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This was part of their broader 3-week terrestrial field
geology mapping course
The simulated lunar traverse combined lessonslearned
from Apollo and Desert RATS.
Learning Objectives
* Understand limitations from a highly compressed timeline.
* Accurately describe geologic features and understand
lunar and analog lunar terrain
Execution
» Pre-selected “flexicuted” traverse and science stops to
practice representative sample collection.
Student astronauts record all data as photos and
nal‘l‘ated VideD on ipads Acknowledgements:  This  was
In-situ Laser-induced Breakdown Spectrscopy (LIBS) was ';;gzgn:‘“"‘;gf;";f:‘b: ““FET:WSA'::
available for the students to make realtime elemental awardedtokoR
abundance analyses and select the best potential SAMPIES.  pescour ' . o ol (2013) Acta
Conclusion Astronautica,

doi:10.1016/j.actaastro.2011.10.0

* No assessment of student mastery; in the future that could 18
Eppler, D., et al. unsubmitted, Ge-

take the form of a geologiC map. ologic Knowledge Capture and
Students provided informal feedback highlighting the stark —grenge Plenetary Sur face Mssion

Operations Assessment.

differences between lunar field geology and traditional HurtadoJr.J. M. etal (2013} Acta
Astronautica, doi

terrestrial field geology. 10.1016/jactasstr0.2011.10015

. Y , K, et al, (2013). Acta
In the future, we would have the students design the someausse doi10 1016, scmm

traverses tr0.2011.10.016




