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Abstract

Lunar Laser Ranging (LLR) measures the distance between
observatories on Earth and retro-reflectors on Moon since
1969. In this paper, we study the possible violation of the
equality of passive and active gravitational mass (ma/mp),
for Aluminium (Al) and Iron (Fe), using LLR data. Our
new limit of 3.9 ·10−14 is about 100 times better than that
of Bartlett and Van Buren [1986] reflecting the benefit of
the many years of LLR data.
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1 Introduction

In a non-relativistic framework each body has three masses:
the inertial mass, the passive gravitational mass (weight) react-
ing on a given gravitational field, and the active gravitational
mass creating a gravitational field. In standard physics all three
masses are assumed to be the same. However, if they are differ-
ent [Bondi, 1957] then for any two gravitationally bound bodies
A and B the equations of motion read

miAẍA = mpAGmaB
xB − xA

|xB − xA|3
(1)

miBẍB = mpBGmaA
xA − xB

|xA − xB |3
, (2)

where miA, maA, mpA are the inertial, active and passive grav-
itational mass of body A, respectively. We define relative and
center of mass coordinates according to

x = xB − xA (3)

X =
miA

Mi
xA +

miB

Mi
xB (4)

with the total inertial mass Mi = miA+miB . While the relative
coordinate evolves according to the Kepler problem

ẍ = −Gα x

x3
, α =

mpA

miA
maB +

mpB

miB
maA (5)
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the center of mass coordinate shows a self acceleration

Ẍ = G
mpAmpB

Mi
SA,B

x

x3
(6)

where

SA,B =
maB

mpB
− maA

mpA
(7)

describes the difference of the ratio of active and passive masses
of the two bodies. x describes the vector between the two bod-
ies. It is interesting that the relative motion decouples from
the center of mass motion so that for the determination of the
latter any relative motion can be taken. Accordingly, in the
case of binary systems this is given by the solutions of equation
(5), in our case it is the vector between two components of the
Moon (see below). This leads to a change in the Earth-Moon
distance what can be very precisely measured using LLR. In
fact, many aspects of gravity have been tested with LLR with
the best precision [Müller et al., 1996; Hofmann and Müller,
2018].

From the space mission MICROSCOPE the equality of inertial
and passive gravitational mass has been confirmed at the level
of 10−15 in the Eötvös coefficient [Touboul et al., 2022]. From
laboratory experiments the equality of active and passive grav-
itational mass has been shown at the level of 10−5 [Kreuzer,
1968]. Later, Bartlett and Van Buren [1986] used Lunar Laser
Ranging (LLR) to improve this estimate to the level ≤ 4 ·10−12.
This limit has further been used to determine other limits, such
as on the parameterized post-Newtonian (PPN) parameter ζ3
[Will, 2014]. Here we will report on a further improvement on
the limit by two more orders of magnitude using a longer and
improved set of LLR data.

Bartlett and Van Buren [1986] considered the self force Fs =
MiẌ = SA,BGmpAmpB/r

2
AB between the different parts of the

Moon (with the simplifying assumption that the mantle has
the same composition as maria, i.e. Iron (Fe) rich basalt, and
the crust has the same composition as the highlands, i.e. Alu-
minium (Al) rich anorthosite). The effect of this force in the
tangential direction with respect to the Earth will lead to an
increase in the angular velocity of the Moon. Using Kepler’s
law, stating that ω2r3 stays constant, and the change in energy
per lunar sidereal month, they express the relation between the
self force and the angular velocity of the Moon as,

∆ω

ω
= 6π

Ft

FEM
, (8)
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where FEM is the gravitational force between Earth and Moon,
Ft = Fs sin δc.m.,c.f. is the tangential part of the self force using
the offset angle δc.m.,c.f. between the directions of the center of
mass (c.m.) and the centre of figure (c.f.) of the Moon.

Bartlett and Van Buren [1986] use the offset between the c.m.
and c.f. of the Moon, as given by Bills and Ferrari [1977], of 1.98
± 0.06 km in the direction 14.00 ± 1.00° to the east of the vector
pointing to the Earth. They also assume a two component
Moon, with the mantle having a density of 3.35 g/cm3 and the
crust having a density of 2.90 g/cm3. Using these assumptions,
they show a ratio between Fs and FEM of

Fs

FEM
≈ 5SA,B , (9)

and give SAl,Fe = SA,B/0.08.

For the uncertainty of the value of the tidal acceleration
in the orbital mean longitude of the Moon, ω̇, Bartlett
and Van Buren [1986] considered two values of ω̇, -25.30
± 1.20 arcsec/century2 [Dickey et al., 1983] and -25.50
± 1 arcsec/century2 [Christodoulidis et al., 1988]. Using
the maximum difference between these values of about 2
arcsec/century2, together with equations (8) and (9), they de-
rived an upper limit on the coefficient SAl,Fe of 4 · 10−12.

In the present study we use the latest results from Lunar Laser
Ranging (LLR) to determine a new limit on the coefficient
SAl,Fe by using the current value of ∆ω. For the study, the
ephemeris calculation model is primarily based on the DE430
model [Folkner et al., 2014] with only a few minor changes. We
consider fourteen solar system bodies (Sun, Moon, eight plan-
ets, Ceres, Pallas, and Vesta) for our ephemeris calculation, and
use their initial positions at J2000 from the DE430 ephemeris.
The initial position and orientation of the Moon (for orienta-
tion, mantle and core of the Moon) is fitted to LLR data along
with other parameters such as station and reflector coordinates,
spherical harmonic coefficients of the Moon, etc. A full list of
the parameters fitted in a standard calculation can be found in
Singh et al. [2021]. For this study, 30 172 normal points (NPs)
in the time span April 1970 - April 2022 were used, obtained
thanks to the continuous efforts of various personnel at the dif-
ferent observatories (see Acknowledgements).

2 Determination of the Lunar An-
gular Acceleration

The effect on the lunar orbit of the degree 2 tides on Earth is
modelled as a tidal bulge (see Fig. 1). This tidal bulge can be
modelled, in a simplified way, as one angle defining a geomet-
ric rotation [Williams et al., 1978]. It used one Love number
defined for degree 2. An expanded model has a more complex
definition, involving three Love numbers for each frequency of
degree 2, and five tidal time delays (three orbital and two rota-
tional) which define the time-delayed position of the tide gen-
erating bodies [Folkner et al., 2014; Williams and Boggs, 2016].
In this study, we use both methods to obtain a value of ω̇ and its
uncertainty, and compare them to−25.82±0.03 arcsec/century2

[Folkner et al., 2014].

Figure 1: Geocentric change of position of the tide gener-
ating body due to time delay [Hofmann, 2017].

For the calculation based on the one angle defining a geometric
rotation [Williams et al., 1978], we used an initial value of k2δ =
0.01220. For the calculation of the ephemeris, all aspects (initial
values of solar system bodies, constants, acceleration models,
etc.), except the calculation of the effect on the lunar orbit of
the degree 2 Earth tides, are based on the DE430 ephemeris
[Folkner et al., 2014]. All standard parameters except the two
rotational components of degree 2 time delays (which were not
used in the calculation) were estimated using a Gauss-Markov
model (GMM). We obtained a value of k2δ = 0.01312 ± 1.17 ·
10−6. Using ω̇ = −1961 k2δ [Williams and Boggs, 2016], we
get ω̇ = −25.73± 0.0023 arcsec/century2. This solution is later
referred to as ‘k2d’.

For a second solution, later referred to as ‘LUNAR’, we added
the effect of degree 2 Earth tides in the LLR analysis based
on Folkner et al. [2014]. We created four different cases. For
three of these cases, along with other standard parameters, the
individual values of the three orbital time delays were adjusted.
For the fourth case, the three orbital tidal time delay values
were kept fixed, and the two rotational tidal time delay values
were adjusted along with all other standard parameters. We ob-
tain four sets of values of the five tidal time delays from these
variations, which are converted [Williams, 2022; personal com-
munication] to determine four values of ω̇: -25.7898, -25.7759,
-25.7635, and -25.7649 arcsec/century2. The uncertainty of ω̇,
taken as the range of the four individual cases, is then obtained
as ±0.0263 arcsec/century2.

3 Discussion

Different values of ∆ω/ω can be obtained from the different
values of the uncertainty mentioned in section 2. We use the
values of all constants and apply the same assumptions as that
used by Bartlett and Van Buren [1986] to recalculate a limit
on the violation of the equality of passive and active gravita-
tional mass for Al and Fe. This is done to be able to assess the
contribution of the many years of LLR data in establishing the
limit. The assumptions, such as the 14° offset angle between
the c.m. and the c.f. of the Moon, an onion-skin lunar interior,
Ġ = 0, etc., are critical to the results. Any change compared to
these assumptions would affect the results as well. The updated
∆ω/ω values are given in Table 1, along with the limit on the
coefficient SAl,Fe for both solutions (see equations (8) and (9)).
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Table 1: Limit on the violation of the equality of passive
and active gravitational mass for Al and Fe from the value
of ∆ω/ω obtained based on our k2d and LUNAR solutions.

Solution ∆ω/ω [month−1] SAl,Fe

k2d 1.2 · 10−15 6.9 · 10−16

LUNAR 1.4 · 10−14 7.7 · 10−15

Bartlett and Van Buren [1986] gave the value of SAl,Fe as 7 ·
10−13, and worsen it around five times to report a realistic
limit of 4 · 10−12, to reflect the limitations in the knowledge
of the interior and the surface of the Moon, and to reflect the
assumptions in their calculations. Taking the worse of the two
values of SAl,Fe mentioned in Table 1, and using a scaling factor
of five, our new limit on the violation of the equality of passive
and active mass for Al and Fe gives 3.9 · 10−14. If, however, the
limit were taken from the k2d solution, it would, after using a
scaling factor of five, give 3.4 · 10−15.

Following Will [2014], based on the limit value of SAl,Fe, the
limit value for ζ3 would also improve by about two orders of
magnitude, assuming the same difference in binding energy be-
tween the atomic nuclei of Al and Fe. As mentioned in section
1, the value of SAl,Fe is determined when differentiating between
the crust and the mantle of the Moon. In reality, the lunar core
will also add to the self force, and affect the value of SAl,Fe. For
this study, to keep the assumptions the same as those used by
Bartlett and Van Buren [1986], this effect was not considered.
Furthermore, if considering a more recent value of the c.m.-c.f.
offset from Smith et al. [2017], the value of SAl,Fe would become
even smaller by a factor of 0.3, i.e. 2.5 · 10−14. As mentioned
earlier, such minor error sources are well captured by up-scaling
the estimated error by a factor of five.

4 Conclusions

We determine a new limit on the violation of the equality of
passive and active gravitational mass for Al and Fe following
the procedure of Bartlett and Van Buren [1986]. Our result
benefits from the many years of very good LLR data. We used
different versions of our LLR analysis software to obtain two
final solutions, both providing the value of ∆ω/ω. Using the
model of Bartlett and Van Buren [1986], we convert the value
of ∆ω/ω to obtain the coefficient SAl,Fe. If Al and Fe were to
attract each other with the same force, the coefficient SAl,Fe

would be zero, otherwise this perturbation would affect the lu-
nar orbit. We obtained two values for the limit of the ratio of
active to passive mass for Al and Fe. Using the worse of the two
values, we determine a new limit of 3.9 · 10−14 on the possible
violation of the equality of active and passive mass.
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