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Abstract We discuss an electromagnetic sampling calori-
meter for the detection of very high energy gamma-rays
on the Moon, which is based on the use of scintillating
cylinders and plates imbedded in the lunar soil. The use
of lunar soil as a calorimeter radiator reduces the weight
of the material to be transported to the Moon and min-
imises environmental impact. Plastic scintillator bars in-
serted into the regolith about 1.5 m are the active elements
of this instrument: at the surface, each bar is terminated
by a plastic scintillator plate to veto high energy charge
particles. The readout system for the scintillator bars and
plates are based on recently developed single photon solid
state detectors (Silicon Photomultiplier, SiPM), extremely
compact, sturdy and sensitive devices suited for detecting
small light pulses in a space experiment. The performance
of a regolith-scintillator calorimeter is evaluated and the rel-
evant parameters are optimised using a GEANT4 simula-
tion.
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1 Introduction

The renewed interest in planetary exploration following the
plans issued by the NASA administration in 2005 (Griffin
2005) calls for new ideas regarding science experiments to
be performed on the Moon. It is a common opinion that the
Moon environment is particularly suitable for the study of
space phenomena which are not accessible from the Earth
as it is screened by the atmosphere (Spudis 2001). This is
particularly true for the study of high energy charged parti-
cles and gamma-rays coming from space; here the presence
of the atmosphere forbid the detection of the primary parti-
cles reaching the Earth (Foing 1996).

In this study we analysed to what extent a moon-based
instrument could be competitive for the study of the en-
ergetic electromagnetic component of cosmic radiation in
the energy range from 10 GeV to few TeV and greater.
The exploration of this part of the electromagnetic spec-
trum from space is very difficult because of the weights and
sizes of the required instruments. The FERMI—Gamma-ray
Large Area Space Telescope, launched on June 11, 2008, is
the most sensitive high energy gamma-ray space instrument
ever launched; it will cover the energy spectrum for up to
about 300 GeV (Tajima 2006). On the other side, the re-
cent progress of Cerenkov telescopes (Hinton and Egberts
2008) makes possible the study of sources of gamma-rays
in the same region (i.e. starting from ~30 GeV), but with
an energy resolution never better than 15-20% from Earth
and it will not allow to study the diffuse emission of ener-
getic gamma-rays due to the large background induced by
charged cosmic rays (CR).

A moon-based electromagnetic calorimeter could largely
extend the acceptance with respect to both space based and
ground based gamma-rays detectors. Furthermore an imag-
ing calorimeter could also provides the direction of the in-
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coming gammas, so contributing to discriminate between
galactic and extragalactic sources. The design of this kind of
detector should fulfill three requirements. The first, regards
the converter: we propose using the lunar soil, the regolith,
to minimise the upmass needed to build a calorimeter. The
second, concerns the detecting element: it must be simple
and easy to assemble, so to enable fully automatic missions.
The third, regarding the modularity of the detector which
can be built as the sum of n-independent modules and can
be added to the existing sample without limitations. This last
feature would allow the detector to be operative already after
its first installation on the Moon. The initial detector could
indeed be expanded during following missions by adding
more and more modules.

These three requirements have been implemented in the
design of a new kind of “Spaghetti” calorimeter (Spacal)
(De Salvo 1995), described in this paper herein after as
“Moon” calorimeter (Mooncal). On the Mooncal the lunar
regolith is the radiator for producing the electromagnetic
(EM) showers: the EM showers are then sampled by longi-
tudinally segmented plastic scintillator cylinders, embedded
in aluminum cylinders vertically inserted into the lunar re-
golith. The incoming charged particles can be selected by
the use of thin scintillator plates on the top of each cylinder,
which will act as veto counters, and by the energy distribu-
tion pattern.

2 Studying gamma and electron fluxes on the Moon
surface

The gamma observation is aimed at the identification of
different galactic sources (Greiner 2007) such as: dif-
fused components (Strong 2007), supernova remnants (Funk
2008), pulsar wind nebulas (Aharonian et al. 2006), gamma-
ray binaries (Dubus 2008), molecular clouds (Aharonian
et al. 2008a), clusters of massive stars (Aharonian et al.
2007). Also extra-galactic sources can be studied (Beil-
ick 2007) such as: diffused components (Pavlidou et al.
2008), active galactic nuclei (Aharonian et al. 2008b) and
gamma-ray bursts (Fan and Piran 2008). Several uniden-
tified sources have also been recorded (Funk 2007; Aha-
ronian et al. 2008c). To date, the detection and subsequent
study of all the known TeV gamma sources have been made
by means of ground-based Imaging Atmospheric Cherenkov
Telescope (IACT) systems such as the High Energy Stereo-
scopic System (HESS) and the Major Atmospheric Gamma-
Ray Imaging Cherenkov Observatory (MAGIC). Mooncal
may extend the physics reach of these observatories because
the absence of atmosphere virtually eliminates the back-
ground induced by charged CR making the measurement
of extended sources possible.

Improvements could be expected also in the measure-
ment of electron sources in the TeV region such as Vela,
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Table 1 Regolith chemical composition from the Apollo missions

Chemical composition In % mass
SiOs 42.1

FeO 174

AlLO3 13.0

CaO 11.3

MgO 8.0

TiO, 7.2

Cr203 0.27

MnO 0.20

Na 3150 (ppm)
K 1090 (ppm)

Cygnus loop and Monogem (Kobayashi et al. 2004). It is
also expected that annihilations of dark matter particles
could create detectable features on the positrons and elec-
tron spectra in the O(100) GeV region. Here we refer to pre-
dictions based on the existence of neutralino particles from
SUSY or Kaluza-Klein theories (Bertone et al. 2005). Al-
though Mooncal cannot distinguish positive charges from
negative ones, such an excess of positrons and electrons
could be detected thanks to the excellent energy resolution
as well to the large statistics which could be accumulated.
The Mooncal energy resolution improves at higher en-
ergy: consequently it should be able to precisely measure
features in the gamma-rays spectrum such as those predicted
by the annihilation of SUSY particles (Kuhlen et al. 2008).
Moreover, Mooncal will be able to carry out observations
above several hundreds of GeV (Tajima 2006), extending
the energy reach of FERMI. In addition, Mooncal combines
the large field of view of space detectors, with a much larger
collecting area than FERMI, which makes it well suited for
the observations of long-term behavior of several sources.

3 Characteristics of Moon soil

The surface of the Moon is almost completely covered by a
layer of soft powder, called lunar regolith, which is the re-
sult of continuous meteoroid impacts on the lunar bedrock.
Table 1 shows the regolith chemical composition in percent-
age mass as was taken by the measurements of the Ameri-
can Apollo missions (Heiken et al. 1991). The depth of this
layer varies from 4-5 m in the lunar maria (main craters)
to about 10-15 m elsewhere. The density of the regolith
was evaluated thanks to deep core samples of lunar soil col-
lected during the Apollo missions; its extrapolated function
is shown in Fig. 1 (Heiken et al. 1991). A more detailed lu-
nar map of thickness has been evaluated by using radar and
optical data (Shkuratov and Bondarnko 2001, 2002; Champ-
bell 2002), and it is in agreement with previous results. The
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Fig. 1 In situ bulk density of the lunar soil layer calculated as a func-
tion of depth below the surface. Three calculated density-depth rela-
tions are shown: linear (solid line), power-law (heavily dashed line),
and hyperbolic (lightly dashed line). Boxes at the top of the plot show
recommended near-surface bulk density values for out of crater areas,
from Heiken et al. (1991)

measurements show that the regolith density in the surface
of the Moon varies increasingly with depth, but it quickly
approaches a maximum, and below a depth of about 50 cm
it increases but more slowly. The surface density is about
1.2 gem ™3 while a substratum density of 3.2 gcm ™ for the
maria regions and 2.9 gcm™ for other regions have been
reported (Heiken et al. 1991).

The common type of particles found in the lunar re-
golith can be classified as follows: unshocked and shocked
crystalline rock fragments and mineral grains, regularly
shaped glass (including spherical shapes, dumbells and
tear drops), glass fragments of irregular shape, agglutinates
(glass bonded aggregates of grains) and microbreccia frag-
ments (King 1977). The mean size of regolith particles is
about 0.1 mm (Heiken et al. 1991).

The uppermost layer of the regolith rises and falls eas-
ily due to the reduced gravitational force and the presence
of electrostatic interactions. This phenomenon has been ob-
served in the lunar horizon at sunrise and sunset since the
Apollo missions (Heiken et al. 1991). The Moon is there-
fore a dusty environment and this fact must be taken into
account, especially when planning operations involving the
use of regolith. During the operation of a Moon Base, sev-
eral experiments and various activities will be carried out
simultaneously. The sensitivity to massive dust rising could
be a problem for some of the planned activities, which is
avoided by the proposed technique here.

The variations in the solar radiation during the day-night
cycle produce a corresponding variation in the surface tem-
perature of the Moon. For the same reason, there is also a
latitude dependency. Quite surprisingly, at a depth of 40 cm
in the regolith, the temperature is almost stable at around
—20°C (£3°C, in loco measurements) (Heiken et al. 1991).
Figure 2 shows the temperature values as a function of the
depth. Operating in a stable thermal environment is another
advantage of the Mooncal approach.

4 Mooncal layout

The first applications of EM Spacal made of lead with fibers
was in early 80’ at CERN (Perrin and Sonderegger 1981).
Mooncal geometry is simple and similar to Spacal, see
Fig. 3: a flat circular area on the lunar surface with a radius
of several meters is filled with scintillator bars inserted ver-
tically into the regolith. The bars are positioned in a planar
square grid pattern distanced a few centimeters apart from
each other. Various parameters are varied in the simulations
to obtain the best compromise between the detector perfor-
mance and its feasibility. A scintillator depth from 150 cm
to 300 cm is used, while the inter grid step is varied from
4 cm up to 15 cm and the scintillator radius between 0.5 and
1.0 cm.

The technical feasibility of the regolith-scintillator calori-
meter is based upon the direct experience of the astronauts
who repeatedly manually drilled without particular difficul-
ties the lunar surface to sample the regolith down to a depth
of 3 meters (Heiken et al. 1991). The required forces for ex-
cavation and traction were recently calculated for lunar re-
golith and improvements in terra-mechanics processing with
robotic lunar missions were recommended (Wilkinson and
DeGennaro 2007). Novel drilling techniques were proposed
for thermal sensors in lunar and planetary regolith (Komle
et al. 2008). In the present project, the idea is to use a robot
to drill the regolith layer with an empty carbon fiber cylin-
der down to the depth corresponding to the scintillator bar
length. The scintillator, equipped with its electronics read-
out, should then be placed in its proper location after the
extraction of the regolith carrot.

Figure 4 shows a picture of the scintillator bar layout.
As the value of the scintillator density is about 1 gcm™3,
the weight of a 150 cm long bar ranges from about 0.15 kg
(r =0.5 cm) to about 0.5 kg (r = 1.0 cm). The Mooncal
could operate already after the first mission, with only a few
hundred active elements buried in to the regolith. Thanks
to the modularity of the detector subunits, it would then be
possible to build a large acceptance calorimeter in succes-
sive steps.

Each Mooncal bar, see Fig. 4, consists of a cylindrical
aluminium tube typically 0.5 to 1.0 cm in radius and 150
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Fig. 2 Observed temperature 0
fluctuations in the lunar regolith
as a function of the depth. The

dashed area shows the e,
day-night temperature i

fluctuations between 30 and Apollo 18

70 cm. The variations related to Probo 2

the solar radiation do not affect 100 b
the temperature below a depth
of 50 cm, from Heiken et al.
(1991)

DEPTH, cm

Apolio 15
Probe 1

Fig. 3 Astronaut Edwin Aldrin
driving the core tube sampler
into the lunar surface at the
Apollo 11 landing site
(Tranquillity Base), from
Heiken et al. (1991). The hole
cylinders were included in the
photo to describe the geometry
of Mooncal

. .J
L [] 1 1 1 L 1 [] 1
250 252 254 256
TEMPERATURE, K

Mooncal perimeter
hole for
scintillator bar

Mooncal depth

to 300 cm long. These aluminum cases contain a stack of
15-30 scintillating bars elements, 0.45 to 0.95 cm in diame-
ter. The longitudinal segmentation of each bar allows a three
dimensional reconstruction of the EM shower. This imag-
ing capability of the proposed calorimeter permits either the
discrimination between the EM showers and hadronic cas-
cades, either the determination of the gamma redirection
(provided by the shower axis). Each of these is read by a
Silicon Photo Multiplier (SiPM), a compact solid state sin-
gle photon detector, located at the end of each element. Fig-
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ure 4 shows the section view of a bar. The performance of
the coupling between the SiPM and the scintillating bars is
presently under study (Achenbach et al. 2008).

Details of the SiPM operational characteristics can be
found in literature (Dinu et al. 2007). These devices typi-
cally have an operational voltage, as low as 30 V. The gain
ranges from 103-10°. In order to exploit their properties it
is necessary to operate the SiPMs at a constant temperature.

The Mooncal bars are completely inserted into the lu-
nar regolith and they are equipped with a veto counter on
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Fig. 4 A sketch of a short
scintillator bar. Photons
produced in the plastic
scintillator cylinders are read by
SiPMs and reflected by mirrors.

m: mirror

Plastic Scintillators

A veto counter on the top of the
cylinder can also be realised
with a rectangular plastic
scintillator

aluminium
tube shield

4x4mm (6400 cells)

Table 2 Regolith elemental composition. MF: mass fraction; Ab:
abundance

Element AGED) MF(%) Ab(%)
Oxygen 16.00 42.26 60.32
Silicon 28.09 20.47 16.64
Iron 55.84 12.90 5.28
Calcium 40.08 8.15 4.64
Aluminium 26.98 6.99 5.91
Magnesium 24.30 5.61 5.27
Titanium 47.87 2.58 1.23
Sodium 22.99 0.30 0.29
Chromium 51.00 0.24 0.11
Manganese 54.94 0.17 0.07
Potassium 39.10 0.14 0.08
Sulphur 32.06 0.11 0.08
Phosphorus 30.97 0.09 0.07

their tops. The Mooncal veto is designed to reject the back-
ground of charged cosmic ray particles which is 103-10*
more intense, using a technique similar to the one used by
the FERMI detector (Moiseev 2008).

5 The simulation of Mooncal

The Monte Carlo toolkit GEANT4 (Agostinelli et al. 2003)
developed at CERN, Geneva, was used to simulate the re-
sponse of the regolith-scintillator calorimeter. The elemental
composition of the regolith and its density, were taken from
the measurements of the American Apollo missions and So-
viet Luna missions (Heiken et al. 1991). The mean values

-

veito count

‘ SiPM

/ \ :80xB0X5mmM

plastic
| scintillator
plate with
WLS fiber
readout

of the chemical components were calculated from the sam-
ples collected in the lunar maria and are reported in Table 2.
Compared to the highland sites, the lunar maria sites are rich
in iron and titanium, while poor in aluminum. A conserva-
tive number of 1.5 gcm™> was taken as the regolith density.
With these settings, the regolith radiation length X was cal-
culated to be about 15 cm.

In Fig. 5, the parameter r represents the radius of the scin-
tillator bars; the values used in the Monte Carlo simulations
were r = 0.5 cm and r = 1 cm. Because we wanted to de-
sign a calorimeter with a good energy resolution we tested
four values for the distance d among the bars: d =4 cm,
7.5 cm, 10 cm and 15 cm. We used two lengths of the bars
L =150 cm and L = 300 cm. The area covered in the sim-
ulation was a cylinder having a radius of 300 cm. Accord-
ing to these parameters, the number of simulated scintillator
bars varied from 5,000 to about 17,700.

EM showers having incident angle between 45° and 80°
with respect to the zenith are longitudinally contained in
Mooncal. In order to assure lateral containment of the show-
ers, the incident point of the incoming particle was taken
within 1 meter from the calorimeter center.

Primaries in the energy interval between 100 MeV and
100 GeV were simulated using a Monte Carlo code. Here
we concentrated on photons primaries because the resolu-
tion is worse with respect to electrons (Wigmans and Zeyrek
2002). The number of incident particles was always equal
to 10,000. Figure 6 shows samples of the shower simula-
tion: the grey cylinder represents the portion of Moon sur-
face equipped with scintillator bars; EM showers induced
by 10 GeV gamma-rays are shown, green lines = electrons,
red lines = positrons while photons are omitted. Figure 7 de-

@ Springer



362 Astrophys Space Sci (2009) 323: 357-366
Fig. 5 Layout of the scintillator ) <
bars to be vertically inserted d Top View
into the lunar regolith. L is the A [ <> e
bar length, r the radius and d bt d
the distance among the bars
L
—r et
v L/ e -

Fig. 6 Electromagnetic showers induced by 10 GeV gamma-rays in
the Mooncal (regolith-scintillator calorimeter). The electronic compo-
nent is shown in green while positrons are in red. For the sake of clarity,
the scintillator bars are not shown

scribes axial and lateral sections view of the Mooncal simu-
lation, together with a 100 GeV gamma-ray shower.

The energy resolution for a sampling calorimeter like
Mooncal is represented by the relationship:
b c

T ad JE @ £

where E is the sampled energy in GeV, @ indicates that the
terms are added in quadrature, AFE is the uncertainty, a, b
and c are three constants, where ¢ describes the noise, b de-
scribes the behavior at low energy while a describes the high
energy resolution limit. As the incident energy increases, the
energy resolution decreases reaching a systematic limit at a
very high energy.

Several simulations were performed with respect to dif-
ferent parameters, Fig. 8 shows the simulated energy reso-
lution as a function of the incident gamma-ray energy with
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Table 3 Resolution fits of Fig. 8 where r = 1 cm; * is calculated using
E =100 GeV

Lm) dm) a(%) b (%) c (%) AE*

1.5 15.0 335407 426437 77432 0378
1.5 10.0 19.6+£07 254437 72431 0222
1.5 75 139406 14.1£34 93429 0.154
3.0 75 11.64£04 216421 36+1.8 0.138

Table 4 Resolution fits of Fig. 9 where r = 0.5 cm; * is calculated for
E =100 GeV; + Mooncal radii is increased to 10.0 m

L(m) d(m) a(%) b (%) ¢ (%) AE™
3.0 75 141407 31.6+37 73+£3.1 0.173
1.5 4.0 82405 66425 10.1+2.1 0.09
3.0 4.0 57404 144+19 52+1.7 0072
10.0* 4.0 47403 184+18 21+15 0066

the following parameters: r = 1 cm, L = 150 and 300 cm
and several d. The fits were performed with d = 7.5, 10 and
15 cm and the results are shown in Table 3. The dependency
of the energy resolution on the distance d among the scin-
tillator bars can be appraised from Fig. 8. As expected, the
energy resolution worsens as the granularity of the detector
decreases. The highest energy resolution in Fig. 8§ was ob-
tained using d = X¢/2. This was about 12% in the high en-
ergy limit. However, in the case of a 7.5 cm distance between
the active bars, the loss of containment increases the uncer-
tainty in energy resolution, and longer active bars should be
used; see last line in Table 3.

A better result can be reached with a shorter inter-bar
distance corresponding to d = 4 cm, eve if a smallest radii
(r =0.5 cm) is used; see Fig. 9. The fits obtained in this case
are shown in Table 4. A comparison between the continuous
fit in Fig. 8 and the dashed-dotted fit in Fig. 9 shows that the
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Fig. 7 Photon showers induced by 100 GeV gamma-rays in two sec-
tions of the Mooncal. Photons are shown in yellow, electrons are in
green and incident position in red

parameter r plays an important role in determining the en-
ergy resolution; the resolution worsens with less scintillator
volume and the same inter-bar distance d. Dashed, dotted
and continuous fits in Fig. 9 shows that d can be reduced to
recover the lost resolution. Despite a reduction in the scin-
tillator volume density of 0.88, obtained with d =4 cm and
r =0.5 cminstead of d = 7.5 cm and r = 1 cm, a better res-
olution, due to a more regular scintillator distribution, was
obtained. The best energy resolution was under 5% for the
high energy limit. On the other hand, the noise term main-
tains the same value when reducing d < Xo/2 andr < 1 cm
whatever the Mooncal depth. The continuous line in Fig. 9
was obtained with L = 1000 cm and this indicates the reso-
lution limit of Mooncal when the showers are completely
contained. Finally, the b factor describes the behavior of
Mooncal energy resolution in the low energy range, for ex-
ample, the dotted fit of Fig. 9 shows a near constant energy
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Fig. 8 Energy resolution as a function of the photon energy incidence
in the calorimeter. Mooncal parameters are: r = 1 cm, L = 300 cm
and d = 7.5 cm (continuous line), L = 150 cm and d = 7.5 cm
(dashed line), L = 150 cm and d = 10 cm (dotted line) and d = 15 cm
(dashed-dotted line)
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Fig. 9 Energy resolution for the parameters » = 0.5 cm, L = 150 cm
and d = 4 cm (dotted line), L = 300 cm and d = 4 cm (dashed line),
L = 1000 cm and d = 4 cm (continuous line) and L = 300 cm and
d = 7.5 cm (dashed-dotted line)

resolution for E > 10 GeV, which corresponds to a small
value of b.

The increased resolution with a smaller inter-bar distance
will have a practical limit regarding soil insertion because
of the smaller scintillator radius required. This limit will be
important for the Mooncal weight which is a crucial point
in every Moon based experiment. Therefore, the best com-
promise would be by following these parameters: d =4 cm,
r =0.5 cm and L = 150 cm covering a 100 cm radius por-
tion (a 3.14 m? area) of the Moon surface. This would cor-
respond to about 2000 scintillator bars for a total weight of
less than 300 kg, less then 4% of the Mooncal weight and
about 5% of the Mooncal volume. The result of a simulation
using this geometry is shown with the dotted line in Fig. 9,
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where the energy resolution reaches a high energy limit of
about 8%.

Geometry of Mooncal produces different instrumental re-
sponses depending on the direction of the incident cosmic-
ray. The plot of the resolutions versus incident angles with
respect to the zenith at different energies are shown in
Fig. 10, when the Mooncal radius is 300 cm. Due to the
shower length, compared to the Mooncal depth, the per-
pendicular cosmic-ray direction measurements are worse.
In fact, we can observe a worsening resolution for higher
energy (continuous line) and smaller angles. The minimum
resolution, observed near 65° reflects the maximum diago-
nal length of Mooncal. At lower energy such an effect re-
duces (see dashed line) while resolution granularity phe-
nomena appears to be due to the inter-bar distance using
5 GeV photons (dotted line). To have a precise idea of the
detector containment, we have shown the fraction energy
collected in Mooncal as a function of different photon en-
ergy incident angles in Fig. 11.

When the incident energy increases beyond 100 GeV the
shower is no longer contained in this calorimeter. In this

0,16
0,154
01441
0,13- : g g :
w 0,121 '\"?':\ :
2 0,114 LN
0,10-

0,094 5

0,084

45 S50 55 60 65 70 75 80
Incident Angle

Fig. 10 Energy resolution versus the incidence angles for the parame-
ters r = 0.5 cm, L = 150 cm and d = 4 cm, the different energies of
incident photons are 5 GeV (dotted line), 20 GeV (dashed line) and
50 GeV (continuous line)

case, it is necessary that the energy to be estimated. A pos-
sible method for evaluating the high energy tails, is to per-
form a constrained fit of the Gamma distribution (Gavler et
al. 2006)

dE
dx

( X A)B —1 e—xA
EeA—Frr—,
I'(B)

where E, is the incident energy, x is the depth in radiation
lengths, A and B are energy dependent parameters and I’
is the Gamma function. For example, we calculated the en-
ergy deposition on 5 cm slabs of plastic scintillating cylin-
ders (total length 150 cm or 30 slabs). The simulations were
performed with 10 GeV incident gamma-rays using the pa-
rameters d =4 cm, r = 0.5 cm and L = 150 cm. The en-
ergy distribution resulting from a 10,000 gamma-ray simu-
lation on the Moon surface is shown in Fig. 12. The mean
energy deposit of a 10 GeV gamma-ray in the total scin-
tillating volume is about 357 MeV. The energy distribution
pattern is well described by a Gamma distribution and could
also be used for photon or electron-positron identification
and hadron rejection (Wigmans and Zeyrek 2002). In fact,
the showers initiated by the gammas are shifted to larger
depths inside the absorber compared to those of electrons.
Furthermore, fluctuations in the amount of energy deposited
in a given slab of material are larger for showers induced
by photons than for showers induced by both electrons and
positrons. However, to obtain a reliable estimated energy
and particle selection, a systematic study of the Mooncal re-
sponse and its slabs inter calibration is necessary (Wigmans
and Zeyrek 2002). Finally, it is worthy to remark that at
present the Mooncal angular resolution is still under study:
however preliminary results suggest this resolution to be
comparable (or better) with the one obtained by imaging
Cerenkov telescope (~0.1-0.5 degrees).

6 Conclusions

This preliminary study discusses the usage of lunar regolith
as a radiator of a large acceptance gamma-ray calorimeter
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Fig. 11 Energy was collected with £ > 0.6E, for E, =5, 10 and 50 GeV gamma-rays as a function of incident angle. The Mooncal parameters
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Fig. 12 Energy deposits on 5 cm slabs of scintillating bars produced
by 10 GeV incident gamma-rays on the calorimeter with parameters
r=0.5cm, L=150cmandd =4 cm

detector which could be part of the scientific program on our
satellite. This design reduces by two orders of magnitude
both the cargo volume and transport weight, allowing for
an optimised number of missions needed to build the lunar
calorimeter.

The energy interval covered by the proposed regolith-
scintillator calorimeter (10 GeV-few TeV) is of great scien-
tific interest for the study of high energy gamma-rays origi-
nating from point-like or diffused sources.

Monte Carlo simulations of the instrument were per-
formed to determine both the energy resolution response as
a function of the design parameters. The results of the simu-
lations suggest that the asymptotic energy resolution can be
better than 8% for a realistic configuration.
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