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PARABOLIC DEPLOYABLE ANTENNA

CROSS REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

The present application claims priority to U.S. Provisional
Patent Application No. 62/168,118, filed on May 29, 2015,
the disclosure of which is incorporated herein by reference
in its entirety.

STATEMENT OF INTEREST

The invention described herein was made in the perfor-
mance of work under a NASA contract NNN12AAO1C, and
is subject to the provisions of Public Law 96-517 (35 USC
202) in which the Contractor has elected to retain title.

TECHNICAL FIELD

The present disclosure relates to antennas. More particu-
larly, it relates to a parabolic deployable antenna.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF DRAWINGS

The accompanying drawings, which are incorporated into
and constitute a part of this specification, illustrate one or
more embodiments of the present disclosure and, together
with the description of example embodiments, serve to
explain the principles and implementations of the disclosure.

FIG. 1 illustrates data rates for different communication
bands.

FIG. 2 illustrates a prior art deployable antenna.

FIG. 3 illustrates embodiments of a deployable antenna
according to the present disclosure.

FIG. 4 illustrates how to modify the antenna operation for
different bands.

FIG. 5 illustrates an optimized Cassegrain reflector
antenna design.

FIGS. 6-7 illustrate a multiflare horn antenna feed design.

FIG. 8 illustrates a radiation pattern of the optimized
multiflare horn feed.

FIG. 9 illustrates data for rectangular-to-circular wave-
guide transition.

FIG. 10 illustrates a reflection coefficient of the feed-horn
alone (including the telescoping waveguide and transition),
with the struts and subreflector.

FIG. 11 illustrates a radiation pattern of the ideal parabolic
reflector at 35.75 GHz and at ¢=45°.

FIG. 12 illustrates the de-focusing effect using 30 ribs.

FIG. 13 illustrates a horn with three struts.

FIG. 14 illustrates antenna prototypes.

FIGS. 15-16 illustrate the measured and calculated radia-
tion pattern of a gore-shaped solid non-deployable reflector
antenna model.

FIGS. 17-18 illustrate the measured and calculated radia-
tion pattern of a deployable mesh reflector antenna model.

FIG. 19 illustrates an exemplary deployment of an
antenna.

FIG. 20 illustrates several components of a packed
antenna.

FIG. 21 illustrates an exemplary deployment of an
antenna.

FIG. 22 illustrates exemplary hinges to deploy ribs.

FIG. 23 illustrates an exemplary mesh attachment pro-
cess.

FIG. 24 illustrates an embodiment with screws.
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2

FIG. 25 illustrates an embodiment of the antenna with the
four screw deployment.

SUMMARY

In a first aspect of the disclosure, a deployable antenna is
described, the deployable antenna comprising: a cylindrical
container; a deployment mechanism attached to the cylin-
drical container; a hub within the cylindrical container,
configured to deploy along a longitudinal axis of the cylin-
drical container upon activation of the deployment mecha-
nism; a plurality of root ribs attached to the hub and
configured to rotate away from the longitudinal axis upon
deployment; a plurality of tip ribs, each tip rib attached to a
corresponding root rib by a rotating hinge, the plurality of tip
ribs configured to rotate away from the longitudinal axis
upon deployment; a mesh attached to the plurality of root
and tip ribs; a horn attached to the hub, the horn extending
along the longitudinal axis and located centrally to the mesh;
and a sub-reflector attached to the horn and configured to
extend away from the horn along the longitudinal axis upon
deployment, wherein the mesh, horn, root ribs, tip ribs and
sub-reflector are configured to operate between 2 and 50
GHz.

In a second aspect of the disclosure, a method is
described, the method comprising: providing a deployable
antenna, the deployable antenna comprising: a cylindrical
container; a deployment mechanism attached to the cylin-
drical container; a hub within the cylindrical container,
configured to deploy along a longitudinal axis of the cylin-
drical container upon activation of the deployment mecha-
nism; a plurality of root ribs attached to the hub and
configured to rotate away from the longitudinal axis upon
deployment; a plurality of tip ribs, each tip rib attached to a
corresponding root rib by a rotating hinge, the plurality of tip
ribs configured to rotate away from the longitudinal axis
upon deployment; a mesh attached to the plurality of root
and tip ribs; a horn attached to the hub, the horn extending
along the longitudinal axis and located centrally to the mesh;
and a sub-reflector attached to the horn and configured to
extend away from the horn along the longitudinal axis upon
deployment, wherein the mesh, horn, root ribs, tip ribs and
sub-reflector are configured to operate between 2 and 50
GHz; activating the deployment mechanism, thereby
deploying the hub along a longitudinal axis of the cylindrical
container; rotating the root and tip ribs away from the
longitudinal axis; and extending the horn and sub-reflector
along the longitudinal axis.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

The present disclosure describes antennas that can stow in
a limited space and reliably deploy for high gain operation
in different bands. The antennas can be employed in different
applications such as RADAR and telecommunication, and
can be equipped to different vehicles such as small satellites
and aerial vehicles. An example of a small satellite format is
CubeSat. A CubeS at (U-class spacecraft) is a miniaturized
satellite for space research that comprises one or more cubic
units. For example, each cubic unit can be 10x10x11.35
cubic cm. CubeSats have a mass of no more than 1.33
kilograms per unit, and often use commercial off-the-shelf
components for the internal electronics and structure. Their
standardized dimensions allow efficient stacking and
launching into space.

Cubesats provide the ability to conduct relatively inex-
pensive space missions. Over the past several years, tech-
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nology and launch opportunities for Cubesats have greatly
increased, enabling a wide variety of missions. However, as
instruments become more complex and Cubesats travel
deeper into space, data communication rates can become an
issue. For example, FIG. 1 illustrates data rates for different
ranges and for different communication bands. A Ka-band
high gain antenna (105) could provide a 100x increase of
data communications rates over the state-of the-art, allowing
for high rate data from deep space or the use of data
intensive instruments from low Earth objects (LEOs). As the
person of ordinary skill in the art will understand, data rate
is positively correlated with gain, which is in turn positively
correlated with antenna diameter. The antenna diameter is
critical for communication in different applications. For
example, earth science application benefit from increased
antenna diameter to achieve swatch width (the foot print of
the antenna on the ground).

The present disclosure describes a Ka-band high gain
antenna that is also a parabolic deployable antenna (PDA).
While a handful of PDA concepts for CubeSats have been
developed, they all operate at a lower S-band data rate.
Perhaps the most robust of the current concepts, and the only
one to have flown so far, is the University of Southern
California’s Information Science Institute’s (USC/ISI)
ANEAS PDA. The design for this concept uses a folding rib
architecture where ribs deploy like an umbrella (see FIG. 2).
A mesh between each rib (205) provides a reflective surface.
A similar deployment architecture is employed for the
Ka-band parabolic deployable antenna (KaPDA) described
in the present disclosure. Although several example embodi-
ments below will be discussed for a Ka-band, the person of
ordinary skill in the art will understand that the antenna
disclosed in the present application is not limited to the
Ka-band, but could work at other bands as well. For
example, the antennas could work at the S, W and X-bands,
or at other frequencies. The antenna operation can be
modified by changing the feed, as the feed determines the
operational bandwidth. With the appropriate feed, the
antenna can operate simultaneous at different bands, for
example X and Ka-bands.

Past concepts for CubeSat PDA have included a spiral
stowed rib design, see Ref. [7], a goer-wrap composite
reflector, see Ref. [20], a reflector transformed from the
CubeSat body, see Ref. [21], and a folding rib concept which
was used in USC/ISI’s APDA, see Ref. [5]. Many of these
designs have issues with compacting to the required size, see
Ref. [20], and surface rigidity, see Ref. [7], and all are only
designed to operate at the S-band. Designing an antenna to
operate at the Ka-band requires different RF equipment,
much tighter tolerances and greater structural stiffness than
the S-band antennas, and it is challenging to stow it in only
1.5 U. In order to accomplish the Ka-band requirements,
innovations include the Cassegrainian dual reflector design
with a horn, waveguide and telescoping sub-reflector, deeper
ribs with precision hinges, and an inflating bladder and
cables used to drive deployment.

As known to the person of ordinary skill in the art, the Ka
band covers the frequencies of 26.5-40 GHz, that is wave-
lengths from over one centimeter down to 7.5 millimeters.
The Ka band is part of the K band of the microwave band
of the electromagnetic spectrum.

For the KaPDA design, a folding rib architecture is used,
similarly to that of FIG. 2, however the antenna was entirely
redesigned (FIG. 3). A dual reflector Cassegrainian design
was selected as it best balances RF gain and stowed size. The
antenna, in some embodiments, is 0.5 meters in diameter and
stows into 1.5 U (10x10x16.2 cm®). In other embodiments,
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different dimensions may be used. For example, the antenna
could stow in a 20x20x30 cubic cm for a 1 meter antenna.
To hold the surface accuracy required by the Ka-band, the
antenna was designed with deep ribs and precision hinges.

In some embodiments, the ribs of the antenna can be
deployed by cables which are actuated by a slowly inflating
bladder, and are then latched into place. Using a bladder
reduces the whiplash which occurs in many other antenna
designs where strain energy or springs are used for deploy-
ment. The sub reflector can be supported by a composite
structure which telescopes along the horn during a spring
powered deployment. The basic structural and RF geometry
are shown in FIG. 3. RF simulations show that, in some
embodiments, after losses, the antenna will have about 42
dB gain, at 50% efficiency.

KaPDA creates opportunities for a host of new Cubesat
missions by allowing high data rate communication which
enables using high fidelity instruments or venturing further
into deep space, including interplanetary missions. Addi-
tionally, KaPDA provides a solution for other small antenna
needs and the opportunity to obtain earth science data with
CubeSats. For example a variant of KaPDA could be used to
measure precipitation.

CubeSats are positioned to play a key role in Earth
Science, wherein multiple copies of the same RADAR
instrument are launched in desirable formations, allowing
for the measurement of atmospheric processes over a short,
evolutionary timescale. To achieve this goal, such CubeSats
require a high gain antenna that fits in a highly constrained
volume. As noted above, the present disclosure describes a
mesh deployable Ka-band antenna design that folds ina 1.5
U (10x10x15 cm®) stowage volume suitable, for example,
for 6 U (10x22x36 cm?) class CubeSats. Considering all
aspects of the deployable mesh reflector antenna including
the feed, detailed simulations and measurements show that
42.6 dBi gain and 52% aperture efficiency is achievable at
35.75 GHz. The mechanical deployment mechanism and
associated challenges are also described, as they are impor-
tant components of a deployable antenna. Both solid and
mesh prototype antennas have been developed and measure-
ment results show excellent agreement with simulations.

With the recent advances in miniaturized RADAR and
CubeSat technologies, launching multiple copies of a
RADAR instrument is now possible. The antennas described
in the present disclosure can be used for space instruments
(e.g. RADAR) and as part of telecommunication subsystem
allowing high-data rate or long distance communication (i.e.
Deep Space communications). Although several embodi-
ments are discussed herein with reference to CubeS at, the
person of ordinary skill in the art will understand that the
antennas may be employed in any application where the
stowable volume is important, such as other small satellite
applications and unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs). A sig-
nificant remaining challenge is an antenna design that pro-
vides high gain (>42 dBi) and fits in a highly constrained
volume (<1.5 U). The required antenna gain and limited
stowage volume dictates utilization of a deployable antenna.
Different deployable antenna technologies are currently
under investigation for CubeSats, for example inflatable
antennas, see Ref. [3], folded panel reflectarray antennas,
see Ref. [4], and deployable mesh reflector antennas, see
Refs. [5-7]. However, some of these deployable technolo-
gies have disadvantages. For example, inflatable antennas
can have malfunction problems due to their gas systems, see
Ref. [8]. Reflectarray/transmitarray antennas are light-
weight, rather inexpensive and can be typically folded in
panels to yield stowage efficiency. However, reflectarrays
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exhibit narrow bandwidth (<10% depending on element
design and F/D as in Ref. [9]) and the maximum gain of
current configurations is limited by the number of panels
that can be practically folded into a CubeS at.

Reflector antennas are the most commonly used solutions
for high gain spacecraft antennas, as they provide high
efficiency, and can support any polarization. The reflector’s
large bandwidth allows for multiple frequency operation
using a multi-band feed system. General reflector antenna
design guidelines are known to the person of ordinary skill
in the art, see Refs. [12-13]. However, all deployable reflec-
tors flown to date have been developed for large spacecraft
that afford greater space within the launch shroud, which
allows for spacecraft packaging to be adapted to accommo-
date antenna stowage, see Refs. [12-19]. Consequently,
existing antenna designs do not address the requirement to
fit within the rigid CubeSat packaging constraints. Further-
more, existing mesh reflector designs cannot be directly
scaled to CubeS at dimensions because knitted mesh density
and thickness are fixed by RF requirements and other
deployment mechanism devices such as springs, hinges and
motors are not directly scalable. The present disclosure
describes how to effectively address the unique RF,
mechanical and packaging requirements for a CubeS at
antenna.

There are a number of existing mechanical concepts to
stow a deployable parabolic antenna in a CubeSat, but all
were designed for S-band operation. Furthermore, some
antenna designs operating a the S-band are not scalable to
the Ka-band, due to surface accuracy limitations and the
prime focus feed configuration (which leads to excessive
blockage loss and feed loss). For example, a wrap-rib style
antenna with mesh attached to ribs wrapped around a center
hub, see Ref. [24], has also been fabricated. However, using
thin, flexible ribs (required to enable the design to wrap
around the small CubeS at hub) would not provide adequate
rigidity to tension the mesh, as the ribs would be too flexible
to hold the mesh in place when deployed.

Other issues with current technologies are described in the
following. Solid deploying reflectors have great surface
accuracy, but do not stow well in small spaces and can be
heavy (e.g. Hughes spring-back antenna). Shape memory
reflectors may work at lower frequencies, but much devel-
opment is still required as at Ka-band the surface is not
accurate enough. Inflatable reflectors stow well and are
lightweight but have issues with maintaining inflation and
shape. This is especially problematic on interplanetary
CubeSat missions which will likely last much longer than
LEO CubeSat missions. Reflectarray antennas provide a
relatively high gain and stow well in large flat spaces (i.e.
areas for solar panels on a CubeSat), but have very limited
operational frequency range, thus requiring two separate
antennas, one to transmit and the other to receive. Therefore,
the most attractive design for a Ka-band parabolic deploy-
able antenna is a mesh antenna, which balances surface
accuracy, longevity, and mass.

As mentioned above in the present disclosure, antennas
operating at the Ka-band are disclosed. However, the anten-
nas can be modified to operate at other bands by changing
the feed system. For example, FIG. 5 illustrates how an
antenna (505) operating at the Ka-band with a first feed
(510) can be modified to operate at a different band by
connecting the antenna (515) to a second feed (520) oper-
ating in a second band.

The present disclosure describes the first deployable mesh
reflector antenna concept for CubeSats operating at the
Ka-band where volume and weight constraints are driving
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the electromagnetic and mechanical choices. The present
disclosure pave the way for future utilization of CubeSat
antennas that will revolutionize future space and Earth
observations, as well as space explorations.

In some embodiments, the reflector antenna is optimized
at 35.75 GHz over the desired narrow bandwidth of 20 MHz.
To minimize the complexity of the mechanical deployment,
an axially symmetrical reflector antenna was selected.
Cassegrain reflectors, Gregorian reflectors, and splash plate
configurations were identified as possible candidates for
CubeSat deployable antennas. Two main constraints are set
by the mechanical deployment. First, the F/D ratio (where F
is the focal length and D the reflector diameter) is deter-
mined by the need to minimize the rib curvature so that the
ribs fit within the volume between the subreflector/horn
deployment mechanism and the walls of the CubeSat. A
minimum F/D ratio of 0.5 is determined for a 0.5 m reflector.
Further, the height of the subreflector is directly influenced
by the height of the stowed volume and the number of
deployment mechanisms required to deploy the subreflector.
To constrain the design to only one feed deployment mecha-
nism, in some embodiments the subreflector has to be at a
maximum distance of 22 cm above the vertex.

A Cassegrainian design was selected, in some embodi-
ments, to accommodate the mechanical deployment mecha-
nism constraints. For a 0.5 m reflector with a focal length of
0.25 m, a Gregorian and splash plate reflector cannot be used
since the subreflector is forward of the focal point. In
contrast, Cassegrain reflector optics place the subreflector
aft of the focal point, which places the subreflector within
the required 22 cm space above the vertex.

The Ka-band deployable mesh reflector antenna consists
of four main elements: the feed, three struts, a hyperbolic
subreflector, and a 0.5 m deployable parabolic mesh reflec-
tor, see FIG. 3. The focal length can be set at the minimum
required 0.5 F/D ratio, or 0.25 m, in order to minimize the
subreflector diameter and achieve the smallest blockage and
lowest sidelobe performance. The maximum possible direc-
tivity D, (mD/A)? of the 0.5 m antenna is 45.45 dBi at
35.75 GHz. In other embodiments, the reflector may have a
different diameter, for example 1 m instead of 0.5 m.

The antenna can be first optimized with an ideal parabolic
reflector surface with no ribs or surface distortion. This
process allows assessing and minimizing the following
losses: taper, spillover, and subreflector blockage. The sub-
reflector position and dimensions (FIG. 5) were optimized to
maximize the gain and minimize the sidelobe levels using
TICRA CHAMP, a Mode Matching and Body-of-Revolution
Method of Moment (BoR MoM) based analysis. The simu-
lation includes a model of the multiflare horn feed shown in
FIG. 6. In FIG. 6 the dimensions are in mm.

The multiflare horn provides good beam circularity, stable
feed taper, and low cross-polarization, see Ref. [28]. In order
to minimize the taper and spillover losses, the feed can be
optimized to provide a minimum feed taper of -10 dB at
15.5° (FIG. 8). FIG. 8 illustrates a radiation pattern of the
optimized multiflare horn feed providing a —10 dB taper at
0=15.5° at 35.75 GHz. The radiation pattern is provided for
p=45°.

The horn is fed by a telescoping waveguide. When
stowed, the telescoping waveguide fits inside the horn.
During deployment, the horn slides upward while the tele-
scoping waveguide does not move. A rectangular-to-circular
waveguide transition, connected to the telescoping wave-
guide, is optimized to excite the feed with linear polariza-
tion. In FIG. 7, a picture of the horn (810), telescoping
waveguide (815), and transition (805) is shown in FIG. 7.
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The rectangular-to-circular transition (805) consists of a
stepped matching section that was designed by numerical
optimization using CST MWS. Its overall length is 3.65 mm.
The calculated and measured reflection coefficients are in
good agreement as shown in FIG. 9 and achieves better than
30 dB over the 20 MHz radar band. FIG. 9 illustrates data
for a rectangular-to-circular waveguide transition. The total
length is 3.65 mm, which is important for packaging con-
straints. The measured isolation is below -30 dB.

The horn performance was measured when connected to
its telescoping waveguide and transition as shown in FIG. 7.
The measured and simulated reflection coefficients of the
horn assembly are in excellent agreement as shown in FIG.
10. FIG. 10 illustrates a reflection coefficient of the feed-
horn alone (including the telescoping waveguide and tran-
sition), with the struts and subreflector.

With regard to an ideal reflector, an overall efficiency
MN=n7"Ns can ideally reach up to 81% (i.e. 0.9 dB, where 1,
and Mg are the taper efficiency and spillover efficiency,
respectively), see Ref. [28]. The subreflector dimensions are
the following: diameter d,,, of 60 mm, vertex distance of 80
mm, and foci distance of 130.2 mm. Its diameter roughly
represents 0.12 times the reflector diameter.

The spillover, taper, and blockage loss calculated at 35.75
GHz are summarized in Table 1. The taper and spillover
losses are about 1.15 dB. The subreflector blockage equals
to 0.33 dB, which is in agreement with the 0.30 dB analyti-
cally calculated in Ref. [28]. Subtracting these losses from
the 45.45 dBi area gain gives an optimized directivity of
43.97 dBi for the ideal Cassegrain reflector. The directivity
calculated using CHAMP (BoR MoM) and GRASP (Physi-
cal Optics, PO) is 43.91 dBi and 43.97 dB4i, respectively. The
radiation patterns obtained using CHAMP and GRASP are
in excellent agreement (FIG. 11). The difference between
these two simulation results is due to the multiple reflections
between the subreflector and the horn feed that are only
included in CHAMP.

Table 1 details data for the gain at 35.75 Ghz after
compensation (30 ribs).

TABLE I

Gain (dBi) Loss (dB) Peak SLL (dB)
Ideal directivity 45.45 — —
Spillover + Taper 44.3 1.15 23.1
Blockage 43.97 0.33 22.1
Surface ribs (30) 43.90 0.07 20.7
Struts 43.60 0.3 17.7
Surface mesh* (40 OPI) 43.35 0.25 17.4
Surface accuracy™* 42.88 047 16.8
(+0.22 mm)
Feed loss/telescoping 42.76 0.12 —
waveguide/transition
Feed mismatch 42.62 0.14 —
(RL =15 dB)
Overall performance 42.62 2.83 16.8

In Table I, *refers to values based on calculated results using GRASP model of a 40 OPI
mesh, while **is calculated using Ruze’s equation, see Refs. [26-27]. The surface accuracy
was adjusted with the measured number of + 0.22 mm.

The antenna gain and loss contributions are assessed
thoroughly and are summarized in Table I for the deployable
antenna. The losses include taper, spillover, blockage from
the subreflector, ribs, struts blockage and diffraction, surface
mesh, surface accuracy, feed loss, and feed mismatch.

In practice, the deployable antenna is an unfurlable mesh
reflector with 30 ribs (i.e. umbrella shaped). The number of
ribs is a tradeoff between good RF performance, limited
available stowage volume, and mitigation of the risk of
deployment failure. When the supporting ribs of the quasi-
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parabolic reflector are parabolic in shape and the surface
between any two adjacent ribs is the surface of a parabolic
cylinder, the deviation of the surface from the true parabolic
cylinder has the effect of spreading the focal point of the
parabolic reflector into a focal region, see Ref. [29]. There-
fore, the focal distance of the unfurlable reflector F,,,, needs
to be re-optimized for the 30 rib configuration. After re-
optimization of the subreflector position, the loss caused by
the 30 section rib-and-gore surfaces is only 0.07 dB. It is
worthwhile to emphasize that without re-optimization, the
loss is equal to 0.5 dB at 35.75 GHz (see FIG. 12). In FIG.
12, the subreflector is re-focused to compensate the ribs
effect. Line (1305) refers to values before correction, while
line (1310) refers to wvalues after correction.
Gain,, g, q,50i~43.9 dBi, Gaing, 4.,../~43.4 dBi.

The equivalent gore surface RMS error calculated using
Ruze’s equation is about 0.23 mm, see Ref. [26]. The
radiation pattern before and after re-optimizing the subre-
flector position is shown in FIG. 12, which illustrates a clear
improvement.

The reflection coefficient of the horn is shown in FIG. 10
with the subreflector (after re-optimization of the subreflec-
tor position). Simulated and measured results are in good
agreement. Although the effect of the struts is negligible, the
effect of the multiple reflections between the horn and the
subreflector is rather significant. The ripples observed in the
presence of the struts and subreflector is mainly due to the
subreflector. Depending on the application, the reflection
coeflicient might need to be improved and a different meth-
odology could be employed (e.g. reshaping of the subre-
flector as in Ref. [30]). To maintain a good alignment of the
subreflector, three stainless steel struts can be employed as
support, as illustrated for example in FIG. 13. In other
embodiments, a different number of struts may be used. The
presence of the struts affects the peak gain, the cross-
polarization and the sidelobe levels. In some embodiments,
the three rectangular cross-section struts are 1.0 mm thick
and 4.0 mm deep. The struts result in an overall increase in
sidelobe level (~3 dB), reduce the peak gain (~0.3 dB at
35.75 GHz) as can also be seen from Table I, and must be
under 1.0 mm wide to avoid further losses.

The deployable antenna described in the present disclo-
sure uses, in some embodiments, a 40 openings-per-inch
(OPI) mesh knitted from 0.0008" diameter gold plated
Tungsten wire. The 40 OPI mesh provides excellent elec-
trical performance but it can be stiffer and more difficult to
tension accurately with the deployment mechanism than a
less dense mesh (e.g. 30 OPI). The losses have been numeri-
cally assessed using GRASP and they equal 0.25 dB. In
other embodiments, a different OPI mesh may be used, for
example with 20, 30 or 50 OPL.

For a surface RMS of 0.2 mm, Ruze’s equation predicts
a 039 dB loss, see Ref. [26]. In order to maintain the
required 0.2 mm RMS surface accuracy, an inflation driven
deployment is employed as it applies more force than
springs, which enables tight stretching of the mesh, pulling
out wrinkles or other deformations from the stowing pro-
cess. Additionally, the deployed rib positions are held in
place by keeping all hinges pre-loaded against precision
stops, ensuring the rib deploys consistently to the same
position. Manufacturing errors during the machining process
are eliminated by assembling the ribs on precision bonding
fixtures, which greatly reduces inaccuracy caused by any
component tolerance deviations.

Two different prototypes are illustrated in FIG. 14: a solid
non-deploying RF prototype, which was used to validate the
RF design (1505), and a mechanically deploying mesh
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prototype (1510). The solid reflector, representing the gore-
mesh reflector surface, and the deployable mesh reflector
were tested in a planar near-field antenna measurement
facility at NASA’s Jet Propulsion Laboratory. A gain com-
parison between the mesh deployable antenna and the non-
deploying RF prototype can allow to precisely assess the
losses due to the mesh opening and surface accuracy.

The radiation pattern was measured in elevation and
azimuth planes at 35.75 GHz. The directivity, gain, loss, and
peak SLL are shown in Table II for the solid and mesh
antenna prototype. In Table II, the loss is calculated as the
difference between the directivity and the gain. The calcu-
lated and measured radiation patterns in E- and H-plane are
shown in FIGS. 16-17 for the solid non-deploying reflector
and they are all in good agreement. The beamwidth equals
to 1.17° and 1.14° in E- and H-plane, respectively. The
results for the deployable mesh reflector antenna are shown
in FIGS. 18-19. FIGS. 16 and 18 refers to ¢=0°, while FIGS.
17 and 19 to ¢=90°. The measured and calculated results are
in good agreement with predictions. The mesh does not have
any significant impact on the cross-polarization level as it
remains roughly identical. After a successful deployment,
the mesh was attached and measured to find an initial surface
accuracy. The ribs were found to match the desired parabolic
shape to within an error of 0.22 mm RMS resulting in 0.47
dB loss according to Ruze’s equation, see Ref. [26]. Hence,
the numerical analysis has predicted a loss of 0.7 dB for the
surface RMS and the mesh opening. The loss resulting from
the surface accuracy and mesh opening was assessed by
comparing the solid reflector loss and the mesh reflector gain
and equals to 0.76 dB.

The predicted and measured gain obtained for the mesh
antenna equal 42.59 dBi and 42.48 dBi, respectively. The
agreement is excellent and is within the measurement accu-
racy of the near-field range. The mesh loss 9, can be
retrieved by comparing the gain results of the solid reflector
G,z and the gain of mesh reflector G,,,, as the surface
accuracy loss 9d,.. was measured (3,,.5=C,10~Cmesn—
0,..~43.24-42.48-0.47=0.29 dB). This is in very good

ace

agreement with the calculated mesh loss using GRASP.
TABLE 1I
Directivity Gain Loss Peak
(dBi) (dBi) (dB) SLL (dB)
Calc. Meas. Calc. Meas. Calc. Meas. Calc. Meas.
Solid 43.6 43.55 433 43.24 03 0.31 -1745 -17.75
Mesh — 4328 42.61 4248 — 0.8 -16.8 -18.33

Stowing a 0.5 meter diameter high gain antenna in 1.5 U
is challenging and requires many interactions between RF
and mechanical design. Mechanical configurations, which
are rather easy to implement, do not provide the required RF
performance. On the other hand, optimal RF configurations
did not stow well into 1.5 U. The main conflicting challenges
occurred in selecting focal length and the number of ribs.

The height of the subreflector is directly influenced by the
height of the stowed volume and the number of deployment
steps required to deploy the subreflector. For instance, if the
subreflector is less than 11 cm above the vertex of the
parabola, no deployments are required (4 cm of height is
taken up by the base and curvature of the subreflector). If the
subreflector is less than 22 cm above the vertex, one
deployment step is required. If the subreflector is less than
33 cm above the vertex, two deployment steps are required.
In order to reduce complexity, it was desirable to have a
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maximum of one deployment for the subreflector, which
thereby limited its height above the vertex to 22 cm. In
addition, the stowage-imposed constraint on rib curvature
results in a minimum focal length requirement of 25 cm.

Another key limitation is the number of ribs which can be
stowed in the volume. The greater the number of ribs, the
more accurate a surface will be. For example, the extreme
case of only three ribs creates a parabolic three sided
pyramid, which is highly inaccurate, whereas an infinite
number of ribs will create a perfectly parabolic surface. The
key challenge is balancing RF performance, which improves
as the number of ribs increase, and mechanical deployment
simplicity and practicality, which improves as the number of
ribs decreases. Using 30 ribs maximizes RF performance
while still maintaining space between each rib so the
antenna does not jam on deployment. In addition, using 30
ribs, a surface RMS of 0.2 mm is achievable which leads to
a maximum loss of 0.39 dB. To further improve perfor-
mance, the best method for attaching the ribs to the mesh
was determined to be stitching, as the small stitches do not
cause any surface disruptions on the mesh. Roughly 2,000
stitches in the single antenna ensure the mesh will match the
curvature of the ribs nearly perfectly. In some embodiments,
a different number of ribs or a different method of attaching
the ribs may be used.

Another key challenge is to maintain good surface accu-
racy while adequately tensioning the mesh. 40 OPI mesh is
much denser and requires greater force to tension on deploy-
ment than the lighter mesh often used on S-band antennas.
In some embodiments, each rib requires 12.1 N-cm of torque
at its base to fully stretch the mesh. A standard approach to
deploy such an antenna is to use strain energy stored in a
spring. To provide adequate torque in each rib, a spring
deploying the antenna requires 290 N of pre-load after the
antenna is fully deployed. Of course, when stowed, the
spring produces even greater force, resulting in the antenna
being deployed with 860 N of force. This creates an unde-
sirable impact when the antenna is deployed. The innovative
deployment mechanism described below was developed to
solve this problem.

The antenna deployment sequence is a one-time occur-
rence that moves the antenna from a stowed state to a
deployed state. The sequence is illustrated in FIG. 19. In a
first step (2005), the antenna is being held in place by a
thermal knife launch lock, as can be understood by the
person of ordinary skill in the art. The launch lock is released
by a heated source cutting through the polymer wire.

In a subsequent step (2010), gas is pumped into the
canister (2015), slowly lifting the base of the antenna up and
out of the CubeS at. This was a key innovation which
enabled antenna deployment. The gas can be produced by a
powder which sublimates when heated, or by a cool gas
generator, for example the generators developed by Cool
Gas Generator Technologies as described in Ref. [31]. As the
base of the antenna nears the top of the canister, the root ribs
(2022) interlock (2020) with a latch on the base of the
antenna, pulling the ribs outward. Different methods may be
use for the interlock. For example, mechanical hooks may be
used in such as a shape as to enable the interlocking of the
root ribs with the latch. Since the pressurized gas acts over
a surface area, only 42.0 kPa of pressure is required to apply
the a 290 N force to fully deploy the ribs and tension the
mesh. As the root ribs move outward, a constant-force spring
located in the mid rib hinge deploys the tip ribs (2030). Once
the ribs (2030, 2022) fully deploy, the subreflector (2035) is
released and a compression spring telescopes it along the
horn (2040). By correctly defining machining tolerances, the
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sub-reflector will deploy to within 0.2 mm on the z-axis and
0.1 mm on the x and y-axis of its ideal position. As the
subreflector is kept under pre-load by a spring, it reliably
deploys to the same position defined by the machining
tolerances. When the hub is elevated into its fully deployed
location, latches lock the hub in place to ensure the antenna
stays in the deployed position, even if the canister depres-
surizes. A detailed descriptions of these mechanical devel-
opments have been discussed also in Ref. [32].

As described above in the present disclosure, while the
capabilities of CubeSats have greatly increased in the past
years, one of the key problems hindering interplanetary
CubeSats are data communication rates. To compensate, a
Ka-band high gain antenna would provide a 10,000 times
increase in data communication rates over an X-band patch
antenna and a 100 times increase over state-of-the-art
S-band parabolic antennas. As discussed above in the pres-
ent disclosure, mesh parabolic deployable antennas have
several advantages over competing technologies. There are
many concepts for mesh parabolic deployable antennas at
much larger scales than CubeSats. In the 1970’s Lockheed
Martin developed the Wrap-Rib reflector, which uses a
mechanism to wrap the ribs and mesh like a tape measure.
However, the design does not fit well in the CubeSat form
factor, as the mechanism that deploys and stows the ribs is
quite large. There are also a number of knit mesh reflectors,
the most popular of which are Harris’s Unfurlable Antenna
and Northrop Grumman’s AstroMesh. However, these two
designs consist of many small, detailed components, which
are challenging to scale down without the antenna becoming
prohibitively expensive.

Two knit mesh antennas have been developed for Cube-
Sats, but both were designed for S-band operation. They
were a spiral stowed rib design and the ANEAS parabolic
deployable antenna (APDA) folding rib design that was used
on USC/ISI’s ANEAS spacecraft. The spiral stowed rib
design, while very compact, would be challenging to extend
to Ka-band as the ribs could not apply adequate force
required to stretch Ka-band mesh to achieve the required
surface accuracy. The APDA architecture would work well
for Ka-band, as it uses straight folding ribs, which can apply
more force and allow for greater surface accuracy. In addi-
tion, the APDA is the only CubeSat parabolic deployable
antenna to have flown. Therefore, it was decided to use the
APDA as a starting point for the Ka-band parabolic deploy-
able antenna (KaPDA) design.

A number of designs were explored including Cassegrai-
nian, Gregorian, and several hat-style feeds. While the
Gregorian design performed the best with 44 dB of gain, the
sub-reflector had to be mounted too high to be practically
stowed within 1.5 U. The hat-style feeds both performed
around 43 dB. Finally, the Cassegrainian configuration
achieved 43.6 dB of gain and the dimensions for the
sub-reflector were such that it could be stowed within 1.5 U.
Therefore, the KaPDA design utilizes a Cassegrainian con-
figuration.

The number of ribs supporting the mesh structure is a key
factor for achieve surface accuracy, which is critical at
Ka-Band. More ribs result in a more ideal dish, and thus
greater RF gain. However, as the number of ribs increase,
the clearance between each rib when stowed decreases.
Packing ribs too tightly can result in snagging during
deployment. The best compromise between rib clearance
and RF loss due to a non-ideal shape was found to be 30 ribs.
Beyond 30 ribs, the RF gains were not significant enough to
warrant packing the ribs closer together, as it left less than
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three-quarters of a millimeter of clearance between each rib.
However, in other embodiments a different number of ribs
may be used.

As illustrated in FIG. 20, an antenna may comprise a
waveguide outlet (2105) for communication, a hub (2110),
a horn (2115), root ribs (2120), tip ribs (2125), constant-
force springs (2130) located at hinges between the root ribs
and the tip ribs, and a subreflector (2135).

In some embodiments, as illustrated in FIG. 20, each rib
is divided into two components, the root rib and tip rib,
which are connected by a hinge. The mesh forces and
resulting moments determine the geometry of the rib. As the
root ribs will experience the greatest bending moment, they
are deeper than the tip ribs. The tip ribs have a tapered
design to conserve space and eliminate material where it was
not required for rigidity. The taper was designed to create an
even stress profile throughout each rib. To improve both
stowing efficiency and surface accuracy, the ribs are much
deeper (by over 10 times) but slightly thinner than those
used on APDA. The deep rib design also can be advanta-
geous for precisely controlling the rib’s deployed position,
as a rib hinge with a mechanical stop over twelve millime-
ters away from the hinge pin is significantly more effective
than one located near the hinge pin.

The deployment mechanism must first push the hub out of
out of the CubeSat and then unfold the ribs, and must do so
within the tight constraint of 1.5 U. The APDA was deployed
entirely using springs, with all the components unfolding
quickly. However, Ka-band uses a 40 opening per inch (OPI)
mesh, which is stiffer and requires greater deployment forces
(APDA only used a 10 OPI mesh). Therefore, the method
employed previously with APDA would not be suitable for
the antennas described in the present disclosure. A preload
of approximately 250 N was required at the end of the
spring’s displacement, which means any stowed spring
would likely be compressed to well over 500 N, resulting in
a violent deployment. Therefore, other concepts for deploy-
ing the hub and ribs had to be explored.

To deploy the hub, a number of concepts were explored
including motors driving threaded rods, a scissors lift, low
force springs (if hub deployment was decoupled from rib
deployment), cables and pulleys driven by motors, and an
inflating bladder. Many concepts were eliminated because of
complexity (e.g. cables and pulleys driven by motors), as
these methods are challenging to implement within the
highly constrained space (e.g. scissors lift), or they didn’t
work (e.g. low force springs). The most attractive deploy-
ment mechanism was the inflating bladder, as it stows well
in a small space and allows for a controlled deployment. The
inflation of the bladder would push the hub upwards into the
deployed position. To inflate the bladder, a heater would
activate a sublimating compound or a gas entrapped in a
solid, causing the release of gas. In the vacuum of space, two
micro cool gas generators (CGGs), could provide enough
gas to inflate the bladder to the required pressure. After
deployment, a latch would be used to lock the hub in place
to ensure if the bladder deflated the antenna would remain
fully deployed. This embodiment has been described above
in the present disclosure. However, in certain cases, it is
possible for the inflating bladder to not stow well and have
attachment problems. A simpler solution can be used in other
embodiments, to convert the hub of the antenna into a piston,
which compressed gas could push up into a deployed
position. This also provides greater surface than a bladder
would, and reduces friction loads, which means less pressure
is required to deploy the antenna.
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To stow in 1.5 U the antenna ribs fold in half using
precision hinges. To deploy, the hub is driven upwards by a
compressed gas pushing on a piston (2212), as illustrated in
FIG. 21 (2205,2210). As the hub starts to get close to the top,
the root rib base hinges catch on a snap ring (2217) in the top
of the cube sat canister, and the ribs begin to deploy
(2210,2215). The tip ribs (2219) reach a point where they
become free of the horn (2222) interference, and the con-
stant force springs deploy them (2215). The hub continues to
travel upwards until the root ribs have fully deployed (2220).
As the ribs fold outwards, the sub-reflector (2230) is
released by the root rib hinges and telescopes along the horn,
pushed upward and held in place by a spring (2215,2220).
After the hub is fully deployed, it is locked into place by
spring loaded latches. The person of ordinary skill in the art
will understand that springs and latches are components
known in the art and their operation need not be described
in details, since several types of latches or springs could be
used in a similar fashion.

The antenna construction process began with early pro-
totyping of the ribs, the hub and inflating bladder. The
prototypes were initially extremely rough but became more
refined with each iteration. Each iteration of a concept,
resulted in changes that improved the design. For example,
the rib mid-hinge went through a series of changes through
prototyping. As illustrated in FIG. 22, the first balsawood
prototype (2305) was built much larger than scale, but
informed importance decisions about cable routing. The
second hinge (2310), built from 3D printed Makerbot parts
and sheet metal cut with a tin snips tested a cable routing
mechanism. However, it was also discovered the new hinge
design lacked torsional stiffness when compared to the
balsawood prototype, which had multiple laminations.
Therefore a tang and clevis were added to the next design.
Also, as it was determined cables would be hard to manage
and not easily provide the required displacement, the design
was simplified by replacing the cables with a single spring.
Multiple versions of the spring powered mid-hinge were 3D
printed and assembled with different springs. The design
using a constant force spring was determined to work well,
and was built into a final 3D printed concept. The 3D printed
concept revealed where radii could be added to ease tran-
sition in the constant force spring. These changes were
implemented on the final machined part (2315) in FIG. 22.

Additionally, a 3D printed model of the entire antenna
was built (2320), and a mesh was attached to the surface
using Loctite™ 496 (for demonstration purposes only). To
do this, the mesh was tensioned over a square frame, and
then weights were applied to the center of the mesh to pull
it down to be bonded to the surface of the ribs. After the
mesh was attached to the rib surface, the edges were cut.
Due to the internal stresses caused when knitting the mesh,
when the mesh was cut it curled and slightly unraveled along
the edges. On the flight antenna, this would cause undesir-
able surface distortions. Therefore, to maintain a clean edge,
it was recognized that that the mesh would require a flexible
edging reinforced with a small cable.

After building a number of preliminary prototypes, two
flight-like prototypes using aluminum machined parts were
constructed. The first prototype was a non-deploying RF
prototype, which would be used to verify the RF models of
antenna performance, and the second was a mechanical
deploying prototype to test deployed surface accuracy and
deployment characteristics. The mesh was later be added to
the mechanical prototype, to create a combined RF/Me-
chanical prototype which could be RF tested. The RF
prototype was relatively simple to build, as it just required
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accurate machining and the assembly of various piece parts.
The most challenging component was the secondary reflec-
tor, which consisted of an aluminum base and top, connected
with three stainless steel struts bonded in place. A precision
bonding fixture was required to construct this component.

The mechanical deploying prototype was more complex
as it required the assembly of over 600 parts with sub-
millimeter precision. The most challenging step is the
assembling of the ribs and mesh.

The construction of the ribs begins by machining the rib’s
parabolic profile with high precision. In a next step the ribs
and mid-hinges are assembled on a precision bonding fixture
as illustrated in FIG. 23 (2405). The ribs are wedged against
pins which precisely define the parabolic shape. Next, to
bond the ribs to the root hinges, the ribs are assembled on the
parabolic mold made for the mesh (2410). An upward force
is applied to each root hinge, to ensure they are fully seated
in the hub. After bonding, the ribs are moved from the mold
and the process of meshing the antenna begins.

While it would have been ideal to make the antenna out
of one piece of mesh, because of the stiffness of the 40 OPI
mesh it was required to use three segments. This created a
challenge of stretching multiple segments of mesh and then
joining them in their fully stretched stage. To achieve this,
each segment of mesh was first laid on a square mold and
then weighted down (2415). Next, these segments of mesh
were stitched together, then laid on the parabolic mold, and
weights were applied to the perimeter (2420). Subsequently,
the hub with all of the ribs was set on top of the mesh, and
the ribs were stitched to the mesh with over 1,200 small
holes on the edge of the ribs (2425).

As the RF prototype had fewer parts, it was completed
and tested first. Simulation of the solid reflector predicted a
total gain of 43.3 dBi (which is higher than that of the mesh
reflector, as the solid reflector has a better surface accuracy
and no seepage losses). The solid reflector’s RF performance
aligned with the simulations, producing a total gain of 43.2
dBi. This demonstrated that the RF models were correct and
the secondary reflector was properly designed.

After the mechanical prototype was completed, a
mechanical deployment test occurred to ensure the all the
mechanisms were properly designed. Due to tolerance
issues, it was discovered the ribs had to be modified slightly
to enable the antenna to deploy. After a successful mechani-
cal deployment, the next step was to attach the mesh, as
illustrated in FIG. 23 steps (2410) to (2425). The fully
meshed reflector was then RF tested immediately after
construction and before stowing to characterize the pre-
deployment gain of the antenna, which demonstrated that
the meshed reflector aligned with the analytical model,
producing 42.5 dBi of gain, and exceeded the goal by 0.5
dBi. The surface accuracy of the antenna was also measured,
using a Faro arm to characterize the position of each rib. The
accuracy for the ribs was found to be 0.22 mm RMS. The
next step in the test campaign was to stow and deploy the
antenna, and obtain post deployment RF measurements.

Stowing the antenna was a 3 hour process, which required
very careful manipulation of the mesh to ensure it did not
crease in the stowing process. Specialized wooden tools
were required to manipulate the mesh while folding the ribs,
as the mesh is very sensitive. After the stowing process, an
air hose was connected to the antenna canister, and pressur-
ized air was slowly released to drive the antenna upwards,
deploying it slowly. After deployment was complete, the
antenna was taken to the RF range for a follow up test. It was
found that the gain had dropped 0.5 dBi, to 42.0 dBi after
deployment. Because of the drop in gain the surface accu-
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racy was measured post deployment, and was found to have
increased to 0.25 mm RMS. However, this only accounted
for a portion of the gain drop. Careful examination of the
antenna found some very minor creases in the mesh (less
than 0.5 mm in height), occurring in a circle at the hinge
joints. It is believed these deformations accounted for the
rest of the gain loss. However, the antenna still met the goal
of achieving 42 dBi of gain.

The antennas described in the present disclosure can
therefore be used to increase data rate and also to operate as
radio antennas in various applications.

FIG. 24 illustrates an alternative embodiment where
instead of a gas generator, a screw design is employed. The
folded antenna (2505) is visible in FIG. 24 within a canister
(2510). Screws (2515) are installed around the cylindrical
container. For example in the embodiment of FIG. 24, four
screws were used. The screws keep the hub level and allow
a slow deployment. By replacing the gas generator, the need
for latches can be eliminated. A launch lock is also unnec-
essary in this embodiment. This embodiment provides a
deployment status, reduces costs of deployment tests and
eliminates the canister of pressurized gas. FIG. 25 illustrates
an embodiment of the antenna with the four screw deploy-
ment. The screws are motorized in order to provide the force
necessary for deployment. Measurements show that the
motorized deployment provides improvement in perfor-
mance, as can be seen in Table I11.

As described above, the present disclosure describes a
deployable antenna that can be stored within 1.5 U and
comprises the following advantages: 1. Telescoping wave-
guide; 2. Constant force spring hinge deployment, where the
hinge and spring are integrated in one unit; 3. Release and
vibration suppression features (specifically related to timing
the sub-reflector and holding the ribs against vibration); 4.
Sun synchronizing gear to enable one motor to drive the
deployment while all four threaded rods stay in sync; 5.
Design which also uses the threaded rods to provide preload
as a launch lock; 6. Root rib spring ring actuation mecha-
nism, and unique features in the additively manufactured
spring ring which allow free movement of the extension
springs. It also utilizes a lever arm and hard stop in the
design which allows maximizing deployment force while
minimizing deployment impact; 7. Telescoping Cassegrain
secondary reflector to minimize stowed height. The Ka-band

normally extends between 26.5 and 40 GHz.
TABLE I1I
Simu- Pre- 1% ond
Quantity Units Goal lated Deploy Deploy Deploy
Stowed u 1.5 1.54 1.54 1.54 1.54
Size (10 x 10 x
10 cmA3)
Deployed meter 0.5 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51
Diam.
Gain dB 42 42.6 42.5 42.0 42.7
Beam degrees 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2
width
Surface mm 0.40 — 0.22 0.25 —
Accuracy
Mass kg 3.0 1.9 1.2 1.2 1.2
Thermal °C. -17 to -26 to — — —
35 62

In other embodiments, the antennas can operate at differ-
ent bands. For example, the antenna can operate in any band
between 2 GHz and 50 GHz. In some embodiments, the
antenna is dedicated to RADAR applications. However, in
other embodiments the antennas operate for telecommuni-

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

55

60

65

16

cations. In some embodiments, a rectangular to circular
transition is employed. However, in other embodiments, for
example for telecom applications, a polarizer is used instead
of'a rectangular to circular transition. In some embodiments,
a circular telescoping waveguide is used, to be able to
generate any polarization: linear H or V, or circular (RHCP
or LHCP).

In some embodiments with motorized deployment, the
antennas may comprises sun synchronizing gear to enable
one motor to drive the deployment while all four threaded
rods stay in sync. In other embodiments, the threaded rods
can provide a preload as a launch lock.

In some embodiments, the deployable structure described
in the present disclosure for deployable antennas may be
used as a solar collector with some modifications. For
example, the mesh may be configured to reflect solar radia-
tion and collect it for energy production. The structure may
be folded and stowed similarly to the deployable antenna,
and deploy in a similar manner.

In some embodiments, The deployable antenna further
comprises arms on the root ribs and top ribs, first slots on the
horn and second slots on the cylindrical container, the arms,
first slots and second slots configured to operate release of
and vibration suppression for the deployable antenna. The
deployable antenna can also comprise arms, first slots and
second slots configured to time deployment of the sub-
reflector and hold the root and top ribs against vibration.

The present disclosure also describes a telescoping wave-
guide comprising a waveguide configured to extend from a
housing and configured to operate as part of an antenna or
RF assembly. The present disclosure also describes a con-
stant force spring hinge deployment, comprising a hinge and
a spring integrated in one unit as part of a deployable
structure. In some embodiments, the constant force spring
hinge deployment comprises a constant force spring
mounted on a spool.

A number of embodiments of the disclosure have been
described. Nevertheless, it will be understood that various
modifications may be made without departing from the spirit
and scope of the present disclosure. Accordingly, other
embodiments are within the scope of the following claims.

The examples set forth above are provided to those of
ordinary skill in the art as a complete disclosure and descrip-
tion of how to make and use the embodiments of the
disclosure, and are not intended to limit the scope of what
the inventor/inventors regard as their disclosure.

Modifications of the above-described modes for carrying
out the methods and systems herein disclosed that are
obvious to persons of skill in the art are intended to be within
the scope of the following claims. All patents and publica-
tions mentioned in the specification are indicative of the
levels of skill of those skilled in the art to which the
disclosure pertains. All references cited in this disclosure are
incorporated by reference to the same extent as if each
reference had been incorporated by reference in its entirety
individually.

It is to be understood that the disclosure is not limited to
particular methods or systems, which can, of course, vary. It
is also to be understood that the terminology used herein is
for the purpose of describing particular embodiments only,
and is not intended to be limiting. As used in this specifi-
cation and the appended claims, the singular forms “a,”
“an,” and “the” include plural referents unless the content
clearly dictates otherwise. The term “plurality” includes two
or more referents unless the content clearly dictates other-
wise. Unless defined otherwise, all technical and scientific
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terms used herein have the same meaning as commonly
understood by one of ordinary skill in the art to which the
disclosure pertains.

The references in the present application, shown in the
reference list below, are incorporated herein by reference in
their entirety.
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What is claimed is:

1. A deployable antenna comprising:

a container;

a deployment mechanism attached to the container;

a hub within the container, configured to deploy along a
longitudinal axis of the container upon activation of the
deployment mechanism;

a plurality of root ribs attached to the hub and configured
to rotate away from the longitudinal axis upon deploy-
ment;

a plurality of tip ribs, each tip rib attached to a corre-
sponding root rib by a rotating hinge, the plurality of tip
ribs configured to rotate away from the longitudinal
axis upon deployment;

a mesh attached to the plurality of root and tip ribs;

a horn attached to the hub, the horn extending along the
longitudinal axis and located centrally to the mesh;

a sub-reflector attached to the horn and configured to
extend away from the horn along the longitudinal axis
upon deployment; and

a waveguide attached to the hub, the waveguide being
configured to fit within the horn before deployment and
to remain in its pre-deployment location while the hub
and the horn are extended away along the longitudinal
axis upon deployment,

wherein:

the mesh, horn, root ribs, tip ribs and sub-reflector are
configured to operate between 2 and 50 GHz,

and

the deployable antenna is a Cassegrain antenna optimized
to operate at 35.75 GHz with a bandwidth of 20 MHz.

2. The deployable antenna of claim 1, wherein the con-

tainer is a cylindrical container and has a volume smaller
than 10x10x16.2 cm”.

3. A deployable antenna comprising:

a container;

a deployment mechanism attached to the container;

a hub within the container, configured to deploy along a
longitudinal axis of the container upon activation of the
deployment mechanism;

a plurality of root ribs attached to the hub and configured
to rotate away from the longitudinal axis upon deploy-
ment;

a plurality of tip ribs, each tip rib attached to a corre-
sponding root rib by a rotating hinge, the plurality of tip
ribs configured to rotate away from the longitudinal
axis upon deployment;

a mesh attached to the plurality of root and tip ribs;

a horn attached to the hub, the horn extending along the
longitudinal axis and located centrally to the mesh; and

a sub-reflector attached to the horn and configured to
extend away from the horn along the longitudinal axis
upon deployment,

wherein the mesh, horn, root ribs, tip ribs and sub-
reflector are configured to operate between 2 and 50
GHz,

wherein the deployment mechanism comprises a cool gas
generator attached to a piston, the piston being attached
to the hub and configured to push the hub upon acti-
vation of the cool gas generator.

4. A deployable antenna comprising:

a container;

a deployment mechanism attached to the container;
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a hub within the container, configured to deploy along a
longitudinal axis of the container upon activation of the
deployment mechanism;

a plurality of root ribs attached to the hub and configured
to rotate away from the longitudinal axis upon deploy-
ment;

a plurality of tip ribs, each tip rib attached to a corre-
sponding root rib by a rotating hinge, the plurality of tip
ribs configured to rotate away from the longitudinal
axis upon deployment;

a mesh attached to the plurality of root and tip ribs;

a horn attached to the hub, the horn extending along the
longitudinal axis and located centrally to the mesh; and

a sub-reflector attached to the horn and configured to
extend away from the horn along the longitudinal axis
upon deployment,

wherein the mesh, horn, root ribs, tip ribs and sub-
reflector are configured to operate between 2 and 50
GHz,

wherein the deployment mechanism comprises a plurality
of motorized screws.

5. The deployable antenna of claim 1, wherein a diameter

of the deployed antenna is 0.5 m.

6. The deployable antenna of claim 3, wherein the plu-
rality of root ribs comprises latches to lock onto an outer
edge of the container upon deployment.

7. The deployable antenna of claim 1, wherein the mesh
is a 40 openings-per-inch mesh knitted from 0.0008" diam-
eter gold plated Tungsten wire.

8. The deployable antenna of claim 4, further comprising
a sun synchronizing gear configured for one motor to drive
deployment while the plurality of motorized screws operates
synchronously.

9. The deployable antenna of claim 4, wherein the plu-
rality of motorized screws is configured to operate as a
launch lock.

10. A method comprising:

providing a deployable antenna, the deployable antenna
comprising:

a container;

a deployment mechanism attached to the container;

a hub within the container, configured to deploy along
a longitudinal axis of the container upon activation
of the deployment mechanism;

a plurality of root ribs attached to the hub and config-
ured to rotate away from the longitudinal axis upon
deployment;

a plurality of tip ribs, each tip rib attached to a
corresponding root rib by a rotating hinge, the plu-
rality of tip ribs configured to rotate away from the
longitudinal axis upon deployment;

a mesh attached to the plurality of root and tip ribs;

a horn attached to the hub, the horn extending along the
longitudinal axis and located centrally to the mesh;
and

a sub-reflector attached to the horn and configured to
extend away from the horn along the longitudinal
axis upon deployment; and

a waveguide attached to the hub, the waveguide being
configured to fit within the horn before deployment
and to remain in its pre-deployment location while
the hub and the horn are extended away along the
longitudinal axis upon deployment,

wherein:

the mesh, horn, root ribs, tip ribs and sub-reflector are
configured to operate between 2 and 50 GHz,
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the deployable antenna is a Cassegrain antenna opti-
mized to operate at 35. 75 GHz with a bandwidth of
20 MHz;

activating the deployment mechanism, thereby deploying

the hub along a longitudinal axis of the container;

rotating the root and tip ribs away from the longitudinal
axis; and

extending the horn and sub-reflector along the longitudi-

nal axis.

11. The method of claim 10, wherein the container is a
cylindrical container and has a volume smaller than 10x10x
16.2 cm®.

12. A method comprising:

providing a deployable antenna, the deployable antenna

comprising:

a container;

a deployment mechanism attached to the container;

a hub within the container, configured to deploy along
a longitudinal axis of the container upon activation
of the deployment mechanism;

a plurality of root ribs attached to the hub and config-
ured to rotate away from the longitudinal axis upon
deployment;

a plurality of tip ribs, each tip rib attached to a
corresponding root rib by a rotating hinge, the plu-
rality of tip ribs configured to rotate away from the
longitudinal axis upon deployment;

a mesh attached to the plurality of root and tip ribs;

a horn attached to the hub, the horn extending along the
longitudinal axis and located centrally to the mesh;
and

a sub-reflector attached to the horn and configured to
extend away from the horn along the longitudinal
axis upon deployment,

wherein the mesh, horn, root ribs, tip ribs and sub-
reflector are configured to operate between 2 and 50
GHz;

activating the deployment mechanism, thereby deploying

the hub along a longitudinal axis of the container;

rotating the root and tip ribs away from the longitudinal
axis; and

extending the horn and sub-reflector along the longitudi-

nal axis,

wherein the deployment mechanism comprises a cool gas

generator attached to a piston, the piston being attached

to the hub and configured to push the hub upon acti-
vation of the cool gas generator.

13. A method comprising:

providing a deployable antenna, the deployable antenna

comprising:

a container;

a deployment mechanism attached to the container;

a hub within the container, configured to deploy along
a longitudinal axis of the container upon activation
of the deployment mechanism;

a plurality of root ribs attached to the hub and config-
ured to rotate away from the longitudinal axis upon
deployment;

a plurality of tip ribs, each tip rib attached to a
corresponding root rib by a rotating hinge, the plu-
rality of tip ribs configured to rotate away from the
longitudinal axis upon deployment;

a mesh attached to the plurality of root and tip ribs;

a horn attached to the hub, the horn extending along the
longitudinal axis and located centrally to the
mesh; and
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a sub-reflector attached to the horn and configured to
extend away from the horn along the longitudinal
axis upon deployment,

wherein the mesh, horn, root ribs, tip ribs and sub-
reflector are configured to operate between 2 and 50
GHz;

activating the deployment mechanism, thereby deploying
the hub along a longitudinal axis of the container;

rotating the root and tip ribs away from the longitudinal
axis; and

extending the horn and sub-reflector along the longitudi-
nal axis,

wherein the deployment mechanism comprises a plurality
of motorized screws.

14. The method of claim 10, wherein a diameter of the

deployed antenna is 0.5 m.

15. The method of claim 12, wherein the plurality of root
ribs comprises latches to lock onto an outer edge of the
container upon deployment.

16. The method of claim 10, wherein the mesh is a 40
openings-per-inch mesh knitted from 0.0008" diameter gold
plated Tungsten wire.

17. A deployable antenna comprising:

a container;

a deployment mechanism attached to the container;

a hub within the container, configured to deploy along a
longitudinal axis of the container upon activation of the
deployment mechanism;

a plurality of root ribs attached to the hub and configured
to rotate away from the longitudinal axis upon deploy-
ment;

a plurality of tip ribs, each tip rib attached to a corre-
sponding root rib by a rotating hinge, the plurality of tip
ribs configured to rotate away from the longitudinal
axis upon deployment;

a mesh attached to the plurality of root and tip ribs;

a horn attached to the hub, the horn extending along the
longitudinal axis and located centrally to the mesh;

a sub-reflector attached to the horn and configured to
extend away from the horn along the longitudinal axis
upon deployment;

arms on the root ribs and top ribs;

first slots on the horn;

second slots on the container,

wherein:

the arms, first slots and second slots are configured to
operate release of, and vibration suppression for, the
deployable antenna, and

the mesh, horn, root ribs, tip ribs and sub-reflector are
configured to operate between 2 and 50 GHz.

18. The deployable antenna of claim 17, wherein the
arms, first slots and second slots are configured to time
deployment of the sub-reflector and hold the root and top
ribs against vibration.

19. The deployable antenna of claim 1, wherein each
rotating hinge is a constant force spring hinge comprising a
hinge and a constant force spring integrated in one unit.

20. The deployable antenna of claim 19, wherein each
constant force spring is mounted on a spool.

21. The deployable antenna of claim 3, wherein the mesh
has a surface accuracy of 0.2 mm.

22. The deployable antenna of claim 3, wherein the horn
is multi-band, being configured to operate at a plurality of
frequency bands.

23. The deployable antenna of claim 4, wherein the
deployable antenna is a Cassegrain antenna.
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24. The deployable antenna of claim 23, wherein the
plurality of motorized screws is four screws.

25. The method of claim 13, wherein the plurality of
motorized screws is four screws.

#* #* #* #* #*
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