (t) that is defined by the simulated data minus the

theoretical value of relativistic model, which is used to obtain the violation parameter

α. Considering the space-ground clock comparison at a given time ti, the quantity Y (ti)

is described as

Y (ti) = ∆y(ti)−
∑

b

∆Ub(ti)

c2
− ∆v

2(ti)

2c2
− δot, (37)

where ∆y(ti) is the simulated DCS measurement value of frequency comparison, the

second term is predicted value of gravitational redshift, the third term is predicted

value of time dilation effect, and δot represents the predicted value of other residual

effects in Eq.(27).

Based on the simulation and model of DCS measurement, we can use the least-

squares estimator for the determination of the parameter α. With the matrix form, we
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Figure 4. The simulated residual frequency shift of the DCS measurement. The blue

dots is given by subtracting the predicted DCS frequency shift from the simulated DCS

data.

define a fitting model with equation of length N

Y = Xβ + ǫ, (38)

where β is the parameter vector to be estimated that is used to estimate α, ǫ is the

noise vector, which is assumed gaussian with value of expectation E[ǫ] = 0 and standard

deviation σ, Y is given by

Y = [Y (t1) Y (t2) ... Y (tN)]
T , (39)

where Y (ti) is the quantity given by Eq.(37) at coordinate time ti, and X is given by

X = [∆ygr(t1) ∆ygr(t2) ... ∆ygr(tN)]
T , (40)

where ∆ygr(ti) =
∑

b ∆Ub(ti)/c
2 represents the theoretical prediction value of the

standard gravitational redshift at coordinate time ti.

Considering the clock comparison between the CLEP satellite and ground station,

we choose the ground station as Beijing Miyun station (the position is given by 116.976◦

E, 40.368◦ N, 160.0 m altitude). We investigate the convergence of the EGM2008 by

considering the evolution of the estimated uncertainty of gravitational redshift on the

ground station, which is given by the difference of the (n − 1)-order potential and n-

order potential of the Earth. When the difference in gravitational redshift is smaller

than 1×10−16, we can neglect the higher terms of the EGM2008, and the 20-order Earth

gravitational model is sufficient for the CLEP experiment (since the satellite clock is

in a high orbit, the effect on the satellite clock is different from the ground clock, but

it is smaller). Base on the 20-order model of EGM2008, Figure.3 shows the simulated

gravitational redshift effect for 60 days, and its magnitude can reach about 6.9× 10−10.
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For a conservative estimation, we set the observation cutoff elevation angle of the CLEP

satellite larger than 30◦ on the ground station, which results in an average of several

hours of observations per day. Figure.4 shows the residual frequency shift of a one-day

experiment that is given by subtracting the theoretical predicted DCS frequency shift

from the simulated DCS data and the residual is dominated by the clock noise. With

the least-squares method and simulated DCS measurement, we obtain a simulated result

for the potential test of gravitational redshift (0.4±3.7)×10−6 for 60-day observations,

where 0.4×10−6 represent mean offset between the theoretical true value and simulation

result and ±3.7×10−6 is the uncertainty. The relatively small value of α is not surprising

since the model assumes α = 0 and the simulation should therefore give a value of α

well within the uncertainty. The important result is the uncertainty. After a simulated

measurement session of 60 days under ideal conditions, the CLEP experiment may reach

the uncertainty of 3.7× 10−6 for potential test of gravitational redshift.

5. Conclusion

General relativity, as one of the foundational theories of modern physics, provides the

most precise description of the macroscopic physical world and our universe. The

accurate measurement of general relativity’s validity is essential for advancing our

understanding of fundamental physics. Gravitational redshift, a classic test of general

relativity, can be tested with high precision using space-based missions. China’s

Lunar Exploration Project (CLEP) includes the proposals of using an onboard passive

hydrogen clock with daily stability of 2 × 10−15. By establishing a high-precision

frequency link between the ground station and the satellite’s hydrogen clock, CLEP

has a potential to perform precise tests of gravitational redshift.

Based on the CLEP experiment, we developed clock-comparison models for one-

way frequency measurement, two-way frequency measurement, and DCS measurement,

respectively. Considering the clock comparison between the CLEP satellite and the

ground station, we analyzed the influences of various factors, such as the Doppler

effect, satellite orbit determination, atmospheric delay, Shapiro delay, etc. The Doppler

cancellation scheme measurement model effectively reduces the first-order Doppler

effect, significantly relaxing the requirement on velocity measurement accuracy in

gravitational redshift measurements.

Furthermore, we conducted simulations to compare the clocks between the CLEP

satellite and the ground station and evaluated the empirical precision of the gravitational

redshift effect. Our simulation results demonstrate that under ideal condition of high-

precision measurement of the onboard H-maser frequency offset and drift, the CLEP

experiment has a potential to achieve an uncertainty of 3-4 ppm in testing gravitational

redshift after a 60-day measurement session, and a longer measurement duration could

potentially yield even better results. For such test with deep-space missions, some

engineering and technical challenges still require significant effort to overcome, such as

high-precision measurements of onboard-clock frequency offset and drift.
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