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Figure 2: InSight landed on a regolith-covered basaltic lava plain. Note in the lander-based
Images above the dark-gray, finer-grained, angular clasts of basalt that dominate the surficial

regolith. The fine-grained regolith here is ~3 m thick and overlies fractured basalts at depth.
Images from Warner et al., 2022.
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