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Chapter 1

Introduction

This volume  gives a summary the major technical achievements or Con-
tract No. F33615-86-K-1023 for the period April 1986 to December 1989.
The overall goals of this contract are to study and determine solutions for
bistatic first order and higher order Uniform Geometrical Theory of Difirac-
tion terms, that provide an accurate and efficient 1neans to ralculate high
frequency scattering from large complex geometries. Algorithms have been
developed to incorporate these techniques into a user oriented computer
code referred to as the RCS - Basic Scattering Code (RCS-BSC) [1].

This volume presents discussions of theoretical studies that have
been completed during this time frame. Chapter 2 discusses various meth-
ods for determining the first order scattering from flat plate struciures.
It presents a newly developed far zone corner (vertex) diffraction coeffi-
cient. Complete details are given in References [2,3]. Chapter 3 presents
a discussion of a form of edge wave - vertex interaction. It is specificaiiy
formulated in this case for a source excitation. This is an intermediate step
for determining the far zone edge wave solution. More details are given
in References [4,5]. The extension of this work to the far zone edge wave
solution is presented in Chapter 4. Other higher order double diffraction
interactions across the flat plate faces are discussed in Chapter 5.




Chapter 2

Comparison of Methods for
Far Zone Scattering from a
Flat Plate and Cube

2.1 Introduction

The validity of various methods for determining the far zone bistatic scat-
tering from a flat plate and convex flat plate structure such as a cube is
presented in this chapter. This is accomplished by comparing the meth-
ods in various basic situations. The specific techniques to be compared
in this study are the classical equivalent currents with “stripping” [6], the
previous corner diffraction coefficient [6], the newly developed equivalent
currents by Michaeli {7}, and an extension to this method cast in the form of
a Uniform Geometrical Theory of Diffraction (UTD) far zone corner diffrac-
tion coefficient [2]. In addition, the Method of Moments (MOM) using the
Electromagnetic Surface Patch (ESP) code [8] and measurements from The
Ohio State University ElectroScience Laboratories compact range are used
to further validate the results.

A recent paper by Ludwig [9] compares three methods for backscattering
from a cube, that is, the MOM using the Numerical Electromagnetics Code
(NEC-MOM), physicai optics (PO), and the previous UTD corner diffrac-
tion solution. In this chapter, it will be shown that methods which give
comparable results for backscatter can differ for bistatic scattering. The
emphasis here is to present basic examples that can be used to validate
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existing codes and to suggest a numerically efficient and accurate method
for convex flat plate structures to first order.

An approximate expression for the far zone field scattered by the vertex
of a finite perfectly conducting wedge is presented in this regard. The solu-
tion is cast in the form of the UTD and is based on asymptotic equivalent
currents found using modified PTD concepts [7,2]. The faces of the wedge
must be flat (the normal to each individual face is & constant everywhere on
the face except at the edge) and the edges must be straight. For plane wave
incidence from an arbitrary direction, the first order contribution from each
vertex to the far zone scattered field is obtained.

Since diffraction is a local phenomena at high frequencies the results
obtained for a finite wedge may be applied to much more complex bodies
made up of simple shapes. The field scattered by a three-dimensional shape
constructed from flat plates may be approximated to first order as the sum
of the contributions from each individual corner. The first order solution
should be reasonably accurate in or near the specular regions as long as
the object is convex. A convex body is defined here as a closed surface
mzde up of flat plates such that all of the exterior wedge angles, taken
between faces and exterior to the surface, are greater than 180 degrees. A
simple example of an object that does not meet this requirement is a corner
reflector. In this case, the effect of the interaction between the faces must
be taken intv account. Higher order effects such as double diffraction [10]
and edge waves [11] are not considered in this chapter.

Note that the results presented in this chapter are for a parallel ray
type solution, that is, for a radar cross section result. The NEC - Basic
Scattering Code (NEC-BSC)[12] is a near zone formulated code, that is it
has a finite range involved. The UTD solutions are slightly different for this
non-parallel ray case. The capabilities of the NEC-BSC and a comparable
far zone code called the RCS-BSC are discussed in Reference [13].

2.2 Theoretical Buckground

There are many approximate solutions to the scattered field from a finite
perfectly conducting wedge. Physical Optics and its extension the Physical
Theory of Diffraction [14] is surface and edge current based. Geometri-
cal Optics (GO) and its extensions the Geometrical Theory of Diffraction




(GTD) [15] and the Uniforin Geometrical Theory of Diffraction [16] are ray
based. The Method * Equivalent Currents (MEC) [17] is an intermediate
type solution that was developed to handle caustic regions in the GTD.
This has been augmented with the concept of stripping to provide better
answers for flat plate problems [6]. Recently, Michaeli [18] showed a more
rigorous approach in deriving equivalent currents. This was shown to be re-
lated to the incremental length method of Mitzner [19] by Knott {20). These
equivalent currents still had singularity problems that have been remedied
by Michaeli {7] using a skewed coordinate system. Ufimtsev also derived a
similar solution [21,22].

The above solutions can be cast in a corner diffraction coefficient form.
These UTD ray type solutions have the advantage of being efficient for
far zone flat plate problems since only the fields scattered from the corners
need to be added. It also has the advantage that the results correlate to the
scattering centers seen in high resolution measurements. Just the corner
diffraction coefficient forms are outlined in this section.

A previous diffraction coefficient for a corner formed by the intersection
of two straight edges was derived by Burnside and Pathak [6]. It is based on
the asymptotic evaluation of the radiation integral containing the equivalent
currents of Ryan and Peters [17]. The result was then empirically modified
so that the diffraction coefficient would not change sign abruptly as it passes
through the false shadow boundaries. It was derived for spherical wave
incidence and remains valid for cases when the diffraction point is near the
corner since the integral was evaluated for a saddle point near an end point;
however, only the far zone result is shown here. The corner diffracted field
due to one corner and one edge in the case of plane wave incidence and a
far zone receiver is given by

[ Ef!o ] = [ ﬂ' (Qc)Dc(¢1¢' ﬁmﬁu) -"“ (2 1)
E; E" (Qc) D, (¢’ ¢' ﬂo;ﬁoc) J )
D] _ o[ C(Q)] vEuBape et

[ Di ] =¥ [ Ch (Qt) (cos Boc + co8 ;) ;21r (22)

"

Cnl@) = 5 \,;2-;7 — o (D36 - #) + D(# - #) - (23)
F [(Dio+¢)+Di(s+ )}




Figure 2.1: Definition of angles for the Previous Corner Diffraction Coeffi-
cients.

Diu¥) = Dunth)|F [ sl (2.4
InwNF —

a(f) = 2cos? (g) a¥ (%) = 2 cos? (——2——) (2.5)

where N¥ is the integer which most nearly satisfies 2n*N¥ — ¢ = T, and

Don($) = cot [";‘; L4 (2.6)
Ba f-i—%——éﬁ (2.7)
F(z) = 2j|Va|e* /Iﬁl e i dr (2.8)

where the angles are shown in Figure 2.1. The sign on the diffraction co-
efficient may be plus or minus depending on which endpoint of the edge
is being considered. The correct sign in front of the C,) terms in Equa-
tion (2.2) is chosen based on the direction of the edge vector shown in
Figure 2.1.

It is assumed that the incident field, and therefore the scattered field,
is a time harmonic field with time dependence given by e/**, which is sup-
pressed.




The new far zone corner diffraction solution is based on the PTD and
cast into the form of the MEC and then into a UTD diffraction coeflicient.
This is done as follows. The PO is first used to approximate the currents
resulting in a double integral over the surface. Stokes theorem is then ap-
plied to reduce the equation to a line integral [23,24]. The Michaeli currents
are added to produce a total first order MEC result. This integral is then
evaluated using the method of stationary phase to obtain the contribution
from each corner [25).

The new corner diffraction coefficients are given in a form similar to
previous expressions for diffraction coefficients:

c Dy | [ Ej]e™
[ ] [0 Dz] E;] , (2.9)

< = J 1 dLPo
sha — i41|’k (cosﬂ - COSﬂ') o,h,2 + dU ."‘2 (2-10)

where the plus or minus sign is chosen depending on which endpoint con-
tribution is being calculated. The minus sign is used for the corner con-
tribution associated with the negative t-axis, while the plus sign is used
for the corner contribution associated with the positive t-axis. The edge
fixed coordinates shown in Figure 2.2 are chosen such that i is the outward
normal of the O- face, t is tangent to the edge, the positive b-axis lies on
the O-face, and i = b x #i. The expressions for dtr9, T2, and dfY, are
given by (O-face contribution only)

dLPO

0 = 0icy () { oot (T207E) - oo (12I=9)]
P foot (L) o (it D) 1)

dg” = -'—llcha’z(a,'rr—a) cot (L‘_%"n_‘_ﬂ)
T cot (1—_(;?‘@)] (2.12)
& = %U"chfz(a,d)'){[cot (I:i‘_z_ﬂ)_cot (’_'_“i;:_ﬂ‘;'l)]
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T [cot ("—‘i‘;—tﬂ) ~ cot ("—’E(—‘;*—‘”)]} (2.13)
sin 8

Wb = o (2.14)
(b, €) = :2';’ (2.15)
ca(bye) = :’I‘l? (cot 3 cos ¢ + cot 3’ cose) (2.16)
cosy = fHnfcosé (cosp — cos f')’ (2.17)

sin 3 sin #'(sin 3 cos ¢ + sin 3’ cos ¢')
cosa = su:glt;?’stﬁ 4 (cosB —!‘i:;sﬂﬂ' ) cos §' (2.18)

cos g = —jln (p. + u? — 1) (2.19)
—I\/ﬁ"—_l p<-1

wr-1 = { j|VI=p1| -1<p<l (2.20)
|s/ﬁ7t_l p>1

i _ 0 7"'_'¢'<:0
Ui = {1 ¢ >0 (2.21)

where the + sign is associated with diPO, dLP0, dUTD dYTD dFO and df°
while the — sign is associated with the dZF0, dYTP, and df° terms. The
angles are defined in Figure 2.2. Since only convex structures are consid-
ered here proper shadowing of the rays is fairly simple. The shadowing of
the incident field is accounted for by E and E which are the components
of the GO incident field. The shadowmg of the diffracted ray is more com-
plicated. The contributions from the LPO and PO components, dﬁfg and
df?,, are present everywhere. The UTD components, d,‘(’;? , are shadowed
like diffracted fields. They do not contribute if the observation point is
inside the wedge (¢ > n).

For the special case of a flat plate (n = 2) the contribution from both
faces may be found using

dLPO

A %sfchfz(,,¢') { [cot ("_—(:;_:il) ot (r + (1 - ¢'))]




Edge of
Interest

Figure 2.2: Definition of the Angles used in the New Corner Diffraction
Coeflicients.

¥ [cot (u‘iiﬂ)—cot ((3+—('f1)3“-¢—'))]} ( :2.22)
&0 = Lo (am—a) oot (T2 )] | oo (T E(2—¢)
R ]

1 3
4 - el (=520 o (220)
=S [cot ( "——L;‘—tqb—’))—cot (li%i_ﬂ)]} (2.24)
§ = {1'1 :::::;g (2.25)

where v, a, and the other variables have been defined previously.

It is interesting to note that by writing the equations for the Michaeli
equivalent currents and the new corner diffraction coefficients in cotangent
form provides more insight into the connection of the new solutions with
the previous methods. The new parameters separate out the optics currents
and diffraction currents. This separation manifests itself in new parameters
for the ¢ angles. They arise from the asymptotic evaluation of the currents
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Figure 2.3: Two wavelength plate in the x-z plate.

in the skewed coordinate system chosen in physically meaningful directions.
The LPO factor () is related to the projection of the average of the incident
and diffraction planes on to the plane of the plate [2]. The PO and UTD
factor (a) relates to the projection of the Keller diffraction cone on to the
plane of the plate. It is easy to see in this form that in the Keller directions
the LPO and PO cancel, leaving the UTD result formally used in many
solutions.

2.3 Comparisons

The first example compares the Ryan and Peters equivalent currents, the
previous and new corner diffraction solutions. The simple example of
backscatter from a two wavelength square plate lying in the x-z plane,
as shown in Figure 2.3, is used. This illustrates that for backscatter these
different methods produce very similar results, except for the very low level
regions.

The co-polarized fields, in the principal plane, calculated using the three
different methods are shown in Figures 2.4 and 2.5. All three methods
give essentially the same results for the principal plane pattern cuts shown
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Figure 2.4: Backscatter from a 2 wavelength plate (6 = 90° pattern).

here. This is not surprising since the major contributions to the fields
are the scattering from the two edges in their Keller cone directions. The
new corner diffraction solution reduces to the Ryan and Peters equivalent
current solution for points on the Keller cone (2], and the previous corner
diffraction solution is essentially the same as Ryan and Peters equivalent
current solution for most regions of space. The results in Figure 2.5 are for
the horizontal (o44) polarization. For a knife edged plate such as this, the
scattered field should be zero in the plane of the plate. Note that this is
not the case in these first order results. The higher order terms (i.e. the
double, triple etc. diffractions) produce the null for this polarization when
they are included. ‘

For patterns away from the principal plane, the higher levels are the
same but the lower levels differ. This is illustrated by taking a conical cut
(6 = 60°) for the two wavelength plate. The results for the same three
methods used previously are shown in Figures 2.6 and 2.7. In this case
the methods agree well for the main lobe, however, they differ in the lower
levels of the pattern.

The differences in the three methods mentioned earlier are greatly in-
creased for bistatic scattering problems. The bistatic scattering from a
square plate two wavelengths on a side is examined to illustrate this point.
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Figure 2.5: Backscatter from 2 wavelength plate (6 = 90° pattern).
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Figure 2.6: Backscatter from 2 wavelength plate (§ = 60° pattern).
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Figure 2.7: Backscatter from a 2 wavelength plate (§ = 60° pattern).

The complete scattering matrix (all four values of &) is found for & plate in
the x-y plane with a fixed source located at 8° = 45° and ¢ = 0° as shown
in Figure 2.8. The results for the ¢ = 60° pattern cut are compared with
the previous corner diffraction solution and Method of Moment calculations
for co-polarized fields in Figures 2.9 and 2.10. Similarly the results for the
cross-polarized fields are given in Figure 2.11 and Figure 2.12. Overall the
new solution agrees well with the Method of Moment calculations and does
not exhibit the discontinuities which appear near § = 240° and 8 = 300°
in the previous corner diffraction solution. The discontinuities in the pre-
vious corner diffraction solution are caused by the so called false shadow
boundaries where the associated two-dimensional problem passes through
a shadow boundary, but the three-dimensional problem in reality does not.
The Ryan and Peters equivalent current resuits are not shown here, but
they behave differently for similar reasons; that is, the solution still con-
tains two dimension information in regions that it should not. In the region
from 6 =~ 60° to 120° (i.c. near the plane of the plate) the new solution and
the Method of Moments solution differ by more than 10 dB. It is suspected
that most of these differences are due to the effects of higher order terms
(double and triple diffraction, edge waves) which are not included in the
new solution.
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Figure 2.8: 2 square plate in the x-y plane with a fixed source at # = 45°
and ¢' = 0.
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Figure 2.9: Co-polarized RCS in the ¢ = 60° plane of a 2) square plate
with a 6 polarized fixed source at & = 45°, ¢* = 0°.
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Figure 2.10: Co-polarized RCS in the ¢ = 60° plane of a 2) square plate
with a ¢' polarized fixed source at & = 45°, ¢ = 0°.
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Figure 2.11: Cross-polarized RCS in the ¢ = 60° plane of a 2) square plate .
with a @ polarized fixed source at 6 = 45°, ¢° = 0°.
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Figure 2.12: Cross-polarized RCS in the ¢ = 60° plane of a 2) square plate
with a @' polarized fixed source at 6' = 45°, ¢* = 0°.

In this example the new solution is compared to backscatter measure-
ments [26] made at 10 GHz on a 6” cube. The geometry of the cube,
tilted 45° in the x-z plane, is illustrated in Figure 2.13. The results for
the H-plane and E-plane patterns taken in the x-y plane are given in Fig-
ures 2.14 and 2.15, respectively. The results agree well to first order over
most regions of the pattern. The discrspancies are probably due to a com-
bination of higher order terms not being included in the analysis and in
measurements errors. The error in the measurements is likely two fold.
First the faces of the cube model were misaligned slightly so they did not
form edges as sharp as may be required. Secondly, it seems that there was
some deviation from the desired pattern cuts as can be seen from the lack of
symmetry in the measured patterns. In any case, they confirm the validity
of the new corner diffraction solution within first order accuracy for wedge
type structures.

2.4 Discussion

The new corner diffraction coefficient in the above examples has been shown
to provide improved results over other methods, especially in bistatic sit-
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Figure 2.13: 68” Cube tilted 45° in the x-z plane.
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Figure 2.14: H-plane paitern for 6” cube tilted 45° in the x-z plane.
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Figure 2.15: E-plane pattern for 6” cube tilted 45° in the x-z plane.
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Figure 2.16: RCS for the 6 = 89° cut of a 2] square plate with a ¢' polarized
fixed source at & = 45°, ¢* = 0°.

uations. The Michaeli equivalent currents have not been shown since they
provide the same results as the new corner diffraction coefficient. Certain
properties of these new solutions, however, may still cause patterns taken
in some regions of space to be discontinuous.

It has been shown (7,2] that D and Dj, do not tend to definite limits
as § — & (i.e. the intersection of the associated half-plane and the Keller
cone), where & = isin 8’ + bcos @', but they remain bounded. In practice,
this means that both Dj and Dj, and therefore E3 and EJ, are discontin-
uous at this point in the pattern. A simple example illustrates how this
discontinuity can affect a pattern. The bistatic RCS from the flat plate
shown earlier in Figure 2.8 is considered. The source, linearly polarized
in the ¢* direction, remains fixed at ' = 45° and ¢' = 0° while the pat-
tern is taken near the x-y plane (§ = 89°). The bistatic RCS is given in
Figures 2.16 and 2.17 for the co-polarized and cross-polariged fields, re-
spectively. The abrupt null at ¢ =~ 135° in the co-polarized pattern and
the spike at the same location in the cross-polarized pattern are due to
discontinuities in the contribution from edge 4 (indicated in Figur- 2.8).
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Figure 2.17: RCS for the 8 = 89° cut of a 2) square plate with a ¢' polarized
fixed source at 8 = 45°, ¢' = 0°.

The point ¢ = 135° coincides with g, = §; and ¢, = 0 where §,, 8;, and ¢,
are the edge fixed coordinates for edge 4. Due to the geometry B ~ ¢ and
d;4 = @ so the discontinuity in o4y is due to the discontinuity in DS and,
likewise, the discontinuity in g4 is due to the discontinuity in Df.

Therefore, the discontinuity in the new diffraction coefficients at the
intersection of the Keller cone and the infinite half plane associated with
the edge (@ = B’ and ¢ = 0) may be expected to cause discontinuities
or narrow spikes depending on the polarization and the pattern cut. As
the examples illustrate these disturbances only affect a typical pattern cut
for around 5° to 10°. In addition, they are in the low level regions of the
returns.

It is easily seen that the diffraction coefficients D and Df are discon-
tinuous as the source passes through the half plane ¢’ = x. In the general
case of bistatic scattering, these discontinuities in the sign of the field scat-
tered by a corner will result in discontinuities in the total scattered field.
However, the diffraction coefficients are continuous here (¢’ = «) for the
special case of backscatter.
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2.5 Conclusions

The objective of this chapter has been to compare different methods for
the analysis of the high frequency far zone scattering from flat plate and
convex flat plate type structures. Ryan and Peters equivalent currents and
the previous corner diffraction coeflicient are compared with the Michaeli
equivalent currents and the new corner diffraction coeflicient. The method
of moments and measurements are also used to validate the solutions.

It has been shown that for backscatter all the methods compare rea-
sonably within engineering accuracy. For bistatic scattering, however, the
two dimensional nature of the old methods lead to inaccuracies. The newer
methods, based on more rigorous three dimensional analysis, remove most
of these problems.

A new corner diffraction coefficient is presented that provides an efficient
and accurate solution to within first order. It provides the same level of
accuracy as the Michaeli equivalent currents with the added benefit of not
needing integrations for flat plates. All the optics and edge scattering
effects have been lumped into the corners of the plate with nice physical
interpretations.
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Chapter 3

Diffraction of Dipole Excited
Edge Waves

3.1 Introduction

The diffraction of acoustical waves by a conducting elliptic cone and a
quarter plane were studied by Krauss and Levine [27] and Radlow [28,29),
respectively. Satterwhite and Kouyoumjian [30] analyzed the vector elec-
tromagnetic problem and developed a Green’s dyadic for a source radiating
in the presence of an angular sector. However, their solution, expressed
in terms of non-closed form Lamé functions, is cumbersome for numerical
calculations. Furthermore, it has not so far appeared possible to asymp-
totically identify a “tip diffraction coefficient” from this eigenfunction rep-
resentation.

Burnside and Pathak proposed in [31] a corner diffraction coefficient
which successfully predicted the corper effect of several plate structures.
Their solution is based on the asymptotic evaluation of the radiation in-
tegral involving the equivalent currents that would exist in the absence of
the corner. A corner diffraction term is then established by empirically
modifying the final result. Sikta [11] applied a limiting process to identify
the wave diffracted by the corner and propagating along one of the edges
of a polygonal plate. Further, introducing an empirically established “re-
flection coeflicient”, he utilized his expression to the calculation of multiple
diffractions between adjacent corners of a flat plate.

In this Chapter, the vertex and edge diffraction of an electromagnetic
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wave guided along one of the edges of a semi-infinite wedge is studied
asymptotically. Explicit expressions of the edge wave are presented in Sec-
tion 3.2, deduced from the limiting behavior of the Green’s dyadic for an
infinite wedge [32,33].

A first approximation of the vertex diffracted field is developed in Sec-
tion 3.4, based on the radiation of the surface current that would be induced
by the edge wave for an infinite wedge, which is subsequently truncated.
The asymptotic evaluation of the surface current’s radiation integral ap-
propriately encounters the edge wave singularity, consistent with Meixner’s
edge condition. To the field expressions thus derived, a fringe current effect,
which is asymptotically incorporated in the radiation integral of Michaeli’s
fringe edge equivalent currents |7], is superimposed. Edge wave vertex and
edge diffraction coefficients can then be established from the asymptotic
field expressions. The pertinent analysis is developed in Section 3.5.

The validity of the approach is confirmed via comparison with Method
of Moments results and pattern measurements for a small dipole radiating
in the close vicinity of one of the edges of a polygonal plate.

3.2 Edge Waves

"The term “edge waves” in the present work defines waves strongly coupled
with the edge of a wedge. The edge wave is a Maxwellian field guided by
the edge, exhibits the proper edge singularity and can be excited either
by a plane wave at grazing incidence, or by a dipole radiating in the close
vicinity of the edge. The vertex of a polyhedron illuminated by a plane or
spherical field can also excite an edge wave. Independent of the excitation,
but sufficiently far from its source, the edge wave is and can be treated
as a ray optical field, i.e., its phase is proportional to the distance from
the source (reference) to the observation point and its amplitude varies in
such a way that the energy within a tube originated at the source point is
preserved. Further, its Poynting vector is radially directed. Application of
ray optical techniques is, however, not straightforward, mainly due to the
singular behavior of the paraxial fields. .

Let us consider the canonical problem of a point electric source j¢ =
7 8(F — ') that radiates in the presence of a perfectly conducting infinite
wedge. The field produced by this dipole-wedge configuration is formally
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written . .
E(7) = jwopol (7;7) - p#, (3.1)

where F(F, ) is the Green’s dyadic for the wedge [32]. For convenience,

,
DIPOLE
i

u:‘IT/’)’

Figure 3.1: Dipole excited edge wave.

the source point is located at #' = p', 8’ = 7/2 in the reference coordinates,
with the z-axis being coincident with the edge and the z-axis parallel to
face 1 of the wedge (Fig. 3.1). The related system of spherical coordinates
is (r, B0, ¢). The limiting form of the field in eq. (3.1) for small values of the
parameter € = kp'sin fy is of interest here. Specifically, the Green’s dyadic
assumes the power series expansion

= % oo _
T(7p',¢') = 7! E Zf,,.,,(f"; p' @ e, (3.2)
m=0n=0

where v = x/y and v is the external wedge angle. The dyadic terms
i,,,,(i’; phed')y m=0,1,..., n=0,1,..., can be derived in a straightfor-
ward manner, if one substitutes the series expansion of the Hankel functions
in the eigenfunction representation of f‘(i‘;ﬁ ). At the limit € — 0, one can
retain the leading term in eq. (3.2) to approximate the total field which,
for kr >> 1, is given by

E*(7) = Z0k* C(v)A(¢', ¢') sin*~" B
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«(Bo cos By sinvé + é cos v¢)-eﬂ,—(——-j£’2, (3.3)

where ) (vr/2)
_ jvexp(jur
C(v) = "2 T() (3.4)
and
A(p', ') = (p)) (9} sin v’ + Py cos vd') (3.5)

is a constant source factor. Eq. (3.3) defines an edge guided wave, which
dominates in the paraxial region, revealing the strong coupling between the
dipole source and the edge. It is a spherical wave that satisfies Maxwell’s
equations, the boundary conditions on the perfectly conducting surface, as
well as Meixner’s edge condition.

In the case of a plane wave at grazing incidence, which is essentially
a quasi-two dimensional situation, one can implement a similar limiting
procedure on the cylindrical harmonic expansion of the total field [33] to
extract the edge wave. In particular, with 8’ — 0, the dominant term in
the series expansion of the total field in the neighborhood of the edge equals

E=(5) = —4nC(v) S(B', &) kp)* " (5 sinvd + § cos vg) exp(—jkz), (3.6)

where S(8',¢') = sin"~? §'( Ey, sinv¢' + Eoy cosvé') is again an excitation
related factor.

Both forms (3.3) and (3.6), although derived from « limiting rather than
asymptotic estimation, agree in the paraxial region with the leading term
in the asymptotic analysis of Pearson (34].

3.3 Diffraction formulation

The study of edge guided waves at an infinite wedge, outlined in the previ-
ous section, is not adequate to describe the radiation of a dipole in the close
vicinity of one of the edges of a realistic flat plate structure. For instance,
regarding the simple trihedral configuration depicted in Fig. 3.2, in addi-
tion to a direct field associated with the interaction of the dipole and the
neighboring edge, diffracted rays initiated at the tip and the adjacent edges
should be introduced in an accurate high frequency solution. Namely, an
improved approximation of the total field can be expressed as

B'~F~.T+E + B+ E-. (3.7)
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In the above equation, E** - T constitutes the dipole and guiding edge
interaction; in essence, it is a multiplicative correction of the edge wave
given by eq. (3.3) , by the transition dyadic T to be determined, thus
assuring a finite field when 8 = 0, i.c., at the paraxial region of the extension
of the edge in free space. In addltlon, E,, denote edge diffracted fields,

while Ec designates the ray emanating from the tip.
FIELD POINT

DIPOLE

(2)
FACE 1

(1)

Figure 3.2: Edge wave diffraction at a trihedron.

In principle, if 7(r') is the total current flowing over the surface S of
the conducting trihedron, then the scattered field can be evaluated via the
radiaiion integral, which, in the Fresnel or Fraunhofer region of the surface,
has the form

E(.,)_sz.,// BxRx (')Md’ (3.8)

Asymptotic expansion of the above integral by the method of stationary
phase [35], in terms of the large parameter k, should result in isolated
mechanisms associated with specific parts of the object and, in our case,
corr-sponding to the diffraction terms in the right hand side of eq. (3.7).
How.:ver, use of the radiation integral in field calculations, requires a prior
knowledge (at least approximate) of the current J(r') on §.
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Two successive estimates of the current, resulting in different levels of
approximation are introduced. First, it _i.s postulated that, on the faces of
the tribedron grazed by the edge wave, 7(r’) can be satisfactorily approxi-
mated by the actual induced current (edge wave current) that would flow
if the wedge was infinite, while it is presumed zero at the shadowed face of
the structure. In particular, for face 1 (Fig. 3.3(a)), we presume

) = 5(r) = A x B (3.9)

where H*“(r') is the edge wave at an infinite wedge and #, is the unit vector
normal to face 1.

The asymptotic reduction of the surface integral in eq. (3.8) to a line
integral along edges (1) and (2) in Fig. 3.3(b) reveals an equivalence between
the radiation of the edge wave surface current (eq. (3.9)) and the Physical
Optics equivalent currents in (7], proportional at each point on the edge to
the incident edge wave (rather than a plane wave, for which they have been
originally developed). Based on this observation, to the truncation effect
which results from eq. (3.8), a non-uniform (fringe) current effect induced
by edges (1) and (2) is superimposed in a rather indirect way: via the
radiation of Michaeli’s fringe equivalent currents for edge wave incidence.

In a consistent rationale, one should include a tip excited non-uniform
current. But the latter can not be extracted from existing representations
of the corner diffraction phenomenon and remains unknown. Numerical
results indicate, however, that the present depiction of the currents is suf-
ficient to approximate the diffracted edge waves at the vertex.

3.4 The radiation of the edge wave current

Let us consider the radiation of the edge wave current flowing over face
1 of the trihedron. The results for face 2 can be derived by means of a
simple transformation. One may introduce the oblique system of coordi-
nates (u,t,) associated with edge (1) in Fig. 3.3(a) and defined by the unit
vectors

~

iu=2, {y==Zsina, ~ 2 cosq,,

with a, denoting the angle formed by the guiding edge and edge (1). Suf-
ficiently far from the dipole and employing the results of Section 3.2, one
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Figure 3.3: Geometry of the edge wave diffraction problem.
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observes that

;;w(“’tl) ~ jk* C(v) AL(p',¢') sin* ! 6,
xp(=itn) (2 8in o + 2 cos §), (3.10)

To

in which

ro = \/tf sin’ o; + (v — tycosa; +8.)?,
sinfy = ¢, sina,; /ry, cosfp = (u —t, cosa; + a.)/ro,
s, is the distance of the dipole source from the vertex and the constant
C(v) is defined by eq. (3.4).
The vertex diffracted field of the wedge can be identified asymptoti-
cally as the end point contribution to the radiation integral in eq. (3.8).

Classically, employing a quadrature expansion of the phase function, one
obtains

e (i) a jk*Z, sin® o, C(v) AL(p’, ¢') F(2k L sin? g)
T (%) - 4xa.(s.)+1(1 — cos B)
. {[a; sin B I° (k) — (sin B cos @; + sin a; cos B cos ) I°, _, (k)] B
+sina; singI%, (k) $} . (3.11)

In the above expression, I? (k) signifies the end point contribution to the
integral -

Ly(k)= [ £ exp{~jk(R + ro)luso} dt,
which is studied in Appendix A.

For the specific semi-infinite wedge geometry I (k) can be approxi-
mated by

I,(k) =~ T'(p) kF exp (jpr/2) exp {—jk(s. + )}

Fe,kal(a.; o))
. [sin ay ninﬁco:¢ + cos a; (1 — cos B)]*’ (3.12)

in which

a(3:;5) = —~sign(m — &, - B) V(oL + 20) - (o) + a,)l (3.13)
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and s}, s, are the distances of the dipole source point and the receiver from
the origin Qf of the Keller cone of diffracted rays iniiiated at edge (1). The
branch of the bracketed expression in the denominator of eq. (3.12) should
be chosen according to (—1)? = exp(jpr). The factor F(-) is the familiar
edge transition function of the Uniform Theory of Diffraction (UTD) [16],
while the edge wave transition function F< (|- |) is defined by

F=,(z) = exp(jpr/4) (22)* exp(jz/2) D_jlexp(jx/4)VZz],  (3.14)

with D_,(-) denoting the parabolic cylinder function of order ~p (eq. (A.4)).
For z > 0 small we have

Fz (z) ~ /7 exp(jpr/4) z°/* exp(jz/2)

1 2exp(jn/4 ~1/2
| - “;g)/ - J(;(a_/))z-{-... (3.15)

and for z large
e (s - P2t ple+ D +2)(p+3)
(e~ 1 - 3227

Retaining only the dominant term in the expression of the vertex dif-
fracted wave (dominant with respect to the parameter 2ks’) and with the
approximation [36]

(3.16)

' ' - I
Siat 82~ (s +3) — L1 4 ces{o, + 8,01,

for large values of the distance parameter L. = s.s_/(s.+5.), one obtains the
following expression for the vertex diffracted field, in terms of the edges (1)
and (2) fixed coordinate systems (s, 51, ¢,) and (a., (;, ¢;), respectively:

exp (jux/2)T(v) C(v) Ej(Q°)sinvé’ + Ej(Q°)cosvg’
k sin'~v g’
sin” a; F¢,[2kL. cos? (5*-}&)]

(cos a; + cos 3, )

+sin" az F¢ [2kL, cos? (e;;éz)] } exp(—jka.) )

E"-c,ua(;c) ~

. cot g F(2kL_sin? g-) {

(3.17)

(cos az + cos 3, ) s,

In eq. (3.17), Ej ,,(Q°) represent the components of the free space dipole
field at Q° in the guiding edge fixed coordinate system.
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3.5 An equivalent current approach

The surface radiation integral in eq. (3.8) asymptotically reduces to a line
integral along edges (1) and (2) of the trihedral structure. Thus, the high
frequency approximation of the edge and vertex diffracted fields can be
viewed as the stationary phase and end point contribution, respectively,
of the radiation integral of equivalent line sources “excited” by the im-
pinging edge wave. As far as the edge wave current effect developed in
Section 3.4 is concerned, the same expression for the field, excluding the
factor F[2kL, sin?(8/2)), can be obtained via the asymptotic approximation
of the line radiation integral of the physical optics components of Michaeli’s
equivalent currents along edges (1) and (2) and being proportional at each
point to the tangential components of the incident erdge wave. This ob-
servation suggests the addition of a fringe effect to the edge wave current
related diffracted field which is, analogously, described by the radiation in-
tegral of Michaeli’s fringe currents. Although the latter have been derived
for plane wave incidence, reasonable results are obtained if one generalizes
the concept for arbitrary (non-uniform) ray optical wave fronts and, hence,
for an edge wave.

As before, our attention is restricted to face 1 of the wedge. The equiv-
alent edge currents presented in [7] for grazing edge wave incidence at the
point Q, of edge (1) may be expressed in tLe form

h(@) = %J Eﬂ%')‘j'l'il(Qx), (3.18)

MI(QI) - 2jkzo ﬁe.(gl) -4 ml(Ql)» (319)

t, is the unit vector tangent to the edge at Q; and i;, m, are known and
slowly varying functions of the observer’s location and the distance of Q,
from the tip Q° of the trihedron. A factor of 1/2 has been also introduced
due to grazing incidence.

It is presumed that the edge and vertex diffracted edge wave associated
with face 1 of the wedge can be approximated by the radiation integral of
the equivalent currents I,(Q,), M,(Q,) “flowing” along edge (1), which, in
the Fresnel or the Fraunhofer region of the edge, can be explicitly written
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E(3.) ~ jk¥ Zo sin* a, C(v) A(p',¢') 5.
-/ [RX RX ilil(;c;t1)+}}x il ml(.i'c;tl)]
0

y exp{—jk(R + )}

i
! 41rR1';'+1

with R = ||5. — t,4,]| and R = (5, — t;,)/R.

3.5.1 Edge wave vertex diffracted field

The phase of the integrand in (3.20) exhibits a stationary phase point in the
neighborhood of an end point, the latter being coincident with the branch
singularity of the integrand. Therefore, for large values of the parameter k
the asymptotic evaluation of the integral reveals a vertex contribution as
well as an edge diffracted term, if

cosa; (1 — cos B) + sina, sinf cos¢ > 0,

i.e., if Q5 lies on edge (1) itself rather than on its extension. From the
leading term in the asymptotic expansion of the integral in (3.20), one
obtains the following approximation of the vertex diffracted field (associated
with face 1):

E\4.) = exp{j(v + 1)7/2} T(v) C(v) Zo A3(¢', &)
_cxp{——jk(ac + )} 65(5.:) Fe, [kai(5;; o))

4ns.(sL) [cot a3(1 — cos B) + sin B cos @]*’ (3.21)
in which we have substituted
G(5.) = e % 8 x £181(Q°) + 8 x §ymy(Q°). (3.22)

The previous discussion also suggests the decomposition

(o) (et o S ) e

i1(Q°), my(Q°), #£°4(Q%67), mE!(Q%; uT™) can be found in (7] along
with the definitions (3.18), (3.19).
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The parameters p*/ involved in the expressions of the edge equivalent
currents depend on the choice of the edge fixed coordinate system and, in
particular, on the angle between the tangent to the edge at Q; and the
unit vector & tangent to face 1 at @Q; which may be chosen arbitrarily.
When the currents are truncated to reveal an end point effect, one should
be cautious about the choice of the parameters u?/, i.e., the choice of
the edge fixed coordi:.ate system, so that the terminated equivalent edge
currents represent correctly the end point effect of the truncated, by the
edges of the trihedron, true surface induced currents. Within this context,
a correct choice of the parameter u}° for the physical optics component of
the equivalent currents is

sin a, sin (3, cos ¢; + c’OS a;(cos B + cos a, ) : (3.24)

’1"’:
ay

u :
sin
so that the unit vector ¢ is parallel to the guiding edge, whereas for the
fringe currents the proper choice is

4 _ sina, sin B, cos ¢, — cos a;(cos B + cos a; )

i T (3.25)

and now & is parallel to the edge diffracted ray from Q° that grazes face 1.
Not surprisingly, using eq. (3.24) for the definition of the parameter uf°
in the expressions of the physical optics equivalent edge currents one finds

G (5.) = —B cot g (3.26)
so that the vertex diffracted field assumes the approximation
Ej(s.) ~ Ep™(3.) + EY'(30) (3.27)

in which E-**(3,) is identical with the term associated with face 1 in (3.17),
while the fringe current related wave equals

Ey'(3.) ~ exp{j(v + 1)m/2} T(v) C(v) Zo A3(f, ¢') sin”

exp{—jk(s. + o)} Gi/(5.) F(2kL.sin’ §) F=, [kai(3.; )
4ms.(8) (cosa, + cos B, ) )

(3.28)
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The vector function G/(3.) is related with Michaeli’s equivalent currents
at Q° via the equation

Gt (5.) = il (Q% ) é. x 5. x & + m(Q%5ul) 5. x {,. (3.29)

The above expressions simplify considerably for the case of the plane
angular sector, with a; = a; = u,a; = a; = a. Without presenting the
details of the derivation, which involves only elementary manipulations, for
the field related with the fringe currents one finds

= gL =320 .. , 1 o xXP{—3k(s.+ 5.
Bl (i) ~ T (g, ¢) I 0]
G"f(ac,a) F(2kL.sin? E)F"I/,[ka’(ac, c)]

3.30
\/cot a(l — cosB) + sinfBcos ¢ (3.30)
where the function G=/(3.) is given by
Seds=y _ 1 A ﬁeﬂ(ﬁ’¢)+$e¢(ﬂs¢)]
G=E) = cos(2a) + cos § Aeinf + sin® asin B; cos(§/2) |’ (3-31)
with
cos § = sin(2a)sin § cos ¢ — cos(2a) cos 3, (3.32)

ea(8,9) = —(cosa + cos f,) (sin a cos 8 cos ¢ + cos asin B)
[sin @ cos ¢;(1 — cos a cos ;) — cos® @ sin ;]
+ sin® a sin ¢ sin ¢, (3.33)

es(B,$) = sin asin ¢ (cos a + cos §,)
[sin a cos ¢ (1 — cos a cos B;) — cos® a sin Fi ]
+ sin* a sin ¢; (sin a cos B cos ¢ + cos asin B). (3.34)

For the particular case of the right angle sector (a = 7/2), it readily
follows that

G!(5,;7/2) = B (cot b_ csc é) (3.35)
2 2
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and the total tip diffracted field assumes the simple representation

el = —32 ;g —~jk(s. ::

E(3.) =~ _\/Ji: A3y 9) expd 4,{,5:/%’ L
F(2kL sin? &) F*,ylkLo(1— /1 - sin’ Bcos? §)] 3.36
. sin% Vin G cos ¢ . (3.36)

3.5.2 Edge wave edge diffracted field

It can be shown that the edge diffracted field, i.e., the stationary phase
contribution to the radiation integral of Michaeli’s equivalent currents, is
the edge diffracted edge wave predicted by UTD, multiplicatively corrected
by the transition function

Ft_,[2kL., cos® (g—l—}&) ],

where
F_(() = [FoL. () (3.37)
with the star denoting complex conjugate. The large parameter L., equals
_ 318'1
“«= o (3.38)

The transition function F?_,(-) guarantees the finiteness of the edge dif-
fracted edge wave as Q] — Q° and the uniformity (continuity) of the to-
tal field as the “shadow boundary” of the edge diffracted rays (the cone
[cot @;(1 — cos B) + sinBcosd] = 0) is crossed. It appears as a type of
caustic correction factor in the sense that it compensates the singularity of
the edge diffracted field at the extension of the guiding edge. However, in
our case the singularity arises from the behavior of the incident field on the
edge rather than the focusing of the diffracted rays into a caustic.

3.5.3 A heuristic correction factor for the direct edge
wave

As already pointed out, the rigorous solution of the radiation of a dipole
in the presence of an infinite wedge predicts a singular field at the edge
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of the wedge, in consistency with Meixner’s edge condition. However, for
a semi-infinite structure (trihedron), the singularity of the edge wave at
the extension of the guiding edge (@ =~ 0) in free space is not physically
acceptable. To overcome this discrepancy, the multiplicative correction of
the edge wave associated with a semi-infinite or finite edge with the use
of a suitable transition function (in general a dyadic) has been suggested.
Such a transition function can be empirically derived by requiring the con-
tinuity of the total field at the shadow boundaries of the direct wave (edge
wave), namely at the planes ¢; 3 = w. This continuity was guaranteed by
the UTD evaluation of the edge diffracted field, but it is violated in the
paraxial region after the introduction of the function F?_,, which assures
the uniformity of the total diffracted field. Obviously, the edge wave can
be multiplied by a similar transition function so that the total field re-
tains its continuity in the paraxial region as well as outside of it, where
the transition function approaches unity. In addition, such a multiplicative
correction would yield a finite total field along the extension of the edge in
free space.

In particular, for the plane angular sector, a convenient modification of
the edge wave, in the extension of the guiding edge, reads

\/- kZoexp(im/4) se (4 o
2”\/—- A/z( $¢)

in? 8] exo(—iks
-[Bo cos Bosin(¢/2) + ¢ cos(¢/2)] F:Iﬁ[z':'l;’: 3] exp(—jk o),

E“(3.) =

80

(3.39)

with so denoting the distance of the observation point from the dipole and
o is the elevation angle of the observer in the guiding edge fixed coordinate
system centered at the point of the projection of the dipole onto the edge.

3.6 Discussion and numerical results

The edge wave vertex diffracted field is a higher order term with respect to
the large parameter k in the asymptotic solution of the radiation of a dipole
in the vicinity of the edge of a trihedron. Nonetheless, it contributes signif-
icantly to the B-directed component of the field, especially in the paraxial
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region of the guiding edge and along its extension. This is due to the ac-
cumulation of electric current flow lines in the vicinity of the guiding edgs
excited by the ray optical edge wave.

The solution, based on Michaeli’s equivalent currents, is essentially an
asymptotic PTD (Physical Theory of Diffraction) approach, in that a fringe
current effect due to the terminating edges is added to the edge wave cur-
rents, cast finally into a UTD form. Although, the derivation of the fringe
edge currents assume an infinite edge and uniform plane wave illumination,
the field is expected to retain its singular behavior in the vicinity of the
vertex, which, moreover, does not contradict the “tip condition” (i.e., the
behavior of the field in the neighborhood of a vertex) as investigated by sev-
eral authors. It should be emphasized that the approximations attempted
in Sections 3.4 and 3.5 by no means present a complete rigorous represen-
tation of the tip diffracted field, but it merely includes the information of
the truncation of known components of the currents flowing over the wedge
surface.

The patterns of the total diffracted field predicted from the edge wave
current radiation integral and the equivalent source approximation, for the
configuration shown in Fig. 3.4(b), are compared in Fig. 3.4(a). Clearly, the
tip effect of the edge wave currents does not compensate the discontinuity
of the edge wave edge diffracted field. On the other hand, the equivalent
currents result yields a continuous pattern across the shadow boundary cone
of the terminating edge diffiracted rays, and appears as a more complete
representation of the diffraction effects.

Comparisons of the calculated field (which includes only the two edge
wave tip diffracted terms corresponding to the two adjacent corners added
to the modified direct edge wave) via Michaeli’s equivalent currents (de-
noted as MEC on the graphs) and the edge wave current approach (EWC)
with Method of Moments results (MM) are made in Figs. 3.5-3.7, for a
4) square plate. The dipole has been placed in the close vicinity of one
of the edges (p' = 0.01)) of the plate and sufficiently far from its corners
(s. = 2)). The direct edge wave (EW) (eq. (3.3)) is also plotted so that
the effect of the corner diffracted fields is better illustrated. Note that in
Fig. 3.7 (where ¢ = 45°) the edge wave edge diffracted fields should be also
added to the corner diffracted fields. The agreement is good, especially in
regions where contributions from other diffraction mechanisms other than
the corner adjacent to the guiding edge are known to be negligible. In fact,
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as shown in Figs. 3.5-3.7, the agreement between the Method of Moments
data and the calculated field progressively improves for larger values of the
¢ angle. For ¢ = 45° (Fig. 3.7), other mechanisms such as diffraction from
the remote corners of the square plate as well as double and triple edge
diffraction may contribute significantly to the pattern. Our approxima-
tion also improves when the paraxial region is approached (8 — 0°,180°),
where, as a matter of fact, the total field is stronger. The latter justifies
the validity of the asymptotic analysis which resulted in the multiplication
of two transition functions as well as the choice of the correction factor for
the direct dipole field. Unfortunately, the ¢-directed field does not exhibit
an analogous agreement (Fig. 3.8), at lower azimuthal cuts, mainly due
to the fact that other mechanisms contribute significantly to the pattern
of that polarization. However, the small angular variation of the pattern,
which is a typical ¢ component pattern for ¢ > 90° indicates that the
corner associated ¢-directed fields are sufficiently weaker compared with
the ¢ component of the direct edge wave and can be neglected in practical
calculations.

The results also reveal a small variation of the total field with respect
to the azimuthal coordinate (angle ¢), in contrast with the relative large
changes of the calculated pattern in the elevation plane. The ¢ dependence
becomes significant only at lower cuts where the contribution from the
opposite edge and its two adjacent corners is appreciable.

The second example examined also involves the radiation of a small
monopole in the close vicinity of one of the edges of a rectangular plate
(p' = 0.01)), but now with different distances from the two adjacent corners
(s;, = 22, s, = 3)). The calculated field, which again includes two tip
diffracted rays in addition to the direct edge wave, is compared with Method
of Moments results as well as measured data, as shown in Figs. 3.9 and 3.10
in the azimuthal planes ¢ = 180° and ¢ = 150°, respectively. The accuracy
of the measurement deteriorated at smaller azimuthal angles, where the
support structure influenced significantly the measured radiation pattern.
The measured data in Fig. 3.9 was obtained with an absorbing material
(RAM) around the remote corners and the opposite edge of the rectangular
plate, so that the pattern is more closely related to the calculated field,
which again includes two adjacent tip diffracted rays in addition to the
direct edge wave. Clearly, the agreement is better in this case, in contrast
with the results of Fig. 3.10 where the RAM has been removed.
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It should be noted that neither the edge wave current solution nor the
equivalent source formulation are expected to yield accurate results for
small angular sector angles (¢ << 7/2). In this case a strong coupling
between the two edges forming the sector occurs, which is not encountered
in the evaluation of the radiation integral of the currents flowing along the
edge (1). Moreover, when a — =, the edge wave currents associated tip
diffracted field vanishes and the total solution reduces to the edge wave over
an infinite wedge, whereas the same property is not true for the equivalent
current formulation of the vertex diffracted field. The latter, therefore, fails
in cases of very wide angles, which require a more careful treatment.

It should be finally noted that the analysis related with a dipole excited
edge wave can be easily extended to treat the diffraction of an edge wave of
the form (3.6). However, the problem of a plane wave at graszing incidence
on an infinite or semi-infinite wedge is of rather less practical importance
than that of edge-on incidence for a finite structure.

3.7 Summary

Our major objective was to describe approximately the edge wave diffrac-
tion mechanisms associated with the interaction of an edge wave and the
vertex of a trihedron as a first step towards the study of more complex ge-
ometries. To approximate the vertex diffracted wave a UTD solution was
developed based on a PTD like approach to defining the currents. The addi-
tion of a fringe current component flowing in the vicinity of the terminating
edges yields a continuous radiation pattern across the shadow boundaries
of the edge diffracted waves. Although, the approach is neither rigorous
nor complete from a PTD point of view it yields comparable results with
the Method of Moments as well measured data and can be used as a first
approximation to the edge wave diffraction problem.

The extension of the results of this Chapter for the case of tip excited
edge waves and the study of the edge wave diffraction mechanisms associ-
ated with an edged body illuminated by a plane wave, which are of partic-
ular importance when edge-on incidence is approached, is investigated in
Chapter 4.
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Figure 3.4: (a) Angular section Geometry. (b) Far region edge and vertex
diffracted B-directed field at the cone § = 85% dotted line - edge wave
current solution, solid line - edge wave and fringe current solution.
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Figure 3.7: Far field A-directed wave at the azimuthal cut ¢ = 45° (nor-
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Chapter 4

Edge Wave Mechanisms for
Polyhedral Structures

4.1 Introduction

Experimental evidence (e.g., impulse response of a square plate) indicates
that edge wave diffraction mechanisms become significant when edge on
incidence is approached and, in many circumstances, dominate the lower
level regions of the monostatic and bistatic cross secticn of edged struc-
tures. Therefore, the incorporation of this type of mechanisms in cross
section computations serve as an additive correction to the corner diffrac-
tion solution developed by Brinkley and Marhefka [2].

The edge wave diffraction phenomenon on flat plates has been recently
studied by Sikta [11]. His solution, although it provided reasonable agree-
ment in several cases, is based, as already pointed out, on an empirical cor-
ner diffraction expression, while his study of multiple interactions required
the heuristic introduction of a “reflection coefficient”. A brief outline of his
formulation of the problem is presented in Section 4.2, so that comparisons
against the present development can be made.

In Section 4.3 the tip excited edge wave and the associated interactions
between two adjacent vertices of a polyhedral structure are examined, em-
ploying the more complete depiction of the corner effect developed in Chap-
ter 3, along with reciprocity, and based on plausible heuristic arguments.
Specifically, in high frequencies the vertex formed by the intersection of
three plates can be considered as the tip of an ideal trihedron (semi-infinite
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wedge). Hence, when a ray optical field impinges onto the tip, an edge
wave is excited that can be determined via reciprocity from the expressions
of the edge wave vertex diffracted field. The edge wave itself is ray optical
and hitting an adjacent corner it is rediffracted accordingly.

Figure 4.1: Corner excited edge wave.

4.2 Sikta’s formulation

The edge wave excited by the tip Q°* and propagating along the edge of
the plate is as shown in Fig 4.1. According to Sikta, it is determined to be

U ) R orened Wt

in which the edge wave launching coefficients D% are defined by

D};.w(;;c;l’ ¢e) = CXP('J"’/“) L+ cosf

2v2rk  sin(8'/2)

F (2kL; sin? %) { ::8% :;‘:((ﬁ//";)) } (4.2)
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In the above expressions

ls!
[ — [ .
L. I+ s’ (43)
s, @', ¢' are the coordinates of a dipole source in the edge fixed coordinate
centered at Q°', while [ is the length along the edge from the tip and ¢, is
the azimuth angle of a point close to the edge. Note that Sikta's expression,
although it appears to have the correct ¢, and ! dependence characteristic
of an edge wave, it does not exhibit the proper edge singularity.

SC

______ Alp
B,

Figure 4.2: Geometry of the corner-to-corner edge wave interaction.

Two adjacent corners of a flat plate, along with the involved geometric
quantities, are illustrated in Fig. 4.2. The source point is again located
at S(s.,5',¢') with respect to the guiding edge fixed spherical co- .dinate
sysiem centered at the tip Q°', while the location R(s., S8, ¢) of the receiver
is defined in terms of an edge fixed coordinate system with its origin at
the point Q°*. The field E©*, produced by edge wave diffraction at Q=,
the edge wave being excited by the tip Q°* due to source illumination and
guided along the edge, is of interest here. It is noted that the total double
corner interaction should include also a ray E<*! along the path SQ<°Q* R.

The far field analysis of the edge wave mechanisms, always in the con-
text of Sikta's analysis, involves the multiplication of the incident field
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Ep, Ej, with the difflraction coefficients in eq. (4.2) and a reflection coeff-
cient, which, for a right angled corner, should read

R= E"_P(_;{;’T“)_ (4.4)

Specifically, the edge wave diffraction by two adjacent corners in a rectan-
gular plate becomes

faa _ | D(EL3)RD(415) D(asl, 3)RD5(451,0)
D*(5;1,0)RD*(s';1,5) D5e(a.;1,0)RD5*(2;1,0)

L(Q) | expl—ik(l + s,
(i =
Explicitly,
{ Eg= } _ —exp(jn/4) exp(—jk(l + )
E3 (27k)¥/2 PRY/]
_cos?(B/2) F[2kl sin’((3/2)] cos?(8'/2) F |2kl sin*(5'/2)]
sin(4/2) sin(('/2)

{ sin(¢/2)sin(¢'/2)  v2sin(¢/2) cos(¢'/2) } { Eq(Q*) }
V2 cos(¢/2)sin(¢'/2) 2 cos(¢/2) cos(d'/2) E(Q) |°
(4.6)

4.3 Edge wave interactions at a polyhedral
structure

Assuming that the point Q°* is the tip of a semi-infinite wedge, which
is justifiable as long as diffraction is a local phenomenon (i.e., when the
length of the edge is sufficiently large in terms of the wavelength), the
field excited by this corner and propagating along edge (1) can be obtained
via reciprocity from eq. (3.27) along with egs. (3.17) and (3.28). Hence,
considering a point electric source with moment p* located at the close
neighborhood of Q?, then it has been shown that the edge wave this dipole
excites is diffracted by the tip Q°* and is evaluated at S according to

E=* = Zyexpli(v + 1)r/2) T(v) C(v)
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p;ein(4./2) + Py cos(Pe/2)
P

exp[—jk(a: + l)] e

. 4rsllv G

(8'; 1; Qery Py ajs,ng), (4.7)

where (p.,¢.) are the cylindrical coordinates of the point source at the

Figure 4.3: Edge wave diffraction for a polyhedral structure.

guiding edge associated coordinate system, while

G(8eil; @er,ner;ap, npn) = Fl2k L, sin*(8/2))
| sin” a1 G5y (8% ) Fe, {kLi[1 — cos(ae — B24)]}
(cos aey — cos B, )
N sin” a;lé'j,(;'c)Ff,,{kLéll + cos(ap + ﬂ:g)]}
(cosayy + cos fy,)”

(4.8)

and

é:l,}l(;;c) == c°t(ﬂ'/2)ﬁ' + d:'ll,fl(’-;c) (4'9)

with 5:,’ 1 defined by eq. (3.29), adapted to the coordinate systems related
to edges (el) and (f1). It is reminded that v = 1/n, with n denoting the
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guiding wedge number. Further, n,, s, and, later, ny; ., are used to denote
the wedge number associated with the adjacent edges (el1), (fl) and (e2),
(f2), respectively. The parameter L. is defined by eq. (4.3). It should be
finally noted that the angles B;, ,, are the elevation angle of S in edges (el)
and (f1) fixed coordinate systems as shown in Fig. 4.3.

Considering a dipole source with moment p* = p;,,ﬁ' + p;,$' located at
S and applying the reciprocity theorem the corner excited edge wave at the
location of the point source p* equals

B = Zuexpli(y + /2T () O(y) Ee 2l be/ 2Lt ducon(de/2)
_exp(—jk(sc +1)]
4mallv
_ —exp(jun/2)T(v)C(v) fesin(vde) + de cos(vée)
= Z e
—ikl - -,
gggl"—"—) G 1; aey, e as,ng)) - EN(Q™). (4.10)
It is reminded that the paraxial edge wave excited by a point source radi-
ating in the vicinity of the edge of a half plane and evaluated at the point
(Pes Pe, 1) with kl >> 1 can be approximated by

sin(v¢.) + §. cos(vd,) exp(—jkl)
e g

Go(8;l; aery ner; a1,np1)) - P

E* = jZok*C(v) A% &

(4.11)

where A is a source related factor in view of eq. (3.5). Upon comparison
of egs. (4.10) and (4.11) one readily obtains

A% = A"'(E’c; l;aa,na;a7,n0)
= Yo expUvr/AT0) (3 b s mers ) - EH(@),
(4.12)

thus, defining a fictitious equivalent point source located at the tip Q°
and exciting the edge wave given by eq. (4.10). One then considers the
diffraction of the edge wave produced by the equivalent point source at the
corner Q. Referring to eq. (3.21) one writes

Eo© = Zyexpli(v + 1)x/2] T(v) C(v) A™
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exp(—jk(s; +1)]

) 4ns lv
Upon incorporation of eq. (4.12) into the above relation one derives the the
following expression for the edge wave diffracted field:

Boo = B, 51, 0,y ) - Bi(Q) RS "%* %)} (4.14)
8¢
where the dyadic diffraction coefficient is given by
exp(jum)[T(v)]’C(v)
dwk(kl)

dc(s‘c; l; QeayNe2; A g2y nf!)éc(;;c; l; Q1M1 A f1, nfl)- (4-15)

dc(;c; l; Qe2yMe2) X f3y n!Z)a (4'13)

IEERCC | -
D (5'c1 Scy l, al,az) = -

In the case of a flat plate we have
Go(5ei 1; ez, et agp,ng) = 2@5(5‘,; l,a;)
= 2[-cot(8/2)8 + G=(3,)],
G‘c(a-;c; l; Qe1y Mt X g1,y nfl) = 2@:(;'.:; l, al)
= 2 [- cot(8'/ 2)&' + G (;'c)} ,
where G/ is defined by eq. (3.31)-(3.34), and
C(V) — C(1/2) — JCXP(JW/4)

27/2n
Hence, eq. (4.15) becomes
e explin/4) 5,
D (serdiil o, 03) = Tl Gl a)Gle'ei L, on). (4.16)

The above can be further simplified in the case of two adjacent right angled
vertices. In particular, the corner-to-corner edge wave interaction becomes

F(2klsin?(8/2)] F1(2kl(1 — y/1 — sin’ B cos? ¢]
sin(3/2) V/sinfcos ¢

Fl2klsin(8'/2)] F<ypl2kl(1 - y/1 — sin® ' cos? ¢/]
sin(6'/2) ein §' cos ¢ '

(4.17)
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Note that eq. (4.17) predicts a dominant 8 directed field which is physi-
cally justifiable, since the edge wave currents are accumulated in the vicin-
ity of the guiding edge. The same is not true with the corrected Sikta’s
expression (4.6). The two equations indicate also a different azimuth depen-
dence and a different elevation angle variation approximately by a factor
of /cscf csc. As a matter of fact, eq. (4.17) is expected to predict a
stronger field when edge on incidence is approached. Further, the transi-
tional behavior of the two expressions is different.

It should be reminded that the corner diffracted edge wave is discon-
tinuous at the shadow boundary of the edge diffracted edge wave in such
a manner that the total field remains continuous. In the same context, in
addition to the tip-tc-tip edge wave diffraction demonstrated above, tip-
to-edge and, vice versa, edge-to-tip diffracted ray contributions may occur
at certain aspects of incidence and observation. The discontinuity of these
rays when the tip and the edge diffraction point coalesce should be normally
compensated by an analogous discontinuous behavior of double corner dif-
fracted edge wave. The analysis pertinent to this type of rays is similar and
it is not repeated here. It simply involves the multiplication of the edge
wave in eq. (4.11), excited by the equivalent point source by the proper edge
wave edge diffraction coefficient in view of the development in Section 3.5.

4.4 Discussion and numerical results

The diffraction by two adjacent corners of a polyhedral structure has been
studied as a second order additive correction to the corner diffracted fields
in a high frequency presentation of the scattering by conducting edged bod-
ies. A double corner-to-corner edge wave dyadic coefficient was deduced,
which can be used as a first engineering approximation in higher order
UTD computations. It involves the multiplication of two transition factors
expressed in terms of the parabolic cylinder function of order —v and the
ordinary Fresnel integral, that appear in the first order theory, in an analo-
gous manner that the double edge diffraction is described via ordinary UTD
calculations. Outside its transition domains (i.e., when the source or the
observer are lined up with the edge), the edge wave diffraction coefficient
is proportional to k~3/2, while it decays with the inverse distance from the
tip along the edge. Therefore, it represents one of the next higher order
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mechanisms in a high frequency depiction of the fields, in addition to the
corner diffracted rays.

The effect of the introduction of edge waves as a higher order mecha-
nism has been evaluated via RCS computations of flat plates. The corner
diffraction is represented as the truncation effect of the Physical Optics
and non-uniform component of the currents on the plate. Two flat plate
examples, where the edge wave contribution have been expected to be of
particular importance have been investigated: (i) the off principal plane
RCS of a 2 square plate and (ii) Sikta's triangle. Specifically, Figs. 4.6
4.9 demonstrate the effect of the superposition of edge wave mechanisms
in the echo of a 2\ square plate. For comparison, the corner diffraction
solution [2] is also shown.

Sikta’s triangle (Fig. 4.4 and 4.5) is another case where edge waves
become important, especially, at nose-on incidence. Indeed, incorporation
of the edge wave mechanisms appears to improve the calculated RCS at
regions where they are expected to be significant. It should be emphasized
that corner-to-edge (and vice versa) edge wave mechanisms which may
be important in certain aspects of observation have not incorporated in
the calculations. Therefore, a discontinuity may appear at observation
directions corresponding to the shadow boundaries of the corner-to-edge
diffracted rays. Further research should investigate these mechanisms and
their transitional behavior as well as their relation with the rays arising from
the asymptotic integration of the non-uniform components of the currents
studied in Chapter 5.

In general, due to the non-availability of a rigorously derived corner
diffraction coefficient, one is difficult to assess the contribution of higher or-
der mechanisms from RCS pattern studies. Therefore, time-domain mech-
anism extraction has been investigated [37] in the identification and quan-
titative analysis of the doubly diffracted ray contributions that constitute
the echo of a large edged body. It has thus been observed that the edge
waves, at least outside the transition regions where more than one mech-
anisms coalesce, are adequately predicted with the present solution. In
transitions regions, e.g. at edge on incidence or at the shadow boundaries
of corner-to-edge and edge-to-corner diffracted rays a more careful investi-
gation is required. Fig. 4.10 depicts the measured and calculated impulse
response of a diamond shape plate. Further investigation of the edge wave
mechanisms has been focused in the evaluation of the several mechanisms
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appearing in the impulse response of a 24” square plate for several aspects
of illumination, which are illustrated in Figs. 4.11-4.25. The corner dif-
fracted rays are denoted by C1-C4, while possible edge wave mechanisms
are indicated by E1-E4 and double diffractions with D1-D4. The support

structure returns are S1 and S2.
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Figure 4.5: 04¢ RCS of Sikta’s triangle with a = 3) and a = 30° at # = 90°.
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61




-4, -3. -2. -1
8 i i % 3 3 ‘8

MPULSE RESPONSE
0.000 0.003
' e
R
do3

-0.003
L

~0.006

I/ T S A S T T ]
o TIME IN NANOSECS

(a)

- AR 4
1" 1 11' 3 1 g
: : =

&M

[ 2P W

m

A
m
&

o

m -L

nN

0.000

IMPULSE RESPONSE
. 0.000 !

-0.003
i
1
-0.003

~0.008
008

B S R
TIME IN NANOSECS

(b)
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Figure 4.19: Impulse response of a 24" square plate at ¢ = 45° and 6 = 60°.
Horizontal polarization. (a) Measured, (b) Calculated.

65




B T T YT U D D B K
TIMF IN NANOSECS

. 4.
HE S & 2
: : : o

: C4,0,E4

0.003
.L
003

IMPULSE RESPONSE
0000

~-0.003
1

B e . T S S R W K
TIME IN NANOSECS

(6)

Figure 4.20: Impulse response of a 24" square plate at ¢ = 45° and 6 = 75°.
Horizontal polarization. (a) Measured, (b) Calculated.
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Figure 4.21: Impulse response of a 24" square plate at ¢ = 45° and § = 15°.
Cross polarizatinn  (a) Measured, (b) Calculated.
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Figure 4.24: Impulse response of a 24” square plate at ¢ = 45° and 8 = 60°.
Cross polarization. (a) Measured, (b) Calculated.
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Figure 4.25: Impulse response of a 24” square plate at ¢ = 45° and 8 = 75°.
Cross polarization. (a) Measured, (b) Calculated.
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Chapter 5

A Uniform Ray Approximation
for the Interaction Between
Edges of Three-Dimensional
Polyhedral Structures

5.1 Introduction

A uniform ray representation of the interaction between edges of the three-
dimensional far field region scattering by a flat plate structure is investi-
gated. This is accomplished by (i) postulating an approximation of the
induced surface current on each face composing the object, and (ii) inte-
grating the approximate current, either in closed form, or asymptotically
in terms of the well tabulated edge transition function. Specifically, the
surface current on each plate composing the structure is approximated, in
addition to the usual Physical Optics surface current, by a non-uniform
current excited by each edge of the plate, which is derived from the canon-
ical solution (integral representation) to the infinite wedge problem, and
truncated at edges of the plate. The superposition of a secondary non-
uniform current, which can be asymptotically represented by a Michaeli’s
fringe equivalent source, excited by doubly diffracted rays, is also studied
as an additive correction to the first order solution.




5.2 A brief review of Michaeli’s equivalent
currents

A plane wave illuminates the infinite conducting wedge of Fig. 5.1. For
convenience, we restrict our attention to face 1 of the wedge. The total
current is the superposition of the well known Physical Optics current

77(z,2) = 2 x H'(2,¥,2)ly=0 (5.1)

and a non-uniform component, which is in essence the current excited by

nn

FACE 2

FACE 1

Figure 5.1: Infinite wedge illuminated by a plane wave.

the diffracted fields; it is depicted in Fig. 5.2 and explicitly described by
the equations

'nu(z,z) — jHé‘eXp(—jszOSﬂ’)
4drn

Z_/ ($+(— )P¢’) exp(—jkz sin B cos €)d¢,
" (5.2)

.y _ jexp(—jkzcosf')
(z,2) = 4mn
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2
. Z/r [(—-l)”YE(';,cscﬁ'sinf+H;,C0tﬁ'C°55]
17Fq

- cot (§—+(2-TI)P£) exp(—jkz sin B’ cos ¢ )dé. (5.3)

The various geometric parameters involved in the above expressions are

Figure 5.2: Non-uniform component of the current at the wedge.

shown in Fig. 5.1. The contoure I'y, ¢ = 1,2, are the steepest descent
SDP(+~) paths through the saddle points at { = +n (Fig. 5.3). Eqs. (5.2),
(5.3) in the case of the half plane, reduce to the expressions

nu __4exp(jm/4)
Je (Z,Z) - ﬁsinﬁ'

{(YE,sin¢' — H;, cos §' cos ¢)

-F_(y/2kz sin 3'| cos%—ll) sign(cos %)

J i @ i y i'

+m (YEO, sin 3 — Hg, cos 3 cos 2)
¢
2

-exp(—2jkz sin §' cos® — }, (5.4)

expljk(z sin B’ cos ¢’ — z cos §')]
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i(=,2) = __4exp(_:'}r7_:4)H3, exp[jk(z sin A’ cos ¢’ — z cos §')]

-F_(y/2kz sinﬂ'lcm%'l)sign(cos-%,), (5.5)

that involve the ordinary Fresnel integral

F_ (z)= ./:rw exp(—jt?)dt. (5.6)

Figure 5.3: Steepest descent paths in the complex ¢ plane (from [Pathak
and Kouyoumjian, 1971}).

Accordingly, one relates a non-uniform field with the above currents.
Provided that the smallest distance of the field point from the surface of the
wedge is sufficiently large, the field associated with 3™ can be approximated
by

ny . > » 7nucxp(—ij)
E ~chZ/s‘RxRx1 e
with §; denoting the area of face 1 of the wedge. It has been shown by
Michaeli [18,7] that the above surface integral can be reduced, via a linear

ds, (5.7)
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phase approximation, to a line integral of line magnetic and electric equiv-
alent sources along the edge of the wedge. If one introduces the oblique
system of coordinates related with the diffracted rays that graze the wedge
surface, the electric and magnetic fringe edge currents evaluated at the
point Q of the edge equal

Q) = 2 [2(8, 48, ¢im) YEi(Q) + i1*(8, 4,6, #im) Hi(Q)] (58)

and 9;
M™(Q) = Jmi (B, 4:8',¢'im) ZHIQ), (5.9)
respectively, where
~u at g1, _ 1 sing’'U(x — ¢')
26,68 ¢m) = — o |
1 r—(y—¢') T~ (7+¢)
o () e (5
(5.10)
i:u(ﬂ,¢;ﬂ’,¢';ﬂ) - 'i:ﬂ' {Cotﬁco:‘i‘{;::;ﬂ C08¢ U(f _ ¢1)
LReotf —cotfeosd [ (w -(r- ¢’))
2nsiny 2n
r—(y+¢) cot '
+cot (T)]} ar (5.11)
nu Al oA _ sin ¢ U(r - ¢')
mh (ﬂ’¢vﬁ’¢7") - sinﬂsinﬂ’{p-{-cosd”
T—(y—¢)
" 2n sin 7y [cot ( 2n )
+ cot (1'—(-27;&)] } : (5.12)

The expressions for the edge currents pertinent to the other face of the
wedge are obtained by means of a simple transformation. The parameter
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p equals
_ cosyp — cos? '
b= ""anipg

(5.13)

with
cosy = - & = sin B’ sin B cos ¢ + cos B’ cos B, (5.14)

and 6 is the unit vector in the direction of the grazing diffracted rays,
whereas the angle v is defined by

} = cos¥y, (5.15)

along with the (arbitrary) choice of the branch, e.g., of that depicted in
Fig. 5.4. This particular branch selection yields

v=—jln(p+ p? - 1) (5.16)
r . VB =T 5 el>1
Ve -1= { IVI=@) lul<1 (5.17)

*Imy

with

7—plane p<-1

o)

Rey

Figure 5.4: The complex v plane.

It becomes clear from egs. (5.8), (5.9) and egs. (5.10)-(5.12) that the
only circumstance under which the non-uniform edge equivalent currents
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become singular is when ¥ = 0 (or g = 1), which imply that ¢ = 3.
This singularity is integrable, unless simultaneously ¢’ = v, which occurs
at glancing incidence and forward scattering observation (Ufimtsev’s sin-
gularity [14]). It should be noted, however, that Ufimtsev’s singularity is
eliminated when one integrates the non-uniform currents along a finite path
in the ¢ direction.

Michaeli’s total currents on the other hand exhibit discontinuities as a
result of the non-uniform asymptotic approximation of the physical optics
surface currents. In general, for an infinite wedge, it is impossible to obtain
uniform total edge currents if linear phase approximation is introduced
for the reduction of the surface radiation integral to a line integral along
the edges. Therefore, for the infinite wedge case one has to assume finite
distances of the observation point from the edge and introduce a quadrature
phase approximation, which will yield the expressions

2jU(x — ¢') ‘_ L
ksin? 8'(u + cos ¢') [YE',(Q) sin ¢

- H;(Q) sin ﬂ'(cot ﬂ cos ¢ + cot ﬁ’ cos ¢I)]

Q) =

F [%ﬂ = ﬂ’(,?n:r,;os ¢')’] ’ (5.18)
- 2;ZH(Q)U(x — ¢')sin ¢ E gin’ #'(p4 + cos ¢')?
M>(Q) = -enp enf(utcond) | [ 2 Ty ] , (5.19)

where F(:) is the familiar edge transition function. Besides, in case of
finite bodies, one may integrate directly and efficiently the Physical Optics
surface currents [38].

5.3 Higher order terms using non-uniform
surface wedge currents

The total surface current on each plate of the structure is approximated, as
before, by the Physical Optics current and a non-uniform current excited by
each edge of a given plate. The approximation is, in some respects, similar
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with Michaeli’s secondary equivalent current development [39]. However,
the latter is restricted in the definition of a secondary edge current, which
is then integrated numerically and, in addition, no explicit expression for
the corner eflect is given. Here, an attempt is made to present the total
solution in terms of ray contributions, corresponding to tip, tip-to-edge and
edge-to-tip diffracted rays. These rays resuit from the asymptotic surface
current integration and, in general, do not satisfy Fermat’s principle and,
further, radiate as if the body was not present and, therefore, they are not
shadowed. Nevertheless, the final solution is expected to be as efficient as

GTD in high frequency calculations.

Figure 5.5: Non-uniform current excited by an edge and associated ray
contributions at a polygonal structure illuminated by a plane wave.

Referring to Fig. 5.5, the exact non-uniform surface currents excited by
edge (1) are truncated by edge (2), provided that at least part of edge (2)
is illuminated by the diffracted rays emanating from edge (1) that graze
the surface of the plate. Our analysis is restricted to the study of the
non-uniform current emanating from edge (1) of the illustrated face of the
object; similar arguments apply for any other edge of this plate and for
any other plate of the body. The possible existence of shadow boundaries
of the non-uniform surface current associated with each edge should be
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emphasized. The discontinuities of the surface non-uniform current should
be normally (in a PTD sense) compensated by an analogous discontinuous
behavior of a tip excited current, which, however, remains unknown and it
is not included.

One establishes the oblique coordinate system (&,7), with & pointing
to the direction of the grazing diffracted rays from edge (1) and 7 being
parallel to the edge vector. It is related with the edge (1) fixed cartesian
system of coordinates via the linear transformation

z, =osinf], 21 =71+ ccosf;. (5.20)

Note that subscript 1 in the angles should imply reference to edge (1) fixed
coordinate system. The field pertinent again to the non-uniform current
emanating from edge (1) over the shown face of the object, and consistent
with our postulate for the total current, is written as

E™ =~ jkZs ﬂ'-c-xg(—:’fa—)“x x

(r) -
/ /’ 7™(o',7") exp(jks? - r')do'dr’, (5.21)
since, in the far field,
R~s—3.(d'6+7'%)=s—0cosyp — Tcosfy, (5.22)

with s being the distance from a fixed reference point on edge (1). Hence,
one obtains

Eslu _sz4:nﬂ1 exP(—Jka)(co'ﬂl cos ¢1 I. _ ﬂinﬂl I,), (5.23)
Ep = jkZ sin B exp(—jks) . sing L., (5.24)
4r )
in which

I, = -/: [( )J. Y(o', ') exp[jk(o cos ¢ + T cos B, )] do'dr’ (5.25)

L, = Je: - Koz = _/: (‘/:m - [::) i G )

-exp|jk(c cosp + T cos By)| do'dr’. (5.26)

or
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The integrals J,, correspond to an edge (1) contribution to the non-
uniform field. The latter is the field radiated by the Michaeli’s fringe equiv-
alent current and equals

B — Bre _ e, (5:27)
with
Flnu sin B, N
Em 4m(cos B — cos B1) [ﬁ,ZI" (gm) — 1 M (qm)]
Rt - foe) (5.28)

8

The edge currents I™ and M™ have been defined by egs. (5.8)-(5.9) and

Figure 5.6: Geometry for the surface current integration.

(5.10)-(5.12). The field of eq. (5.28), when superimposed to the Physical
Optics contribution is equivalent to the GTD corner diffraction recently
developed by Brinkley and Marhefka [2].

On the other hand, the integrals K, ., corresponding to a truncation
effect of the primary non-uniform current, with the use of eqs. (5.2) and

81




(5.3), are written explicitly as

_iH, < £+ (=104
K. = ‘—1;'-:-1-,42:1 /r, cot (-———2—”1——‘) K(¢§) d¢, (5.29)
K, = yyey pg; / [(=1)PY E§, csc B; sin ¢

+H;_cot B3] cos €] cot (sj—(z:n—}l—ﬂ-) K(¢)d¢, (5.30)
where K(£) denotes the simple integral
K(¢) = /: exp(jkr'(cos By — cos 3})]

/: )exp[ﬂw sin’ B (p + cos ¢)] do'dr’, (5.31)

which can be trivially evaluated. It can be easily seen that
o(7') = r'sin o/ sin(B; — a) + B, (5.32)

where a is the angle between edge (2) and edge (1) in the counterclockwise
direction and B is a constant. Hence,

K(¢) = Ka(§) — Ka(£), (5.33)
with

sin(8; — a) exp[jks,, sin? B} cos?(£/2)]
k?sinasin*f] (p + cos§)(v + cos)
cexplik(5* - Fo — 8m + 8% -Fq.), m=1,2, (5.34)

Km(f) =

where 8., = |gnQm|, # has been defined by eq. (5.13), while
sin(8; — a)

sinasin’ 3 wna s (Ot~ coe i)

_ sinasin f, cos ¢, + cos a(cos §; — cos §;) (5.35)
= sin a sin 3] . ‘

v = cosb=pu+
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Incorporating eq. (5.34) into eqgs. (5.29) and (5.30) one obtains

—25i - H: m 'Y
K(m). = sm(kﬂ’lsinfﬂ); (g )W,g)(ﬂu‘ﬁl;ﬂp‘i’x) '

-expljk(a? - g, — 8m)l; (5.36)

Kimye = Ei‘i‘if,;‘?—’[YE;'(qm)W,s.”(al,m;ﬂ;,e;s;)

k? gin® 1
+H:(Qm) cos ﬂ; W'(ua)(ﬂl y 13 ﬂ;a ¢'1 )]
-expljk(d? - 7, — 8m)]- (5.37)

In the above expressions:

w8, 4;8,4') = sn_mlﬁz
3 ) ettt cotte/2)
Zihar, T (wTcosf)w sl
(5.38)
1 3
w8, 4:8,¢) = Smmjene 5_:1(“1)"
p:
sin £ cot (‘ﬂ,:;l‘u) exp[2jkam cos?(£/2)]
.~/l:1+l‘: (1 + cos §)(v + cos ) ’
(5.39)
and
W8, ¢:8,¢') = g;l;}lv;;;
2 cos £ cot (iﬂ;_':lﬂ) exp[2jksm cos?(£/2)]
3 foum (i + co0 €)(0 + <o) '

(5.40)
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The pertinent field quantities related with the truncation effect read
(@Bme _ ] sin(8; — a) i gin 5 (2) LAl
E(m)ﬁ; - Ik sins ﬁ{ E’(qm)sin ﬁ; Wm (ﬂla ¢17ﬂ1 ) ¢1)
+ZH;(qm) [(;os ﬂl cos ¢l Wys“)(ﬁl ’ ¢l; ﬂ; ’ ¢'x)
+sin B, cot B{W (81,6138, })| }
exp—jk(s + am = #* - 7, )]
) ’

- (5.41)
and
(e __ JZH:(QM) sin(ﬂ’ — Q) sin ¢l - Y
E(m)m - 2k ain; ﬂ; Wv(nl)(ﬂlv ¢11ﬂ1’¢1)
Xp[—7k(s + am — 5% - 7g,.)] (5.42)
s ) :

It should be noted that the distance between g, and Q,, -denoted by
3,,- may be zero in case of adjacent edges or large when g, and Q,, o not
coalesce. Thus, the integrals W{!), W) and W) can be evaluated in closed
form when s, = 0 via the Cauchy’s residue theorem and asymptotically
for large values of s,, via the extended Pauli-Clemmow method of steepest
descent. In the former case, one obtains

. Ulx-¢'
Wo(8.4:8.¢) = sina(p + cE)s ¢')?1/)+ cos ¢')
B sin’ ﬂl
n, sin(8' — a)(cos f — cos 3')
csc+y sin (-’-'";l") cscd sin (3"2,‘)
‘ cos-%’ — cos ('ﬂ—'l") - cos;fli — cos (-"";lé) ’

(5.43)

U(r — ¢')sing’
" sina(u + cos ¢')(v + cos @)
sin’ #'sin ':T’

+n, sin(8' — a)(cos 8 — cos 3')

Wr(nz)(gv ¢; ﬂly ¢') =
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[t e

' - ! -
cos ;'"; — cos (-";'l) cos f; — cos (%.—f

(5.44)
U(r — ¢')cos ¢’
( ) . Yy —
Wma (ﬂs¢’ﬂ y ¢ ) - sina(”, + c08¢')(V + COB¢')
sin’ ﬂl
+n1 sin(#’ — a)(cos B — cos (')
cot v sin (!;—ll) cot § sin (!f;{)

. cos;%' — cos ('T‘II) - cos% — cos (!ii) '

(5.45)

whereas, a uniform asymptotic expansion of these integrals, with an error
that does not exceed O(1/x,,), with K = ks, sin? 3, yields

(1) -3 ) = 1“;)(—.1."/4)
Wm (,B,¢1ﬁ’¢) -~ 4n1\/§m:ainasinﬂ'

3 o (T8

pa=l 2n,
[ Flmte) , _ F(smo)
apg(@pg — €)(apg — d) * c(c — ap)(c ~ d)
F(x,,d)
=) (549
w8, ¢:8',¢') ~ 0, (5.47)
w8, 6:8,¢) ~ -W(B,4:8',¢'), (5.48)
in which
c=1-p,d=1~y, (5.49)
and
apq = 1 + cos[2n, Npgr — (—1)%¢'], (5.50)
where N, integers most nearly satisfying the equations
2ny Npgm — (=1)P¢' = (=1)"*'n. (5.51)

One can, with no difficulty [40], obtain higher order terms of the asymptotic
expansion of the integrals (5.38) - (5.40).
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5.4 Secondary non-uniform edge equivalent
currents

The analysis of the radiation of the first order non-uniform currents by
edge (1) merely included the eflect of truncation of these :urrents by the
other edges of the plate. Of equivalent significance is the contribution
from a secondary effect which arises from the non-uniform currents that
are excited by edge (2) due to the field diffracted by edge (1) that grazes
the plate and illuminates a section of edge (2), as illustrated in Fig. 5.7.

SHADOWED REGION

Figure 5.7: The secondary non-uniform current.

A similar approximation has been developed by Sikta [11], who consid-
ered a secondary edge current induced by the field diffracted by edge (1).
However, his development has been based on a modified version of Ryan
and Peters equivalent currents [17], and though it provided reascnable re-
sults for several flat plate geometries, it is questioned conceptually [39].
A natural modification of Sikta’s idea, within the frame of an asymptotic
PTD approach, is the additive correction of the solution developed in Sec-
tion 3.1 by the radiation of secondary non-uniform equivalent sources along
edge (2), which at each point are proportional to the tangential component

86




(to edge (2)) magnetic field diffracted by edge (1) and evaluated via UTD.
Referring to Michaeli [7], the non-uniform current along edge (2) excited
by the UTD diffracted field from edge (1) can be written in the form

. =4 s
17%(23) = 2 i30(8,, 63,85, 05mp) T2 B2 (5.52)

and ‘ . )
Md’m‘(‘h) = %mzu(ﬂz, ¢2;ﬂ;1 0;"2) H_(y, (553)

where i3%(8;,0; B2, $3) and m3¥(5;,0; B2, ¢2) are determined from egs. (5.11)
and (5.12), while the magnetic component H? of the UTD diffracted field
from edge (1) equals

He = —YEiile\J;zfr‘;jﬂ/Q [cot (W_Z—n_:ﬁi) F[ka'sinzﬂ;a+(¢'1)]
! —1ko) -
+ cot ("—;—3’—‘) Flko sin? ﬂ,a'(qb’,)]] ﬂ\/—é—)— B, (5.54)
where [16]

a*(¢)) = 14 cos(2n,Nir + @) (5.55)

and N¥ integers most nearly satisfying
2, Nir £ ¢ = 7. (5.56)

It should be also noted that a factor of 1/2 has been introduced in eqs. (5.52)
and (5.53) due to grazing incidence.

Accordingly, the field associated with the secondary non-uniform equiv-
alent currents defined by egs. (5.52), (5.53) is given by

B x jkZeinp, 2RIk
4rs

[ 182 214 (z2) = s MO (23)] explii® - 7(z,) s
(5.57)

where the integration takes place along the illuminated (by the rays dif-
fracted from edge (1)) section of edge {2). The above expression involves
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Figure 5.8: Non-parallel edges geometry.

integrals of the form

:}:) F[kU(ZQ)dn,ﬂ;a(¢'l)] exp{]k[f' . ,7(;2) - a(z,) + L ﬁ(zz)]}dzz-
z, \/6(22) (5 58)

Although the UTD diffracted field from edge (1) is not a valid approxi-
mation when a corner is approached, because eithe: the edge itself is ap-
proached or, at the tip, the field structure is more involved than a simple
superposition of singly and multiply diffracted rays, the closed form inte-
gration of I is not expected to yield a different result from a numerical
integration along an interval that excludes a small region close to the tip,
due to the regularity of the integrands. Besides, closed form results provide
the necessary insight for the assesment of the solution and the possibility
of plausible heuristic modifications.

If the edges are parallel the integration in eq. (5.58) is trivial. Let us
considzr the interaction between two non-parallel edge as shown in Fig. 5.8
One can integrate along the direction # as shown in Fig. 5.6 by performing
a simple linear transformation of variables. Since o(7) = A7, where

I=

sin o

- sin(8} — a)’
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and using the explicit definition of the F(-} function, as well as the fact

T sin a sin? A}

3 -Fr)—o(r)+ 5% 1:7(7) = m(u -1)

eq. (5.58) becomes

I = %2,‘,& sin’ B1a(¢1)
2
-/ﬁ exp{jkArsin’ Bi[a(¢}) ~ (1 - v)}

+ o0
xp(—jv?) dvdr 5.59

~

where cos8; = 23 - 6.

The surface integral
™ +o00
J= exp(inT / exp(—jv?) dvdr 5.60
/ﬁ P(Jﬂ)\/gp(J) (5.60)
can be written as
J =Jy -y, (5.61)
with
+o00 /¢ .
Im = / exp(—jv?) /., exp(jnt) drdv. (5.62)

The latter can be expressed in closed form in terms of the standard Fresnel
integral as follcws:

- = { e [T exp(¥0?)
3 UL =0/ Jomy/lt-nic
~ exp(jnTm) /u+°° exp(—jv’)dv} , 1-9/¢20. (5.63)

Jm

Application of the above result into eq. (5.59) yields

I = Iz - I), (5.64)
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_ slnﬂl ] 1
In = S2% j\/ka(¢})sin® B, FEAsn? Bl [a(d}) — (1 - v)]

{Jllll(‘—#’u / ko sind B! l1-v| exp(q:Jtz)dt

_ exp{j’“m sinz ﬂ; [a(¢;) - (1 l/)]} \/m exp( _Jtz)dt}
1-v20 (5.65)

One can simplify the above expression in terms of the edge transitior func-
tion, namely

_ —jsin(f] — a) ey
In = k sin a sin B, sin B5(1 — v)\/5m Fi(km;a(4y),1 - v), (5.66)

where x,, = ks,, sin? 8, and

a,F(xay) — azF(Mh).

a; — a3

Fd(N;al,az) =

(5.67)

Substituting the result (5.66) into eq. (5.57) one obtains two terms associ-
ated with the end points of the line radiation integral, namely

Etre = Fane _ B (5.68)
in which

pdnu 1 exp(]1r/4) ’in(ﬂ’ - a) dnﬂz
B = Byl "')211,(211'/:)3/2 sin alsinﬂ{(l -v)

- [Bai72(Bar 23 B3, 05 m) — $ami*(Bs, 63 B3, 0 m5)]
. {cot (” = ¢'1) F(xiat(é)),1 - v)

%
+ cot ( 2”") F(kom;a~(¢)),1 - u)}
exp|—jk(sm — a- Tom)] . (5.69)

Vo
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When the points Q,, and g,, coalesce, as in the case of adjacent edges
one can repeat a similar analysis to identify a corner effect pertinent to
the secondary non-uniform current. However, since the integrals involve
regular functions one can simply take the limit of the field in eq. (5.69) as
s, — 0. It can thus be trivially shown that for s,, =0

Sdnu Jsln(ﬁ; - a)Sin B, 3 snu . .
B = 4+/2n, 7k sin a(l -v) [ﬂﬁh (e 9235, 0ima)

—$amp(Ba, 623 B, 0;ma)]
. {cot (Iz:ni) Fe(a*(8,),1 - v)

+ cot (IEJ:TTA) F(a (¢y),1 — u)}
.up[—jk(ama— i Tan)l (5.70)
where
\E*_\/l o
c( .t - = — .
F¢(a*,1 —v) e i (5.71)

along with the following selection of the branch:

_ Wl-v| ;1-v>0

It should be noted that the apparent singularity in eqs. (5.69) and (5.70)
when v — 1 is canceled by an analogous singularity of the second term
composing the total interaction between any pair of edges.

5.5 Numerical results and discussion

The effect of the truncation effect of the primary non-uniform current, out-
lined in Sec. 5.3, as well as the contribution of the secondary non-uniform
current, presented in Sec. 5.4, has been investigated in monostatic and
bistatic cross section computations of several piate geometriec and they
have been compared against the corner diffraction solution (2] as well as
the Method of Moments. It should be emphasized that the approach is not
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complete in many aspects. For instance, from a PTD point of view particu-
lar components of the currents (e.g., a rigorous tip excited current, an edge
wave current, currents excited by multiply bouncing rays, etc.) have not
been included. Further, the predicted fields due to the inexact depiction
of the currents do not satisfy reciprocity. However, the present solution
appears as a computational efficient means to accurately approximate in
several cases the scattered fields.

The two levels of approximation of the currents and the associated fields
are indicated as “asymptotic solution” and “asymptotic solution +” at the
plots. In Figs. 5.9 and 5.10 the effect of the incorporation of the higher order
current effects is evident away from broadside. It should be noted that for
principal plane observation only a ¢ polarized incident wave is expected to
excite higher order interactions between opposite edges of the square plate,
and, indeed, this is the case where the superposition of secondary effects
improve the pattern. On the contrary, the corner diffraction solution is
adequate in the # polarized case. The minor discrepancy when grazing
incidence is approached may be attributed to a slope effect which has not
been incorporated at the time.

The effect of the primary non-uniform wedge current is also clear in
bistatic pattern calculations for the same 5) square plate. The secondary
current appears of minor importance in this example, except in the case of
the g¢y cross-section. When the plate becomes smaller and the incident
field is closer to the plane of the plate, the contribution from doubly dif-
fracted rays predicted via the presented asymptotic analysis becomes more
significant as shown in Figs. 5.15-5.18 where the bistatic cross section of a
2) square plate is studied.

Sikta’s triangle is another example where the method is outlined. Al-
though the solution has a remarkable effect in the sidelobes close to broad-
side and when nose-on incidence is approached, it fails to predict the ap-
preciable field at the vicinity of the ¢ = 150° angle for the ¢ polarization.
This discrepancy may arise either because of an inaccurate prediction of
the corner diffracted field from the back tip, or due to a strong tip-to-
edge diffracted ray (which is not included due to the two-dimensional and
non-reciprocal nature of our approximation), or, finally, by travelling waves
along the edges of the triangle.

Future work on the same level should focus on a more rigorous develop-
ment of the secondarvy non-wniform current using concepts of the Spectral
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Theory of Diffraction. This should enable the study of slope effects and
should lead into a more symmetric solution. The truncation of the sec-
ondary non-uniform by adjacent corner is also under investigation. Further,
careful study of the individual ray mechanisms constituting the total solu-
tion may enable heuristic modifications, based on empirical arguments, and
corrections in certain regions of deficiency. A more involved study should
concentrate in direct or indirect approaches towards the investigation of
the corner phenomenon.
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Figure 5.10: Principal plane RCS oyy of 8 5) square plate.
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Figure 5.11: Bistatic crors section ogg of & 51 square plate for 8’ = 45° and
¢’ = 0° at ¢ = 60°.
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Figure 5.12: Bistatic cross section ogy of 8 5A square plate for ¢ = 45° and
¢' = 0° at ¢ = 60°. o5




Figure 5.13: Bistatic cross section g4y of 8 5) squnre plate for ¢ = 45° and
¢’ = 0° at ¢ = 60°.
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Figure 5.14: Bistatic cross section ogy of & 5] square plate for & = 45° and
¢’ = 0° at ¢ = 60°. 96
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Figure 5.15: Bistatic cross section ogs of a 2) square plate for §' = 60° and
@' = 45° at ¢ = 60°.
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Figure 5.16: Bistatic cross section o4 of a 2) square plate for ' = 60° and
¢’ = 45° at ¢ = 60°. o7




Figure 5.17: Bistatic cross section o4y of a 2 square plate for # = 60° and
& = 45° at ¢ = 60°.
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Figure 5.18: Bistatic cross section o4¢ of & 2) square plate for & = 60° and
¢' = 45° at ¢ = 60°. o8
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Figure 5.19: RCS o4¢ of Sikta’s triangle with a = 3) and a = 30° at

6 = 90°.
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Figure 5.20: RCS o4y of Sikta’s triangle with a = 3\ and o = 30° at
6 = 90°.
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Chapter 6

Summary

This report summarizes the major theoretical studies pertaining to the
scattering from flat plate structures. A new far zone corner diffraction co-
efficient has been developed and tested against existing solutions, method
of moments, and measurements. It has been shown to be very useful and
accurate for backscatter and especially for bistatic scattering where many
of the previous methods give less accurate results. A new method for de-
termining an edge wave - vertex diffraction coefficient for dipole excitation
near an edge has also been developed. It is tested against method of mo-
ments and measurements with excellent results. This is an intermediate
step for determining a far zone edge wave solution. This edge wave solu-
tion for plane wave incidence has been approximately developed by relating
the first corner as if it is a source of the edge waves and the use of reci-
procity. It is tested against method of moments and high resolution time
domain measurements for a plate. The higher order diffractions across the
face of the plates has also been developed. It includes corner to edge, edge
to corner, and corner to corner type diffraction mechanisms. It is based on
the truncation of the edge generated currents at opposite edges making up
a plate structure.

The theories in this study have been developed in such a way as to be
useful for efficient algorithms to t used in user oriented computer codes.
They have been included in a simple user oriented code called the Radar
Cross Section - Basic Scattering Code (RCS-BSC Version 2). It allows the
use of multiple edged flat plate structures that can be put together to make
polyhedral shapes. It also allows composite elliptic cone frustum shapes
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and ellipsoids to model curved surfaces. Monostatic or bistatic results for
the complete scattering matrix are obtained. The input of the shapes is
based on a simple command word system.
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Appendix A

Asymptotic Evaluation of an
Integral for Edge Waves

We outline the uniform asymptotic approximation of the integral
L,(k) = [~ #1G(t)exp{jkg(t)}dt, (4.1)
o

for R(p) > 0, in terms of the large parameter k. (To assure convergence of
intermediate integrals, let the parameter k have a small negative imaginary
part.) In eq. (A.1), G(2) is = slowly varying regular function of . For
our purposes, and without loss of generality, it is assumed that g'(0) =
sign(t,)|¢’(0)|, with ¢'(t,) = 0, and g"(t) < 0, for every t. For ¢, > 0 the
major contribution to the integral arises from the vicinity of the stationary
phase point (¢ = t,) and the end point, which coincides with the branch
point singularity of the integrand.

In the particular case p = 1/2, one introduces the transformation £ = /1
and with H(¢) = G(£?), h(€) = g(¢?) rewrites eq. (A.1) as

Lip(k) =2 [ H(g)exp{ikh(¢)), (4.2)

where, now, h(£) exhibits three collinear, equidistant saddle points at {, =
0, &2 = ++/%,. This case is treated in detail in [41]. Specifically, intro-
ducing the transformation

h(€) = ao — (a + #*)', (4.3)
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L3

with
Gg = h(El,)) = g(to)a

a = —sign(t,)|\/h(£1,2) — h(0)| = —sign(t,)|y/ g(t.) — 9(0);

and from the definition of the parabolic cylinder function

_ exp(—2*/4)
D-+2) = "1

and the formula [42]

/ooo t*7! exp(—zt — t*/2)dt, R(p) >0, (A.4)

D_p(z) = exp(jpm) D_p(—2) + ‘/(_; exp {j(p — 1)7/2} Dp_y(52), (A.5)

Lapa(k) = YEERCIT8) oy fik(ag — a2}l

(2k)1/(
ke D alexp (i7/4) ol vV 2K]
el /2 exp (~j/4) D_ypalexp (=jm/4)|alV2R]; t. >0
oD plexp (j7/4) oV 2R, t, <0
(A.6)

It should be noted [41] that, when a is small,

@€, 2|a| 2a] 2 V¢
da'”""\Jlg'(on \Jlt.y"(t-)l~ [lg"(on] - 4D

In the more general case of arbitrary p, a rather heuristic approach has
been implemented. For instance, the derivation of the end point contribu-
tion is obtained by introducing the expansion

o(t) = 5(0) + g (0)¢ + L3002 (48)

The resulting canonical integral can be expressed in terms of the parabolic
cylinder function of order —p. Thus,

I° (k) = G(0) T'(p) (2k)~"/* exp (—jpn/4) exp {jk[g(0) + a*/2]}

g™ { exp (ipm) D_slexp (jr/4)[alVIR}; £, >0 o
2| D_,lexp (j/4)la|V2E); t.<0 '
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