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FOREWORD

The value of microwave scatterometers and radiometers as remote sea wind
sensors has been independently demonstrated by a number of investigators. However,
near-simultaneous observations by ::l"compos'ife.‘rddiér.r‘j‘efér and scatterometer
(RADSCAT) instrument have been judged to have value in making better estimates
of the surface winds beyond the improvement provided by two independent measurements.
To demonstrate this potential a joint effort between New York University, General
Electric Space Division , the University of Kansas and NASA Langley Research was
undertaken through the Advanced Applications Flight Experiment program of NASA .
This document reports the investigations performed by the University of Kansas during
the first year of this joint program.

Specificclly., this report was prepared by the Remote Sensing Laboratory of the
University of Kansas Center for Research, Inc., under Contract NAS 1-10048.
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. INTRODUCTION

The microwave emission characteristic of the sea has been measured by several
investigators [1,2,3,4,5]. These investigators have compared their observations
with predictions from geometric optics theory [6] which uses a single surface model
and found some but not satisfactory agreement between predictions and measure-
ments. The wind dependence of the geometric optics approach was based on measured
rms sea slope data presented by Cox and Munk [7]. However, the theory failed
to predict the observed emission characteristics near nadir and fitted only loosely
for nadir angles between 30 and 70 degrees. The failure of the geometric optics
model to account for wind dependence at nadir was first reported by Nordberg,
et al. [1], and verified by Hollinger [5].

In view of the above deficiencies, an investigation is necessary to seek a
more adequate model for microwave emissions from the sea. The emphasis in this
investigation is oriented towards using a composite surface model which better
reflects the roughness characteristic of the sea. Since several lengthy numerical
integrations are required to yield the emissivity, the more adequate model must
not be so complicated as to make numerical calculations prohibitive. With this
perspec’rivé, a non-coherent scattering theory of the type described by Semyonov (8]
is extended to yield the bistatic scattering coefficient. Since an acceptable scat-
tering coefficient for predicting the microwave emission characteristics must also
be acceptable for predicting backscattering, the latter case is examined to provide
a cross check on the model.

To compare with experimental observations, an isotropic surface character-
istic, although not realistic for the ocean surface, is assumed. A justification for
this assumption is based on the observed directional insensitivity of emissions from
the sea [?]. The two-scale rough surface model is also assumed to have Gaussian
surface height distribution and Gaussian surface correlation for both scales. The
dielectric constant needed in the calculations is based on the data reported by
Saxton and Lane [10].

The wind dependence of the surface parameters in the composite model is
introduced in accordance with rms slope data measured by Cox and Munk for the

large undulations and Sutherlands [11] results for the small irregularities. Details



for the theory and the choice of surface parameters are given in sections Il and IlI
respectively. Comparisons of the computed brightness temperature and backscattering
characteristics at two different wind speeds are made with both measured data and

the predictions of a single surface model. The results are presented in section IV.




1. A SURFACE BRIGHTNESS TEMPERATURE THEORY

I1.1 Formulation of the Problem

The basic theory of surface brightness temperature was developed by Peake
[12]. The relationship among the surface emissivity, the surface temperature and

the brightness temperature is as follows:

Tpj©)=€;(8) Tg j=hor v

where Tg;(8) is the brightness temperature; €;@)the emissivity; Tq the surface temper-
ature; h denotes horizontal polarization and ¥ vertical polarization. Note that
the azimuthal angle ¢ needed together with the nadir angle 8 to specify a direction
has been chosen to be zero without loss of generality.

The connection between the emissivity and the differential scattering coef-
ficient of the surfcce,‘lj(e,es,‘?s)is

' 1 (37 (F :
Ej(6)='_:“-"’-LL yj(e,es,cps) sin Os d0s d s (1)

where 85, &, are angles defining the direction of scattering corresponding to a wave
incident at an angle 6 .

The basic formulation of the problem indicated above shows that the differen-
tial scattering coefficient is the quantity that defines the angular characteristics of
the brightness temperature of a given surface. Consequently, different brightness
temperature theories are also distinguished by the different models assumed for
the differential scattering coefficient. ‘

Under the non-coherent assumption Xj(e,es,‘#s)con be shown [8] to consist

of two terms, i.e.

V; (0,05, bs) = ¥ (8,05,%5) + < ¥(6,85,99) > @)

where Xj(9,65,¢s) denotes the main contribution by the large undulcfions;(i;(e, 95,¢5)>
denotes the differential scattering coefficient of the small irregularities averaged over
the distribution of the surface normals of the large undulations. Detailed derivations

for X;(G,G,,¢,)ond<39l(9,35,¢’5)>ore given in sections 11.2 and 11.3 respectively.



Since the backscattering cross=scction is a special case of the differential
scattering coefficients, it can be obtained from the known differential scattering
coefficients, (see Figure 1) i.e.
6,=6
¢5=’TT’

n

UBJ(G) COSG-Yj(e,es;¢3)

or equivalently

0-8; (8) = 0'3;0 (8) + < Tgyy (6)D
with
0'830(6)=C059'on(e,es:‘t’s) 65=6 ()
¢s=1l-
(3b)

° 1
(gj1(8))=cos 8 - ¥ (e,es,¢s)>les___e
¢S=TT

Detailed derivations of O'B;(e) are given in section 1l.5.

11.2 Derivation of 3’;(6.65,4’5)

To derive X;(e,ﬂsfi‘s)we may begin with the vector scattered field due to a
plane wave incident upon an undulating surface to which the tangent plane opprox-
imation is assumed applicable. Such a field expression is, in general, rather
complicated. To simplify results, the stationary phase technique will be employed.
An expression for X;(G,B,,%) not indicating explicitly the effect of the small irregularities
will be derived first. This expression is then clarified to reflect the small structure
effects by computing the explicit forms of the modified Fresnel reflection coefficients.
As pointed out by Semyoncv, such a computation may be performed for the more

general finitely conducting surface in accordance with Rice's paper [13].

[1.2.1 The scattered field
The for zone scattered field in the direction madue to a plane wave polarized

along & impinging upon an undulating surface Z (a,y) can be shown to be [14]

Eas =K % j{[<'+<Rh>>(&‘}.)(:&’<£)— O-<Ry>) (2 d)(nra)t
+sz[(l+4Ru>)(&'g)(QX£)+(l—<Rh>)(a-t)(3-g.)£]}

=ik (ra-n)- ¥, (4)

oe ds
4

E




-ikR
. _ike 3
where a time factor of the forme ¥ has been suppressed; K=—J'4—.,TR— s Ris the

distance from the origin to the field point, k is the wave number; {Rp),{Ry) are
the modified Fresnel reflection for horizontal and vertical polarization respectively;
E, is the magnitude of incident electric field; T4 is the unit propagation

vector of the incident field, and 2 is the normal to the surface

The set of orthogonal unit vectors (7t d) serving as the local coordinates
—~
for evaluating the local field on surface is illustrated in Figure 2. The unit vectors,

+ and d relate to nnand m, as follows
AN poey A AvA

t=uxn)/|nxmn|
4= moxt (5)
lagal A ANA

where m  may be written in terms of the partial derivatives, Zax, Z§ of Z (X, Y)
along x and y axes as follows

h = (-AZQ-—A_:];Z?-rJ&)/(I-f- Z:+Zaz)/z

7

C ;‘; ) g;,}i) are the unit coordinate vectors.
To simplify (4) by the stationary phase approximation, let ¥ = - Tand
7{,‘ , ‘2(1 ;%z be the vector components of § . Then the phase factor in (4) is
Fr=hxt§, ¢t % Ly )

AAA

The stationary phase assumption requires

2 _ 2

2% (z'L) _W<E.L)=O
It follows that

Z X

Z g

*

- %"‘/Z'z
- Z’}/Zz _ )
™ /181

A
The significant result indicated by (7) is that all surface slopes in (4) may

i

be written in terms of the incident and scattered propagation vectors. Consequently,
the integrand in (4) except for the phase factor, exp(-jk §-r ] can be moved

outside of the integral sign, i.e.




-,

I

Figure 1.

Figure 2.




as :EOKEZX{(A—B}-#”H? K(C+2)

€ ds

(8)

\I [ jk(Mz-10 )0
A

im

with
A= (<R (2t (mx k)
B=(=<ReMD(addn B o)
S= (ORI (A d)(nxt)

D=CG-<KR M) (atHym-n)t

The local coordinate vectors, two other vector products in (9) and the differential

surface element in (8) may all be written in terms of the propagation vectors,

t =(IL."Q2)/IL1"X£2’
d . (BN )N - Mo
~ Fnex nal
nZ‘ 1 (2-1‘3}‘2)
ST T ne |
_=-ln.-n.|
X Toes= 2
|
ds = (1R2 -1l /%, ) dx dy

|
field, it isf'iconvenienf to introduce a set of or’rhogoncl’; unit vectors (-1, v, h,) for :

the incident field and another set (12,5 h,) for the scattered field (see Figure 1). In

To express the polarization states of both the incident and the scattered

view of Figure 1, explicit expressions for these unit vectors may be written

~-M,= - sind 4 +cos 6k
V, = cos9 4 + sin b K (1)

Ao g
ne = Sin O COS g & + sin 65 sindg § + cos b5 k
V2 = - oS 05 cosdg 4 ~ COS 05 54ndg 4 + Sinbs Kk (12)

hao=sindg £ - cos $g 3 ‘
For horizontally polarized incident wave, (& =h,), the polarized and cross

polarized scattered fields are given respectively by

El\l\= Ll.“z-ék,s 1k(7l ‘my.r
- nzml"”

" E.K [he me 1{(A-BR+ 12D | € ds

) (13)
Env= Y2 Ens g k(- 2T,

:EoK[KE‘ﬂzx{(Ah“Bh3+ﬁx(£“+9)}]ﬁ S ds

7




where

A= =11 ORI (Y -2) (L N2)

Bz 1£1 (1= ¢RI (hy ) (X ne)

Ch ==1f1 (1 +(Ry>) Chy - M) (Tt 12)

D= 11 (= (RD) (W ‘n2) (M xM2)
= ‘ﬂZ'n'l

lfl 2‘,&[’(2&2'2

Similarly, for vertically polarized incident wave (@& = Ui ), the polarized
and depolarized scattered fields are
Evk = J}ﬁz . Evcs

jk(me-nd-L
“ ELK (ke - Rer {emBd e nerer o [y

ds

(14)
Elrv = 3}:2 . ‘E- Vis jk(‘l‘\“z— 'ﬁ‘.)ﬂc
= E.K (¥ mex{CAv-B) + N x(Cat Qvﬂlﬁf ds

where

Ay= (fI (4 <RD) Chre Be) (ot Ika)

By= 110- <Ru>) (M- Ned(RoX )
Co= ~If] (1t <R (- M) (et Ne)
Dv =1 (1~ <RRYY Chos M) (T x 1)

The above field expressions may be fur ther simplified using the vector

identities
2T M AT MO G M - he N

:\‘:?. .&ZX(M+EAZXN>:—;12’M-VZ~§

AN A

Thus,
Epp = C. (- <Ry) be + <Ry>df) I

Ehv

1]

CoC LR bf’f(Rv}dc)I. 1)
Evi = Co(=<Rp>If +<Ry D be) ]
Evv=Co(<Rw>da + CRyDbfII

8




-k R
where C, = —jkan|€J /CZwRB’zl'&z“,}:{?)
L e"‘kﬁ'}: dx dy
Tx= sinbscosgg ~sin b
Ty = sinbssing,

¥z=cos 6 + cos 84

b = (X -n.) = sinfcos b5+ cosBsin b cos by
C =2(-10) =-5lnfcoshscosP,-Cosd sin b
d = (k- M2)=sin 65 sindg

o

(b‘z -M,)= sun 8 SLn4>s
A= [R2-mf? /a [+ cos 6 cos@g~Sin 8 sin bs cos P,
[Zax (%= (v f2y = (24 d2)

Note that by expressing n.in terms of the orfhogoncl set (7 >V, by )

it can be shown that |z x 1. |* = b2 + d° Similarly, by expressing m, in

terms of the orthogonal set (mz, Y., k), it also follows that | 7% Z‘gz\z: et -f—z

11.2.2 The differential scattering coefficients
The differential scattering coefficients related to the scattered fields computed

in the previous section [12,15] are of the form

_ . _am BT <Ej B (16)
a’j"(e’es’q)s)- an Ay cos B

where the symbol * denotes complex conjugate, and {+ > the ensemble average.
The subscripts j,< denote the polarization states of the incident and the scattered
fields respectively. Ao is the illuminated area.

Upon substituting (15) into (16), it follows that

% (8,8,,%) = ¥ (6, es b) + ¥y (8,685, 95)

k* a [<RIZE+ [KRV|°d?
w A, c0563 [ " bay d? , ] <II|2>

Xv’(e) 85,<PS) = xv;m (e,esn¢s)ﬁ' XVOV(G)GS >¢’s) (]7)

- k2 & [KRWIZH+ th)|2c]2 2
w A,cos @ ‘[;: [ b2+d? ] I )

9




For on isotropically rough surface with Gaussian height distribution, {1117
simplifies to

~k*g2 o [1-9(%)])

(11Ry= 2w A I, (k JE+F B)e EdE 1)

where J,( ) is the zero order Bessel function of the first kind; 42 and p(g)are the
variance and the autocorrelation coefficient of the surface respectively.
An approximate solution for (18) consistent with the stationary phase approx-

imation is
2

where m = (0%] § (0)'] is the rms slope of the surface.

1
11.3 Derivation of { ¥;(8,85,95))

The scattered field due only to the small irregularities has been derived by
many investigators [13,16,17]. As indicated in the previous section, with the
scattered field expression known the scattering coefficient can be computed. To
account for the interaction between the small irregularities and the large undulations,
the expression for the scattering coefficient of the small irregularities is then averaged
with respect to the slope distribution of the large undulations. The resulting expression

is the desired scattering coefficient, (Yj1(9, s, %)) .

11.3.1 Differential scattering coefficients
The far zone scattered field of i-polarization along the direction defined by
the angles 6s and ‘#s'due to a plane wave of j-polarization with unit amplitude
impinging upon an irregular surfacesyyalong the direction defined by the angles 8’and
¢’ has been derived by using the method of small perturbation [17]. The ensemble
average of the magnitude square of the scattered field, (lEjL(el,#’,' 8%, |2

can be shown to be [17]

(IEJt(e ¢! o5, 0| >~ z° cos®9 ‘cos® 8 IM”\ W (P.9) (20

10



where

j-i. = incident and scattered polarizations respectively, either horizontal
or vertical polarizations,

Ao = illuminoted areo,

R = distance from the field point to fh'e surface,

My = (&r—1)cos (Ps — ¢)
(cos 8'+ Jer-sin?g’ ) (cos8: + [e, -sin20; )

Muy = (6r=1)sin(Ps-#) Jer- sin?@l

(cos 8°+ Je,-sin2@") (ercos 8. + [e,-sin267 )
Myh = —I(er-l)s‘m (s-) m
(€rcos@’+fer -sin?8” )(cos B + fe,-sin20g )
Myy = — (e,,-()[Cos(¢s'—¢')/e,.-s'un’6’/;stﬂae; - €,5(MO,5(NnH ]
vv o (€rcos '+ 6, -5in20” )(€rcos 82 + fe,- sin?g, )

(21)

€y = complex relative dielectric constant,
W (p.g)= surface roughness spectral density,
P = k(sinbscos(Ps-¢)-5in6")

§ =k sinfs sin($s-4")

Note that the surface roughness spectral density Wi(p,q), is related to its correlation
function R (x,y) by

R (x,y) = Z,ijw W (P, e5P1+5

F¢
d pdg

For an isotropically rough surface, it reduces to

it

Rery =3 (7w ¢+) J.(tr) tdt

and

W (t)

H

?afoRcr) J.ctryrdr

For a Gaussian spectral density, it is expressed in the form

w () = 3L exp (-5 (22)

—
where

t = ’Pz+ %a
L
/

= standard deviation and correlation length of the small irregularities
respectively,

11



From (16) und the relation
1 s s 1 e, 1 I
Vi (0,9,700,9) = §,1(0,4,65,¢/)+ ¥jrv(6,$,05.0.)
we get

, , f4,\2 an
4 K* &2 Licos 0 'cos?0, [ M) *+ My, | JexpC(Z) ) 22

| Y ’
Xj'(e)¢l 65 pq)s)
']
11.3.2 Averaging Procedure

‘\.OY"U'

]

To account for the tilting effect of the small irregularities by the large
undulations it is necessary to average X’-“‘ (6, ¢, 85,%5) with respect to the slope

distribution of the large undulations [8]. That is

(o] - ’ ’ ' ’ ,,.'_:,.:
<a’;(9,65'¢5)> =I j Xj (6:¢>65)¢5>P(Z«,Z\a) / |+Zi +Z; c’Z.,cJZa (=
o0 J-o0

where 8 is the incident angle and 65 and ¢5 are the scattering angles.

To evaluate the above integral, connecting relations between the surface
slopes Zx,Zy and the local angles, 8, ¢, 65, s are needed. To find these
relations let us first express Zyand Zy in terms of the azimuth and the elevation

angles, ¢, and B, , which represent the tilting effect
Z, = cos ¢, tan On (25)

Z 3
From (25) it follows that

Jr+ 2R+ z, = se€c n

2 (£x,7Zy)
3 (en,cp'n)

SL’)’[ ¢n -t&‘n. 6Y\

)

dz'x dZH = Ae'nd#’m: SECsen SLandand¢1\

The local angles ( 6,, ¢, 6;,435' ) may now be related to the azimuth and the elevation

angles ¢, and O, by connecting relations derived below.

12



In Figure 3, the two sets of coordinates (x,y,z) and (x', y

“in terms of the angles 6n and 9 as follows:

x' cos 6, COS P, c0s Onsin P,

! .
d = ~ sin $n cos ¢, o
z/ -sinf, c0s dn  -sin.Sind,

7’
stn8n x

cosfn z

\

, z') are related

(27)

Hence, for a scattered field point, P, located at a distance, R, from the origin,

the coordinates of P may be expressed either in terms of the angles 85and ¢5 or

the angles 85 and ¢4 ,
'x: = R sin 85 cos ¢ (280)
4 = R sinm 8; sings
2z’ = R cos 8¢
% = R sim 8g <Os g
= R sinfs sindg (28b)
z = R cos 9g

Substituting equation (28) into (27) we obtain the connecting equations for the sets

of angles as follows:

. ! IW
(sin o cos ¢,
Sinfs sind, | =

cos 8¢

—~ 7

’

~

€oS Oy COS Pn

-sim ¢,

-5N@rn COS P,

~

N /
cosOnsineé, Snbp SINfs COS ¢
COS ¢m ° sinbssind, | (29)
~5NOn SIN Py CosenJ cosfs J

If we take the angles with a prime to be local scattering angles, we see from

(29) that the local scattering angles may be expressed in terms of the scattering angles

6s, ¢, and the tilting angles 6., ¢, , i.e.

it

coSs 65,'

sSin ‘f’s’ =

sim B S(n (Pg=b,) (1 cos? @ ) =

COS O COSBs = SN Bn SN G5 COS (- b, )

(30)

In a similar fashion, the local incident angles can also be expressed in terms of the

tilting angles On,%n and the incident ungle, © .

13




Figure 3.
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cos 0 = Cos B 050 + SN Ba Sin B coOs P

, ) 31
Sin ¢’ = —sinB sind, (1~ cos?g J 2 .

With the connecting relations between the local angles and the surface
slopes known (24) can be evaluated by assuming a form for P(Zx,Zy), For a Gaussian

surface slope distribution it may be represented as

, _ExtZy (32)
P(Zx,Zy) = 5o & °7
or equivclenﬂy
| _ tm\?Gn (33)
P(bm, Pn)= 5775 & 7

where m is the rms slope and is assigned according to Cox and Munk's slick sea data.

Since m2 is usually sufficiently small for the sea and since x’}(9: $,85,%s) is
insensitive to 84 for a small value of Ox , the integration with respect to 8, given
in (24) can be evaluated by the method of steepest decent; if so, the result may be

expressed as

1 | % i Yor o g
<X,-(e,es,¢s)> = E—;J,, {Y,- (8,4, 65,%5)

1 v, Ty

}Ag

0,= tan” (m) 6,=-tan (m)

(34)

1.4 Modified Fresnel Reflection Coefficients

As mentioned in section 11.2, the Fresnel reflection coefficients should be
modified to account for the presence of the small irregularities [12] [8]. The method
for computing these coefficients has been discussed by Rice for horizontally polarized
waves. Following Rice's approach also for the vertically polarized wave, we obtain

the modified Fresnel reflection coefficients as follows
2 T (w=ksi e,v) - (c-b) (ul+be)
{ Rh> =Rh(®){ -2k COS@J [ w { 45Ln . [Jfr“svﬂze“ NTOCIIENYS)
- 00 - 09
(350)

Audv—)

2kcos® u-ksn®v) (———
<Rv>=R"'(®){ (cos’a- “‘—@Ln ) jW( L [E' sin'e T LTy +bc)

{Cc—bl[va+bc ‘2:—?9—(LL2+U2)$L7128]+ akz,}ér‘ sin‘g u}] du dv}
k r

(35b)
15




where cos ® — Jer -sin’Q

R(®)= “oso+ [oomia (36)
R(8) = £ecos@=E s
v ercos® +/er - sin‘e

cosg = —f;:(w c0s B cos8g — 5N O sinOs C05¢s)2

[}
—

€r = complex relative dielectric constant

C

J ke - (W v?)

b= [k2-(ui+v?)

For the special case where
W (u~ksin®, v) = Lo exp[- Zf;z(u2+v2~akusm8+ Ksine)] (7
W~ Ksin®, v~

I(Rd.)lesimplifies to

. 2 .
<R[ = IRy {1- 4 K7 a"cos® S )

11.5 Backscattering cross—sections

Substituting Bz 8 and Pz into (36) we obtain

- _ _!-Jer

Rh(o) - Rv(o) _—-—|.§.\/—e—r

and
- 2

[(RR(OI>[*= <Ry 3| = [ (1= 4.0 Ko0%) (39)

From (17), (19) and (3a), it follows t.hcf
tan®e
KRy, T (40)

O‘Bl\o(e) = UBUo(e)z Sm? cos* 0

Equation (40) shows that the backscattering cross—section of the lcarge

undulations is polarization independent.

16



To find <6 4 ) note the following two points:
()] Subsh'fuhng 05=0 ond ¢ .= into (30) we obtain

CO5 04 = 058 = COS B, COS B+ 5(N 8n COS ,, SN O “

SiN, =-sind = sin(d'+r)

or

’

85 =8

Ps = ¢ +w

]

(2) Since 6,28 and =7 imply 8, =6 and ¢.= b+ 2, from (34)
it follows that

2
= = Y edb'el 4y }
(2r<66 <l>s)> i {040,400, qucim TG EF S oty dd
= - e;=e er=et 42
4>s~'h' z &= dr 4’224’;’“’ (42)
Thus from (3b) and (42),
T
2, , o
<O‘ (6)):-&} {0';,1(6) +0;1(8) dé, (43)
iz S A 8,= - o (m)
j=horv
where
LY
O‘Bo“(e’) = cos8 - Yh¢0, 9P 06;.P) ]4), e
65= 6 (44)‘
- ’ gt 2’
- 4 k46,212c0546 th(e)\ k' fsin
° [} ’ 1 ! ’el (Pl )
0 gy1(8)= cOs O ¥y (0,465, P ) e cpa
85=06"
2

(€r-1) [(é»—-l)s(nze; €v) o K f%sin’8’
(ercoSB* fe, - sini® )
(45)

The complete backscattering cross—section is, of course, given by (3) that is the sum

of (40) and (43).
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i1, SELECTION OF PARAMETERS

The surface parameters appear in the above theory are the rms slope of the
large structures m, the standard deviation of the small structures 1 and the
correlation length of the small structures Z . This scattering model can be adapted
to predict sea returns by noting that the rms slope can be based on measurements by
Cox and Munk [7] and that the assumed Gaussian spectrum for the small irregularities
can approximate the high frequency portion of the sea spectrum BK.-4 where the Bragg
scatter condition applies, i.e., K= 2k sin 8. In view of the requirements of the
composite surface theory it is reasonable to choose the oil slick sea measurements by
Cox and Munk, since the small irregularities have been suppressed. The value of
m is thus assigned. The value of k£ is assigned so that the correct angular
behavior of the Gaussian spectrum approximated BK.-4 well over the angular range,
30°< ©® < 70° i.e., BK Tis approximated by 6°2/m exf("K‘l%l—)
where K = 2k sin ©, the Bragg scatter coridition. This is achieved by noting that
when kZ = 2 similar behavior is realized (see Figure 4). The factor 35.3 appears
in the Gaussian approximation to bring the levels into agreement at © = 60 degrees.
The value of B must yet be assigned. '

Oceanographic investigations indicate values of B in the range from 4.6 x 10_3
to 3.26 x ]0_2 [7,18,19]. This implies that ko“] should lie in the range from 0.084
to 0.24 when BK_‘4 is equated to ,‘nz‘e%f exp(—K’[Z;) at ©= 60 degrees. These
values of ke~ are consistent with the assumptions of the small perturbation theory,
an encouraging result. The recent reports by Sutherland [11] and Pierson [20] indicate
that B is a function of the wind speed. Thus, the surface parameter oy must also be
a function of the wind speed. It is noted that the horizontally polarized emission
characteristic for nadir angles from zero to thirty degrees is very sensitive to ka-]
and hence the parameter ko-] can be estimated by fitting the predicted emission
characteristics to the meosured data.*

With the surface parameters established in the manner described above, both
the emission and the backscatter characteristics may be computed and compared with

reported measurements.

"1t appears that the wind sensitivity of B may be assigned by this technique.
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IV. COMPARISON WITH EXPERIMENTS

The parameter ka‘] is estimated from horizontally polarized emission
characteristics at 8.36 GHz associated with two distinct wind speeds., The
emission characteristics are based on an average of several of Hollinger's
experiment runs* under similar wind stress conditions.** The vertically polarized
emission characteristic is then computed from the estimated k oy These results
are shown in the graphs of Figures 5 and 6. The dielectric constant is based on
data reported by Saxton and Lane [10].

Comparison of the predictions of this emission model indicates a
significantly improved agreement over that predicted by a single surface model.
Better level and trend agreement is evident for both horizontally and vertically
polarized emissions. Sensitivity to wind speed is evident at nadir which is not
noted with the single surface model. The sensitivity at nadir is carried by the
modified Fresnel coefficient (see Equation (38)).

The adequacy of the composite surface theory is further demonstrated when
the predicted backscatter characteristics are compared with measured characteristics.
Data at 8.91 GHz reported by Daley, et al., *** [22] at similar wind stress
conditions were chosen as a basis for comparison. The dielectric constant is changed
to reflect the influence of the slightly different frequency. The comparison of
predicted and measured: characteristics are shown in Figure 7 through 10. These
results indicate reasonabl 2 agreement with measurements and improved agreement over
the predictions of the simple geometric optics approach (single surface model). [t
is noted that the best agreement with measurements occurs primarily at larger angles
and for vertical polarization. There is some uncertainty in the accuracy of the
measurements near nadir [22] so lack of agreement may be anticipated there. The
discrepancy at large angles for horizontally polarized cross sections may be attribu-
table to receiver noise at these small cross sections. This statement is, however,

speculative.

*The authors are indcbted to Dr. J. P. Hollinger of NRL for making his radiometric
measurements available to us.  His data with foam and atmospheric effects removed
are appropriate to compare with the authors calculations.

**The authors are also grateful to Dr. V. J. Cardone of NYU for interpreting
Hollinger's wind speed measurements under comparable wind stress conditions.
***The authors are indebted to Mr. N. W. Guinard of NRL for making these backscatter
data available to us. .
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The level of NRL data which are based on the statistical median had to be
raised by 6 dB to realize the agreement. Valenzuela [23] indicated that the
average cross section was about 4.6 dB above the median based on exponential
stotistics assumed for the retums. As a consequence, 1.4 dB remains unaccounted
for. Perhaps the rehcining 1.4 dB may be partially associated with the biases

disclosed by Claassen and Fung. (24]
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V. CONCLUSIONS

A bistatic two scale non-coherent scattering theory extended from
Symyonov's paper [8] has been developed to yield the expressions for the differential
scattering coefficients. The emission and the backscattering characteristics are then
derived from the differential scattering coefficients in the standard way. The theory
assumed Gaussian surface height distributions and Gaussian correlation functions for.
both scales of roughness.

The emission and the scattering characteristics are shown to be dependent on
the rms slope of the large undulations m, the standard deviation of the small irregularities
97 , and the correlation length of the small irregularities £ . The wind dependence
of the first two parameters is associated with m through slick sea measurements by Cox
and Munk, and the 9 through the high frequency sea spectrum. The parameter £
is associated with the shape of the high frequency sea spectrum and can be recsonably
chosen by fitting the sea spectrum BK--4 to the assumed Gaussian spectrum.

It is noted that the emission characteristic for horizontal polarization is a
sensitive measure of .
to measured data for different wind speeds. The parameters chosen in this way are

Thus, oy is established by fitting the emission characteristic

then used to compute the vertically polarized emission characteristic. Good
agreement with measured data and better agreement than a simple surface model are
demonstrated, '

‘ The same set of surface parameters at each wind speed is then used to compute
the backscatter characteristics. The results except for level are shown to agree
reasonably over all angles with NRL backscatter data under similar wind conditions.
Comparison of these characteristics with a single parameter surface model demonstrated
better results.

These findings have proven that the validity of scattering theories is better
demonstrated when both the predicted backscatter and the emission characteristics
are compared with measurements. They have further shown that the measured emission
and scattering characteristics with the aid of a reasonable composite surface theory

may aid the oceanographer in identifying the wind dependence of the sea spectrum.
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Figure 5. Comparison of computed and measured emission characteristics.
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Figure 6. Comparison of computed and measured emission characteristics.
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Figure 7. Comparison of computed and measured backscattering cross-section .
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Figure 8. Comparison of computed and measured backscattering cross-section.
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Figure 9. Comparison of computed and measured backscattering cross-section.
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Figure 10. Comparison of computed and measured backscattering cross=section.
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