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~~propagation, (2) the “Halloween effect’ was observed for the sixth year in
a row, (3) phase velocity changes during pure nighttime propagation conditiorn
occasionally appear to be greater than changes associated with the sunrise-
sunset terminators crossing the transmitter or receiver locations, and
(4) there may be as many as 80 nights each year when the average nighttime
field strength will be approximately 3 dE lower than that on preceding or
following nights.
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E LF F IELD STRENGTH ME ASUREMENTS
MADE IN CONNECTiCUT DURING 1975

INTRODUCTION

Since June 1970, the Naval Underwater Systems Center, New London Laboratory
(NUSC/NL) , has sporadically made farfield, extremely low frequency (ELF) horizon-
tal magnetic field strength measurements in Connecticut .’~5 Prior to October 1971,
the local measurement site was located in the Nehantic State Forest , East Lyine ,
Connecticut . Presently, it is located in Haminonassett State Park , Madison , Con-
necticut . There are no power or telephone lines within a 1km radius of these sites.

Continuous wave (CW) measurements at 42 and 75 Hz were made in Connecticut
at various t during 1975 . These measurements are for the purpose of further
investiga t rise , dayt ime , sunset , nighttime , and seasonal ELF propagation
variatio ’ ~g the measurements , NUSC na rrowband ELF field intensity
receiv~ .ili zed .6 Effecti ve integration times per sample of 30 minutes
and 1 ~e employed. Each 30 minute effective integration time sample is
an ave i~~~ e of three 10 minute , two 15 minute or one 30 minute actual integration
time samples. Furthermore, each 1 hour effective integration time sample is an
average of two 30 minute effective integration time samples.

The t ransmission source for these 1.6 Mm measurements was the U.S.  Navy
ELF Wisco nsin Test Facility (WTF) . The WTF is located in the Chequamegon
National Forest in north-central Wisconsin , approximately 8 km south of Clam
Lake. The transmission source consists of two 22.5 km North-South (NS) antennas
(one buried and one elevated) and one 22.5  km elevated East-West (EW) antenna .
Each antenna is grounded at both ends. The transmission station is located at
the midpoint intersection of the two antennas .

The elect rical axis * of the WTF EW antenna is 114°E of N at 75 Hz and
l18°E of N at 45 Hz;  the electrical axis of the WTF NS antenna is 14°E of N at
75 H z and 1l°E of N at 45 Hz . 7 8  The WTF antenna array pattern can also be
steered to any particular receiving location .

This report discusses the results of the latest measurements and compares
them with previous data.

*Ejectrical axis, or electrical location, is defined as the sum of the
antenna axis angle and the pattern skew angle. For instance, at 75 Hz the EW
antenna axis direction is 109°E of N and the measured pattern skew is 5° clock-
wi se; therefore , the electrical axis of this antenna at this frequency is 114°E
of N .

1
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ThEORY

For distances suff ic ient ly  removed from the region of the antipode , the
fa rf ield horizontal magnetic field strength component H~ produced by the
WTF array (normalized with respect to the EW antenna at ~ current of 300 A)
may be expressed as1~9

20 log H~~....K + 20 log E - - 10 log a sin 2-+ 20 log FS~.1 dBA/m , (1)

where

K = -143.7 dB at 45 Hz and -139.3 dB at 75 Hz

E = ~~~~~~~~ ~!~7)_1 is defined as the earth-ionosphere waveguide

excitation factor; note that E is inversely proportional to the
product of the effective ionospheric reflecting height h (in

kilometers times \IaeEW
aeEW = effective earth conductivity beneath the WFF EW antenna

= 2.8 x 10~~ mho/m at 45 Hz and 3.2 x 10~~ mho/m at 75 Hz

c/v = ratio of free space to earth ionosphere waveguide phase velocity

a = earth-ionosphere waveguide attenuation rate (dB/Mm)

p = great-circle distance between WTF and receiver (Mm)

a = radius of the earth €~6.37 Mm)

F($)/B = WTF array pattern factor, which equals unity in the direction of
the EW antenna axis.7’8

MARCH-APRIL MEASUREMENTS

Sunset transitional and nighttime CW transmissions at 42 Hz were
received in Connecticut from 2000 to 0400 EDT during the period of 13 March
to 4 April. The WTF antenna phasing was 0° . The normalized daily averages
are presented in table 1, and the actual field strength samples and SNRs are
listed in tables 2 and 3. The daily averages listed in table 1 are normal-
ized to the WTF EW antenna at 300 A and 45 Hz. That is, 1.4 dB has been
added to the actual measured field strengths (0.8 dB for the pattern factor
and 0.6 dB for 20 log 45/42).

The average normalized nighttime field strength was about 0.5 dB higher
than measured in January, March, and September 1974 and about 0.5 dB lower
than measured during November 1972 and December 1973.1,2,

52
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Table 1. March 1975, Connecticut, 42 Hz Field Strength Daily Averages
(All data normalized to the WTF EW antenna at 300 A and 45 Hz)

Date Sunset H~ Nigh ttime H
______________________ 

(dBA/m) (dBA/m)

3/13 — 3/14 —148.8 —149.8

3/14 — 3/15 —149.8 —150.8

3/15 — 3/16 -149.9 -149.0

3/17 — 3/18 —148.6 -148.6

3/18 — 3/19 —149.2 -149.7

3/19 — 3/20 -149.4 -149.8

3/20 — 3/21 -149.9 -149.4

3/21 — 3/22 —148.4 -148.6

3/22 — 3/23 —149.3 -1SO.3

3/25 3/26 —148.4 -149.3

3/~7 — 3/28 —148.1 I -150.7

3/28 — 3/29 1 -152.8 -150 .2

3/29 — 3/30 -149.6 -149.2

3/30 — 3/31 -148.9 -149.5

3/31 — 4/1 —147.6 —150.0

4/1 — 4/2 -148.8 -149.2

4/2 — 4/3 -150.8 -149.7

4/3 — 4/4 -149.5 —149.7

Average -149.2 -149.5

The March-April field strength averages are plotted versus time in figure 1.
The effective integration time per sample was 30 minutes and the average SNR was
20 dB. All plotted times are sample starting times. Note that the nighttiae
field strength from 2100 to 2315 was approximately 1.5 dB higher than that
measured from midnight to 0400 .

Figures 2 through 10 are daily plots of the March-April sunset transitional
and nighttime field strengths. The 80 percent confidence interval for the pure
nighttime mean data is presented to the right of the collected data points for
each day. Sample-to-sample variability in excess of this confidence interval is
regarded as significant.

3
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On March 13-14 (fi gure 2),  the field st rength oscillated throughout the
ni ght with peak-to-trough variation s of 2 to 3 dB. On 14-15 March, the field
st rength peaked from 2100 to 2300 , then rapidly decreased (by 9 dB!) by 0230
before increasing again.

During both 15-16 and 17-18 March (figure 3), the nighttime field
strength was again variable with peak-to-trough variations of 3 to 4 dB .

On 18-19 March (figure 4), the nightt i me field strength steadily decreased
by approximately 4 dB from 2100 to 0030 before leveling off, whereas on 19-20
March , the nighttime field strength gradually decreased by approximately
2.5 dB from 2100 to mi dnigh t, increased approximately 1.5 dB around 0100,
decreased again and steadily increased by 2 dB from 0200 to 0400.

During the ni ght of 20-21 March (figure 5), the nighttime field strength
peaked at approximately 2200 and then gradually decreased by approximately
3 dB during the rest of the night. During 21-22 March, the field strength
again oscillated with peak-to-trough vaiiations of 2 to 3 dB.

On 22-23 March (figure 6), the field strength peaked at 2212, decreased
4 dB by 2318, increased approximately 2 dB by 0030 and remained at that level
for the rest of the night . On 25-26 March, the nighttime field strength
gradually decreased 3 dB from 2100 to 0030, and then gradually increased 3 dB
during the rest of the night.

During the night of 27-28 March (figure 7), the nighttime field strength
steadily decreased by approximately 6 dB from 2130 to 0400. During the next
night (28-29 March), the field strength started out at the same low level and
gradually increased approximately 5 dB by 0045, and then steadily decreased
by approximately 2 dB during the rest of the night.

On 29-30 March (figure 8), the nighttime field strengths were less
variable with peak-to-trough variations of only 2 dB. However, on 30-31 March,
the nighttime field strength steadily declined 4 dB from 2200 to 0400.

During the night of 31 March and 1 April (figure 9), the field strength
steadily declined 3.5 dB from 2000 to midnight, increased 2 dB by 0130 and
then decreased 2 dB by 0400. During 1-2 April, the field strength was
essentially constant from 2130 to 0200, and approximately 1.5 dB lower from
0230 to 0400.

On 2-3 April (figure 10) , the field strength increased by 3.5 dB froii~
2000 to 2130, decreased 4 dB by 2318 and then steadily increased approxi-
mately 3 dB during the rest of the night. On 3-4 April, the field strength
decreased 3 dB from 2000 to 2100, increased 5 dB by 2230, decreased 5 dB
by midnight, and then increased 4 dB by 0400.

Presented in figures ii and 12 are the 1 hour effective integration time
samples for this period (each 1 hour effective integration time sample is an
average of two 30 minute effective integration time samples). As mentioned
previously, the largest nighttime signal variations occurred on 3-14 — 3-15
and 3-27 — 3-28, whereas the smallest signal variation occurred during the
night of 3-29 and 3-30.

Altogether, we measured during 18 nights in March-April 1975. It should
be noted that the nighttime field strength was not constant throughout the
nighttime measurement period (2100 to 0400) on ~~~ of these 18 nights.

6
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SEPTEMBER MEASUREMENTS

Daytime, sunset transitional, and nighttime CW transmissions at 76 Hz
were received in connecticut during the period of 15-26 September 1975. The
WTF antenna phasing was either 60° or 300° during the daytime and 300° at
night. The daily averages (not normalized) are presented in tables 4 and 5,
and the actual field strength samples and SNRs are listed in table 6.

Table 4. Summer 1975, Connecticut, 76 Hz Daytime Field Strength
Daily Averages

Date WTF Phasing Field S ength Average

6/5 0° —144,1

6/6 00 -143.9
7/17 0° -143.9 -144.0(0°)

7/19 00 —144.1

8/26 EW only -144 3
8/28 EW only -144.1 -144 .2( EW)
9/15 60° —143.9

9/16 60° -144.0 —144.2(60°)

9/ 17 60° -144.8

9/ 18 600 -144.3
9/15 300° —142.7

9/16 300° -141.9

9/ 17 300° -143.5 ~l42.5(3000)
9/ 18 300° -142.3I 9/19 300° -142.4 

____________ J
Table 5. September 1975, Connecticut, 76 Hz
Nighttime Field Strength Daily Averages

(WTF antenna phasing = 300~)

l ate Sunset H~ Nighttime

__________ 

(dBA /a) (dBA/.)

9/21 —144.2 —144.9

“/22 —143.7 —145.6

9/23 —143.3 —145.5

9/24 —143.5 -146.9

9/25 —143.5 -145.8

9/26 -143.4 -145.8

Average —143.6 —145.7

7
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Table 6. September 1975, Connecticut, 76 Hz Field Strengths and Peak SNRs
(Subtract 3 dB to obtain rms SNRs)

Time 9/21 9/22 9/23 9/24 9/25 9/26 Average

1900 -144.1 -144.1 -143.1 -142.9 — 143.3 -143.2 -143.4
(24.6) (26.0) (26.3) (26.8) (26.9) (26.9) (26.2)

1933 -144.1 -143.4 -143.9 —143 .9 -143.5 -143.6 -143.7
(25.1) (27.1) (25.8) (26.2) (25.9) (26.8) (26.1)

2006 -144.2 -144.2 —143.2 -142.9 —143.9 -143.8 -143.7
(25.6) (26.1) (26.8) (27.4) (26.6 (26.8) (26.5)

2039 —144.6 -143.2 —142.9 —144.4 —143.4 —143.2 —143.6
(24.8) (27.5) (27.0) (26.4) (27.4) (27.5) (26.7)

2112 -143.6 —144.1 —143.9 -144.9 -144.1 -143.3 -143.9
(26.6) (26.7) (26.7) (25.6) (26.5) (27.5) (26.6)

2145 -143.5 -144.6 -144.1 -145.3 —144.3 -144.3 -144.3
(26.5) (26.4) (26.3) (25.3) (26.2) (26.2) (26.1)

2218 -143.9 -144.1 -144.7 -146.6 -145.2 -142.5 -144.5
(26.3) (27.6) (26.0) (24.4) (25.3) (27.0) (26.1)

2251 —144.4 -144.0 -144.4 -146.1 — 146. 2 -143.8 -144.9
(24.8) (27.5) (25.9) (24.7) (24.5) (25.5) (25.5)

2324 -145.0 -145.2 -145.7 -147.0 —146.8 -146.0 -145.8
(24 .2) (26.3) (24.8) (23.3) (23.6) (22.5) (24.1)

2357 — 145.3 — 145.7 —146.8 — 147.6 — 147.1 -146.5 —146.5
(24.2) (25.8) (24.0) (22.8) (23.5) (22.0) (23.7)

0030 -146.3 -146.8 -146.9 -149.1 —147.8 -147.7 -147.2
(23.1) (24.4) (23.8) (20.7) (22.6) (20.8) (22.6)

0103 —147.1 -147.6 -147.0 —149.5 —146.8 -149.0 -147.6
(21.8) (23.3) (22.8) (20.5) (23.2) (19.5) (21.9)

0136 —146.7 —147.5 -145.8 -147.3 -145.6 -149.5 -146.8
(23.5) (23.3) (24.4) (22.5) (24.6) (19.0) (22.9)

0209 —146.8 -146.4 -146.5 -144.8 —147.3 -146.3
(24.2) (23.6) (23.7) (25.4) (21.0) (23.6)

During the week of 15-19 September, the WTF transmitted at 300° phasing
in the mornings and 60° phasing in the afternoons. From table 4 and figures
13 and 14, we see that 300° phasing produces approximately 1.6 dB greater
field strength in Connecticut than does either 600 or 0° phasing. Since the
Connecticut site is approximately broadside to the WTF NS antenna (i.e., the
azimuth angle is 89.5°j, only the WTF EW antenna contributes to the magnetic
field strength in the H. direction. That is, if the WTF dipole moment is
constant, the field strength received in Connecticut (in the H6 direction)
should be independent of WTF phasing angle. Thus , the 300° phésing results8



TR 5695

can be interpreted only as an increase in the dipole moment of the WTF
EW antenna.

It should be noted that other W1’F phasing and dipole moment anomalies
have been observed by us and also by the Naval Research Laboratory (NRL,
J. R. Davis, personal communication , 1975). We have recently resolved the
WTF phasing anomaly problem, and will present the results in a future report.

The September sunset transitional and nighttime field strength averages
are plotted versus time in figure 15. The average SNR was 22 dB. Note that
the average nighttime field strength was not constant. The field strength
from 2100 to 2315 was approximately 2.5 dB higher than that from midnight
to 0230. However, during the sunset transitional period (1900 to 2100), the
average field strength was essentially constant.

Daily plots of 30 minute effective integration time samples of sunset
transit ional and nigh ttime field strengths for September are presented in
figures 16 through 18. The 1 hour effective integration time plots are given
in figure 19. To the right of each day’s data is a bracketed line segment
that ind icates the 80 percen t conf idence interval for the pure nigh tt ime mean
data. The nighttime field strength was not constant throughout the measure-
ment period (2100 to 0230) on any of these 6 nights. The daily nighttime fieid
strength steadily decreased from 2100 to approximately 0130 by 3 to 6 dB, before
leveling off or increasing slightly. The largest field strength decreases
occurred on 24 and 26 September.

OCTOBER MEASUREME NTS

• Night t ime CW t ransmissions at 76 Hz were received in Connecticut from
27 October to 1 November. The WTF antenna phasing was 0° and the measure-
ments took place from 1900 to 0230 EST. Both amplitude and relative phase
were measured.

The October measurement period is highlighted by the “Halloween effect.”
This effect has been observed for the past 6 years in a row, between 27 Octo-
ber and 1 November. It is marked by an average drop in field strength of 2 to
6 dB, relative to the preceding and following nights.~~

5’10’11 The effect has
been observed in both the 40 to 50 and 70 to 80 Hz frequency bands. It appears
to be due mainly to a decrease in the nighttime excitation factor, rather than
to an increase in the nighttime attenuation rate (since , at a range of 1.6 Mm,
a 0.4 dB/Mm change in attenuation rate is only a 0.6 dB change in field strength).

The “Halloween effect” may well be related to the famous “November effect.”
Early observations of VLF waves transmitted from North America to England showed

2marked decreases in signal strength near the end of October and early November.1

Furthermore, VLF and LF radio waves received over paths -of less than 1.2 Mm in
western Europe showed large departures in signal strengths, near the end of
October (both increases and decreases), from their summer values.13 This so-
called “November effect” has since been identified as part of the summer-to-
winter change in the D-region and has been observed as an increase in signal
strength of VLF and LF waves over short (<600 km) paths.14 ’6 Thomas17 has
recently used recordings of VLF , LP , and MF radio waves propagated over short
paths to examine the times of onset of the summer-to-winter change in the

9
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D-region over cbntral Europe during 1970-1972. These times are found to be
delayed by about a month on the reversal in the mean zonal circulation in

• the stratosphere, the delay becoming longer , the greater the height in the
D- region .

The October daily averages (not normalized) are presented in table 7,
and the actual field strength samples and SNRs are given in table 8. The
nightt ime field strength averages are plotted versus time in figure 20. The
effective integration time per sample was 30 minutes and the average SNR was
20 dB. Note that the average field strength from 1900 to 2130 was only 0.5 dB
higher than during the rest of the night.

Table 7. October 1975 , Connecticut ,
76 Hz Ni ghttime Field Strength

Daily Averages

J Nighttime
Date (dBA/m)

10/27 — 10/28 —151.5

10/28 — 10/29 —146.0

10/29 — 10/30 —144.7

10/30 — 10/31 —147.9

10/31 — 11/01 —147 .4

11/01 — 11/02 
— 

—146.3

Average -147.1

Daily plots of the nighttime field strength are presented in figures 21
through 26. The effective integration time was, again, 30 minutes. The 1 hour
effecti ve integration time plots are presented in figure 27.

If we re fer to table 7 and figures 21 through 24 , and figure 27 , we see
that the field strength averages were remarkably different during the first
four night’ of the Halloween period. The nighttime field strength measured
on 10- .!7 and 10-28 (which was the lowest 76 Hz average nighttime field strength
ever measured in Connecticut) was 7 dB lower than measured on 10-29 and 10-30,
and approximately 6 dB lower than measured from 1900 to 2300 on 10-28 and
10-29. The field strengths were relatively constant (±1.0 dB) during each
nighttime easurement period with the exception of 10-28 and 10-29, when the
variat i on was approximately 5 dB. -

The relative phase (figure s 21 through 27) decreas ed approx imately 30’
during the night of 10-27 and 10-28, remained fairly constant on 10-28 and
10-29 and on 10-29 and 10-30, and increased 10’ to 20 dur ing the nigh ts of
10-30 and 10-31, 10-31 and 11-1, and 11-1 and 11-2. Note that although the
field strength amplitude decreased approximately S dB during the night of
10-28 .gnd In 29, the relative phase was essentially constant.

10
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Pt
Table 8. October 1975, Connecticut, 76 Hz Field Strengths and Peak SNRs

(Subtract 3 dB to obtain ems SNRS)

(EST) 10/27-28 10/28-29 10/29—30 10/ 30—31 10/ 31—1 1/ 1 11/ 1-11/2 Average

1900 —149. 7 -144. 8 -144.9 — 1 4 7 . 2  —147 .7 - 146 . 7 -146.6
(18.8) (24 .9) (24 .8 )  (24 .5)  (23 .2 )  ( 2 1 .8) ( 2 3 . 5 )

1933 -150.8 -144.6 -145.4 — 1 4 8 . 3  —148.5  — 1 4 5 . 8
(17 .5) (25.5) ( 2 4 . 7 )  (23.6) (22 .0 )  ( 2 4 . 9 )  ( 2 3 .0)

2006 —151 .2  -144.6 —144. 3 —149.0 — 1 4 7 . 4  -146.6 — 1 4 7 .0
( 17.3)  (26 . 1)  (25.6) (22 .5)  (23.3) (24 . 1) ( 2 3 . 2)

2039 —1 5 1 .6  — 1 4 4 . 5  — 1 4 5 . 2  -147.8 -146.4 -146.0 — 1 4 6 . 7
(15 .2)  (26 .2 )  (24 .9 )  (24 .4 )  (24 . 3) ( 24 .5 )  ( 2 3 .3)

2112 - 150.4 -144.7 -144.7 —148 .1  —146.8  — 1 4 6 . 9  — 1 4 6 . 7
(16 .4)  (25 .6) (25 .2 )  (24 .1 )  (23 . 7) ( 2 3 . 4 )  (23 .1)

2145 - 1 5 2 . 2  —144.8  -143.6 —149.3  —148 .3  —146.9 -1-1 7 .3
( 14 . ) (25 .9)  (26 . 7) (22 .4 )  (22 .0)  ( 2 3 . 4 )  ( 2 2 . 5 )

22 18 -15 1.6 -145.1 -144.5 —149.1  —147 .8  -147 .0 - 147 .3
(15 .2)  (25.6)  (26. 4) (23 .4)  (22 .5)  (23 . 6)  ( 2 2 . 8)

2251 — 152.8  -145.4 -144. 8 —148.4  —147 .5 —14 6. 2 - 1 4 7 • 3
(14.0)  (25.3) (26.1) (23.5) (23.0) (24.5)  ( 2 2 . 7 )

2324 —1 5 1 . 7 -145.8 -145.0 -147.5 — 1 4 7 . 5  -146 . 5 -147 .1
(15.1)  (24 .3) (26 .3) (24 .9 )  ( 2 2 .8) (23 .8 )  ( 2 2 .9)

2357 -154.3 — 1 4 7 . 2  —145 .1  —146.9  -147.3 -146.7 — 1 4 7 .5
j (12.9) (23.3) (26.2)  (24.8)  (23 .4)  (23.8)  ( 2 2 . 4 )

0030 -150.6 -148.6 — 1 4 4 . 7  — 1 4 7 . 0  —146.9  — 1 4 6 . 2  - 1 4 7 . 1
(16.6) (2 1.3)  (26 .3) (25.4)  (23.2)  ( 2 4 . 1 )  (22 .8)

0100 -151.7 -147.6 -144.4 —147 .5  — 1 4 7 . 5  -145.6 - 147 . 2
(15.5) (21.7) (25 .7)  (24 .9 )  (22 .6 )  (2 3 .8)  ( 2 2 . 4 )

0130 —152.1 -149.2 —144.5 —147.8  -146.6 — 1 4 5 . 4  — 1 4 7 . 4
(15.1) (20.5) (25.5) (24.6) (23.0) (24 .5 )  ( 2 2 . 2 )

0200 -151.9 —149.3  —144.6  —- —147 .7  — 1 4 6 . 3  -147 .6
(15.7) (20.8) (25.6) — (22.3) (24.8) (21.8)

As prev ious ly mentioned, this is the sixth year in a row that the
“Halloween effect” has been observed in Connecticut. Furthermore, the varia-
tions in field strength (durin g the first four nights) were the largest ever
recorded (in Connecticut) during a four-consecutive-night measurement period.

NOVEMBER MEASUREMENTS

Sunset transitional and nighttime CW measurements at 76 Hz were received
in Connecticut from 18 through 25 November. The WTP antenna phasing was 00
and the measuremen ts took place from 1700 and 0500 EST . Both amplitude and
relative phase were measured.

11
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The November daily averages (not normalized) are presented in table 9,
and the actual field strength samples and SNRs are given in table 10. The
field strength averages are plotted versus time in figure 28. The effective
integration time per sample was 30 minutes and the average SNR was 19.5 dB.
Note that the average nighttime field strength from 1830 to 2130 was only
0.5 dB higher than from 2130 to 0500.

Table 9. November 1975 , Connecticut , 76 Hz
Field Strength Dai ly Averages

Date Sunset H Ni ghtti me H
_______________ 

(dBA/in)~ (dBA /m)

11/18 — 11/19 — — 146.9
11/19 — 11/20 —144.4 —144.5

11/20 — 11/21 -145.6 -147.7

11/21 — 11/22 -145.5 —146.8

11/24 — 11/25 —145.4 -146.3
11/25 — 11/26 —147.1 — 147 . 1

Average -145.6 -146.5~~~~

Daily plots of the 30 minute effective integration time field strength
are presented in figures 29 through 34, and the 1 hour effective integration
time plots are presented in figures 35 and 36.

If we refer to table 9 and figures 29 through 36, we see that the November
field strength fluctuations (from night to night and within each night) were
nowhere near as severe as they were in September and October. The main excep-
tional (amplitude) night was 11-19 and 11-20, during which the field strength
was approximately 3 dB higher than during the preceding or following nights.
The maximum relative phase variation (—25°) occurred on 11-20 and 11-21 , with
most of the change occurring from 1700 to 1900 (i.e., during the sunset transi-
tional period).

Figure 37 is a plot of the November 1 hour effective integration time
field strengths measured from 1900 to 0230 (i.e., the same times as measured
in October). By comparing these data with figure 27, we see that the field
strength amplitude variation from 10-29 and 10-30 to 10-31 and 11-1 closely
resembled the variation from 11-19 and 11-20 to fl-2 1 and 11-22. However, the
relative phase measured during the November period exh ibi ted much less vari-
ability than did the October relative phase.

12



TR 5695
- tr Table 10. November 1975 , Connecticut , 76 Hz Field Strengths and Peak SNRs

(Subtract 3 dB to obtain rms SNRS)

(EST) 11/ 18-19 11/19-20 11/20-21 11/21-22 11/24-25 11/25-26 Average

1700 — -143.5 —145 .3  -145.1 — 1 4 4 . 3  -146.9 —145.0
— (25.9) (23.7)  (23 .4) ( 24 .1) (23. 7) (24 .2)

1733 — —144.9 —145. 7 —145.2 —145. 7 -147.2 —145 .7
• 

— (23 .4 )  (23.0)  (23 . 1) (21.8)  (22.6)  (22.8)

1806 -146.6 -144.8 -145.9 — 1 4 6 . 2  —146.4  —147 .3  —146 .2
(22.4) (23.6) (22.8) (21.3) (22.0)  (21.9) (22.3)

1839 -146.8 -143.8 -145.9 —147 .3 — 146.9 —146.4  —146.1
(21.6)  (24 . 7) (22 .7)  (18.2)  (20.9) (22 .5 )  (21 . 8)

1912 -146.7 -144.2  —146. 3 —1 47.3  —145 .1  —147.6  -146.2
(22.0)  (24 .3 )  ( 2 2 . 4 )  (20 .3) (23.3) (21.1)  ( 2 2 . 2 )

1945 —146 .3  — 144 .7 -147.6 — 1 4 7 . 1  — 145.8  —147 .2  -146.4
( 2 2 . 4 )  ( 2 4 . 2 )  (21 .3)  ( 2 1 . 2 )  (21.8) (22.0)  ( 2 2 . 2 )

2018 -146.0 -144 .6 -147 . 7 — 146 . 7 -145.2 —147 .4  -146.2
(22 .7 )  (24 .4)  (21.0) ( 2 2 .3 )  (23.0) (21.8) (22 .5 )

2051 -146.0 -144 .2 -148.1 -145 .8 —146.5 -147.7 -146.3
(22 .7 )  (25.0 ( 2 0 . 9)  (23 .8) (21.8) (21.7) (22 .7)

- ;  2124 - 146.4 -144 .1 -147 .0 -146. 4 -146.6 -148.1 -146.4
( 2 2 . 8 )  (25 .7 )  (2 2 . 2 )  (23.0) (2 2. 4) (20.6) (22 .8 )

2157 -147 .6 - 144 . 1 — 1 4 7 . 8  -146 .5 -146.1 -147 .7  — 146.6
(21 .5)  (25.6) (2 1.4 )  (22 .4) (21.6) (20.6)  ( 2 2 . 2 )

2230 -147 .3 —144 . 3 -147.6 -146.5 — 1 4 6 . 3  — 1 4 7 . 7  -146.6
(21 .4 )  - (24 .9 )  (21 .5 )  (22 . 6 )  ( 2 2 . 2 )  (22. 1)  (22.5)

2303 -147 .1 — 144 .6 —148. 3 - 147 .3  -146.5 —146 .6  — 1 4 6 . 7
(21 . 6 )  (24 . 8)  (20 .7) (20. 8) ( 2 2 . 2 )  (22 . 8) ( 2 2 . 2 )

2336 -147.6 -145.0 -147.9 -146 .4  -146. 8 —145.9 -146.6
( 2 1 . 1 )  (25.5) (21 .3) ( 2 2 . 1 1  (21 .3)  (23. 3) (22 . 4)

0009 -147 .6 -1 4 4 . 1  -149. 0 —1 46. 7 -146.8 —146 . 3 — 146.6
(21 . 6 )  ( 2 5 . 4 )  ( 2 0 . 2 )  ( 2 2 . 1 )  (21.0) (23 .3 )  (22 .3 )

0042 -147.6 -144.6 -148.0 -147 .0 -146.2 -146.9 -146.7
( 2 1 . 1 )  (24 .6)  ( 2 1 . 1 )  (2 1. 31 (21 .9)  ( 22 . 9 )  (22 .2)

0115 —147 .9 -144.4 - 147.9 — 146 .5  —14 6 .3  —147 .5  -146.7
(21.3)  (25.0)  (21.3)  ( 2 2 . 2 )  (2 1.8) (22.6 )  (2 2 . 4 )

0148 - 147 .2 -14 5 .0 -147.2  -147 .2 —1 46.6 — 146.6
( 2 2 . 2 )  (24. 6)  (22 .0)  ( 2 1 . 6 )  (21 .7)  ( 2 2 . 4 )

0221 — 1 4 6 . 3  —144 .8  -147. 7 — 146 .8 — 1 4 6 . 2  — 1 4 6 . 3
( 2 3 . 1 )  ( 2 4 . 8 )  (21.5) ( 2 1 . 7) (2 1 .9 )  (22 .6 )

0254 - 146 .7 -144.5 -148.6 —14 8 .0 —145. 5  — 146 .6
(22.5) (24.9) ( 20 .6) (20.4 )  ( 2 2 . 2 )  (22 . 1)

0327 - 146.4 —1 4 5 .5  —149 . 1  — 1 4 7 . 3  —145.9 -146 . 7
(22.5) (24.1) (19.9) (20.8) (22.6) (22.0)

0400 -147.2 -145.4 -148.0 —146.6 -147.4 — 146 . 9
(22.2) (24.4) (20.9) (22.2) (21.61 (22.\)

0433 -147.5 —145.0  — 1 4 7 . 4  —147 .0  — 14 8 .3 — —147.0
(22.7) (25.0) ( 2 1 . 6 )  (22 . 0) (20. 7) 

—
~~ ( 2 2 . 4 )

13
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DISCUSSI~~4

Table 11 shows the ratios of the number of low field strength nights to
total nights measured in Connecticut from 1970-1975 . During the 1975 measure-
ment period, there were 9 nights out of the 36 nights measured when the average
night time field strength (measured during at least a 4 hour period) was approx-
imately 3 dB lower than that on preceding or following nights. In total , there
have been 39 nights of the 176 measured when the average nighttime field
strength (measured during at least a 4 hour period) was 2 to 6 dB lower than
during the preceding or following ni ghts .  If these results are extrapolated
to a year, there may be as many as 80 nights each year when the average night-
time field strength would be approximately 3 dB lower than that on preceding
or following nights. This nighttime field strength reduction , also observed
at other midlatitude measurement locations , ’8-20 appears to be due primarily
to a decrease in the nighttime excitation factor rather than to an increase in
the ni ghttime attenuation rate.

Table 11. Number of Low-Field-Strength Ni ghts
Measured in Connecticut , 1970— 1975

Year 45 Hz Band 75 Hz Band Overall

1970 4/ 17 1/2 5/19
1971 2/ 12 0/13 2/25

1972 0/5 1/5 1/10

1973 2/8 7/41 9/49

1974 9/27 4/10 13/37

1975 4/ 18 5/18 9/36

Totals 21/87 18/89 39/176

It has been hypothesized20 23 that these lower midlat i tude fie ld  strengths
are a result of the charged particles that are dumped from the outer radiation
belt, following their insertion into the trapping zone during the early stages
of magnetic storms. In many cases, there is a definite correlation between
ionospheric irregularities and the lower-than-normal measured nighttime field
strengths. 19-22

During the last few years, we have made a considerable number of horizontal
magnetic field strength measurements in Connecticut. One fact that we have
definitely noticed is that ELF nighttime propagation is much more variable than
ELF daytime propagation — both in variations from night to night and throughout
each nighttime measurement period. The average normalized (with respect to the
WTF EW antenna at 300 A and either 45 or 75 Hz) daytime horizontal magnetic
field strengths (measured during at least a 4 hour measurement period) varied
by approximately 2 dB at 75 Hz (-145 to -143 dBA/m) and by approximately 2.5 dB
at 45 Hz (-148.5 to -146 dBA/a). However, the normalized nighttime field
strengths varied by approximately 8 dB at 45 Hz (-154 t~ -146 dBA/m) and by
approximately 7 dB at 75 Hz (-151.5 to -144.5 dBA/m).” ‘~~

14
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The received phase was measured (at the quadrature output s of the
recei ver) relative to the stable refe~ence , which had a short term frequency
stability greater than one part in 10 . For a day (D) to night (N) path
change , the corresponding phase change shift at the receiver would be

= ~~ t~(c/v) , (2)

where t~(c/v) = (c/v) D 
- (c/v)

N and A is the free-space wavelength.

The accuracy of most phase estimates is of the order of ± 50

Therefore, we can discern the magnitude of the phase shifts associated with
the sunrise-sunset terminators crossing the transmitter or receiver locations
E~ (c/v)] . We can also di scern the phase shifts that occur when the path is
either in total daylight or in darkness [6(c/v) ] . Previous results indicated
that the phase changed slowly when the path was under daytime propagation
conditions , and most rapidly when the terminator intercepts the path 10~24 ,25
(i.e., ~(c/v) —0.1 to 0.16).

At the Connecticut site (p ‘—1.6 Mm), a 15° phase shift at 76 Hz during
pure nighttime propagation conditions would correspond to a 6(c/v) of 0.1,
whereas a 300 phase shift would correspond to a 6(c/v) of 0.2. Thus, we see
that changes in phase velocity for the WTF — Connecticut path during pure
nighttime propagation conditions occasionally appear to be greater than or
equal to changes associated with the sunrise-sunset terminators crossing the
transmitter or receiver locations.

Intuitively, we would think that when the signal level decreases, the
noise level would also decrease. Table 12 is a comparison of the field
strength, atmospheric noise, and SNR behavior for 33 nights when the field
strength ~~~ad considerably during the nighttime measurement period, or from
night to night. As can easily be observed, large decreases in signal strength
are not usually accompanied by large changes in atmospheric noise levels.
The average signal decrease was approximately 4.5 dB and the average noise
decrease was approximately 0 dB, resulting in an average SNR decrease of

-: approximately 4.5 dB.

CONCLUSIONS

I’ The horizontal magnetic field strengths taken in Connecticut during 1975
have again demonstrated that the short-term sample-to-sample variability of
ELF nighttime propagation is much greater than the short-term sample-to-sample
variability of ELF daytime propagation. In fact, the nighttime field strength
was not constant during at least 27 out of the 35 nights measured.

In addition, there have been 9 nights out of the 36 measured when the
average nighttime field strength (measured during at least a 4 hour period)
was approximately 3 dB lower than on a preceding or a following night. During
the entire 1970-1975 period, there were 39 nights out of the 176 measured when
the average nighttime field strength (measured during at least a 4 hour period)
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Table 12. Comparison of Field Strength, Atmospheric Noise , and SNR Behavior
Date Frequen~ y Lo c al l i m e  S igna l  Behavior Noise Behavior SNR behavior

4/19/73 76 Hz 1800.2400 Decreased ~ 7 dB Decreased s 4 dB Decreased ~. 3 dR
5/14 /73  76 2000—2300 Decreased ‘t 6 dB Decreased ~ 2 dB Decreased “. 4 dB
5/17-5/18/73 76 2200.0100 Decreased s. 4 dB increased i. i dB Decreased ‘s S dB
9/27/ 73 76 1900-2130 Decreased ~ 4 dB Decreased s. 1 dB Decreased ~. S
10/30-10/31/73 76 1900—0300 Level s. 3 dB below Level ~ equa l to  Level  3 dB below

mon t h l y  mean m o n t h l y  mean monthly mean
11/21- 11/22 /73 76 2200-0100 Decreased % 4 dB Decreased ~s I 4B Decreased s. 3 db
11/24-11/25/73 76 2000-0300 Level s. 3 dB below Leve l ‘~. I dB above Level s. 4 dB below

monthl y mean monthly mean m o n t h l y  mean
1/25-1/26/74 42 1800.0200 Decreased ~. 8 dB ~. Constant ~)ecreased s. 8 dB
3/19-3/20/74 42 1800-0101) Decreased ~ 6 dB “ , Constant Decreased s. 6 dB
9/11-9/12/74 76 2200!_0200 Decreased s. 4 dB Decreased ~ I dB Decreased -. 3 dB
9/19-9/20/74 42 2100-0400 Decreased 4~ S dB “. Constant Decreased s. 5 dB
9/21-9/22/74 42 2100—0400 Level ‘~. 2.5 dB below Level ~ equal to Level ‘~ 2.5 dB below

monthl y mean month l y mean monthly mean
9/26-9/27/74 42 2000—0100 Decreased ‘~ 5 dB ~ Constant Decreased s. S dB
9/28-9/29/74 42 2100-0400 Level ~. 2 dR below Level ~ 2 dB above Level 4 dB below

monthly mean monthly mean monthly isean
10/30/74 76 2100-2300 Decreased ‘~ 4 dB ~ Constant Decreased ~ 4 dB3/14—3 / 15/75 42 2100-0300 Decreased ‘~ 9 dB s. Constant Decreased % 9 dR
3/15-3/16/75 4~ 2100-0300 Decreased 5. 3 dB Increased s~ 1 dB Decre ased ~ 4 dS
3/17-3/18/75 42 2200-0200 Decreased ~ 4 dB 5. Constant Decreased . 4 dB
3/18-3/19/75 42 2100-0100 Decreased ‘~ 4 dB ~. Constant Decreased 5. 4 dB
3/20-3/21/75 42 2200-0400 Decreased ~ 3 dB Decreased ~ I dB Decreased 5. 2 dB
3/27-3/28/75 42 2100-0400 Decreased ‘s~ 6 dB Decreased s. 3 dB Decreased 3 dB
3/30-3/31/75 42 2200—0400 Decreased s~ 4 dB 5. Constant Decreased s. 4 dB
3/31-4/1/75 42 2000-0000 Decreased s.. 3.5 dB Decreased s~ I dB Decreased -

~ 2.5 dB
4/3 4/4.75 42 2200-0100 Decreased s. 4 dB increased ~ 2 dB Decreased ‘~ 6 dB
9/21-9/22/75 76 2100-0100 Decreased ~ 3 dB inc reased ~ 1 dB Decreased 5. 4 dB
9/22-9/23/75 76 2100—0100 Decreased ~ 3 48 “. Constant Decreased ~ 3 dB
9/23-9/24/75 76 2100-0100 Decreased s. 3 4$ 5. Constant Decreased ~. 3db
9/24-9/25/75 76 2100-0100 Decreased ~ 4 dB Inc reased s, I dB Decreased 5. 5 dB
9/25-9/26/75 76 2100-0100 Decreased s. 3 4$ 1. Constant Decreased i ~ dB
9/26-9/27/75 76 2100—0100 Decreased s. 6 48 Increased ‘s. 2 dB Decreased ‘. S dB
10/27.10/28/75 76 1900-0230 t.evel ~ 4.5 dB below Level s. 3 48 above Level s, 7 • 5  dB below

month ly  mean monthly mean m o n t h ly  mean
10/28- 10/28/75 76 2000—0230 Decreased ~ S dB 5. Constant Decreased 5. S dB
10/29-10/30/75 76 1900-0230 Level 5. 2.5 dl above Level 1. equal to Level ~ 2.5 48 above

monthly mean monthly mean monthly mean
11/19-11/20/75 76 1700-0400 Level 5. 2.5 48 above Level 5. equal to Level ~ 2.5 dB above

monthly mean monthly mean monthly mean

Average Decrease Average Decrease Average Dec cc Is e
5. 4 .5 dB 5. 0 48 5 . 4 . 5 db

16
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was 2 to 6 dB lower than during the preceding or following nights. In
particular, this phenomenon has occurred between 27 and 31 October for the
past six years. If these results are extrapolated to an entire year, there
may be as many as 80 nights a year when the average nighttime field strengths
would be approximately 3 dB lower than on the preceding or following nights.
Further investigations of this phenomenon are in progress.

It has also been shown that large decreases in signal strength are not
usually accompanied by large changes in atmospheric noise levels. Also , phase
velocity changes during pure nightt ime propagation conditions occasionally
appear to be greater than changes associated with the sunrise-sunset termi-
nators crossing the transmitter or rece iver locations.

During the March-April , October , and November tests, NRL main tained
receiver sites at Stump Neck , Maryland , Thule , Greenland , TromsØ, Norway, and
Pisa , Italy. These results w i l l  be presented in an NRL report .

1’
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Figure 1. March-April, 42 Hz Field Strength Averages Versus Local Time
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Figure 2. 13-14 and 14-15 March, 42 Hz Field Strengths Versus Local Time
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Figure 5. 20-21 and 21-22 March, 42 Hz Field Strengths Versus Local Time
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Figure 6. 22-23 and 25-26 March, 42 Hz Field Strengths Versus Local Time
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Figure 21. 27-28 October, 76 Hz Field Strengths Versus Local Time
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Figure 22. 28-29 October, 76 Hz Field Strengths Versus Local Time
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Figure 32. 21-22 November , 76 H z Field Strengths Versus Local Time
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Figure 33. 24-25 November , 76 Hz Fie ld Strengths Versus Local Time
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Figure 34. 25-26 November, 76 Hz Field Strengths Versus Local Time
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Figure 35. 18-21 November, 76 Hz Field Strengths Versus Local Time
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Figure 36. 21-26 November, 76 Hz Field Strengths Versus Local Time
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Figure 37. 1900-0230 November, 76 Hz Field Strengths
(Bff.ctive Integration Time • 1 hour)

4_ i - -

35/36
Re~erse Blank



TR 5695

r
REFERENCES

1. P. R. Bannister, F. J. Williams , J. R. Katan , and R. F. Ingram, Results
of Farfield Measurements Made in Connecticut from June 1970 to Mày 1973,
NUSC Technical Report 4611, 17 October 1973.

2. P. R. Bannister and F. J. Wil l iams , ELF Field Strength Measurements Made
in Connecticut From September 1973 through January 1974, N(JSC Technical
Report 4719, 6 May 1974.

3. P. R. Bannister , F. J. Williams , J. R. Katan , and R. F. Ingram , “Night-
t ime Variations of Extremely Low Frequency (ELF) Signal Strengths in
Connecticut,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. CQM-22, no. 4,
1974 , pp. 474—476.

4. P. R. Bannister, “A Possible Explanation of the Nighttime Variations of
ELF Signal Strengths in Connecticut ,” pp. 279-283 of ELF-VLF Radio Wave
Propagation (edited by J. Holtet), P. Reidel Publishing Co., Holland,
1974. 

-

5. P. R. Bannister and F. J. Williams, ELF Field Strength Measurements Made
in Connecticut During 1974, NUSC Technical Report 4927, 1 October 1975.

6. P. R. Bannister, E. A. Wolkoff, J. R. Katan, and F. J. Williams, “Farfield
Extremely-Low-Frequency Propagation Measurements , 14 March-9 April 1971,”
Radio Science, vol . 8, no. 7, July 1973, pp. 623-632.

7. P. R. Bannister, F. J. Williams , A. L. Dahlvig, and W. A. Krainie r ,
Wisconsin Test Facility Transmitting Antenna Pattern and Steering Measure-
ments, NUSC Technical Report 4395 , 13 March 1973.

8. P. R. Bannister , F. J. Williams , A. L. Dahivig, and W. A. Kraimer,
“Wisconsin Test Facility Transmitting Antenna Pattern and Steering Measure-
mer~ts,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. COM-22, no. 4, 1974,
pp. 412-418.

9. P. R. Bannister and F. J. Williams , “Results of the August 1972 Wisconsin
Test Facility Effective Earth Conductivity Measurements,” Journal of
Geophysical Research, vol. 79, no. 4, Feb. 10, 1974, pp. 725-732 (correc-
tions listed on p. 2698 of vol. 79, no. 17, June 10, 1974).

10. P. R. Bannister, “Variations in Extremely Low Frequency Propagation
Parameters,” Journal of Atmospheric and Terrestrial Physics, vol. 37,
no. 9, 1975, pp. 1203—1210.

11. P. R. Bannister and P. J. Williams, “Further Examples of the Nighttime
Variations of EIF Signal Strengths in Connecticut ” Journal of~AtaQaphsria
and Terrestrial Physics vol 38, no. 9, 1976, pp. 313-317.

12. H. J. Round, T. L. Eckersley, K. Tremellen, and ~~. C. Lunnon, “Report on
Measurements Made on Signal Strength at Great Distances during 1922 and
1923 by an Expedition sent to Australia,” Journal of Institution of
Electrical Engineers, vol. 63, 1925, p. 933.

37



TR 5695

Pr

13. J. Hollingsworth , “The Propagation of Radio Waves ,” Journal of
Inst i tut ion of Electr ical  Engineers, vol. 64 , 1926 , p. 579.

14. R. N. Bracewell , “The Ionospheric Propagation of Radio Waves of Frequency
16 Kc/s Over Distances of About 200 km,” Proceedings of Institution of
Electrical Engineers, vol. 99, Part IV , 1952 , pp. 217-228.

15. 1. W. Straker , “The Ionospheric Propagation of Radio Waves of Frequency
16 Kc/s Over Short Distances,” Proceedings of Institution of Electrica l
Engineers, vol. lO2C , 1955 , pp. 122-133.

16. K. Weekes and R. D. Stuart , “The Ionospheric Propagation of Radio Waves
of Frequency Near 100 Kc/s Over Short Distances ,” Proceedings of
Institution of Electrical Engineers, vol . 99, Part IV , 1952, pp. 29-37.

17. L. Thomas, “The Summer to Winter Changes in the D-Region and Stratosphere,”
Journal of Atmospheric and Terrestrial Physics, vol. 37, no. 4, 1975,
pp. 595-600.

18. D. P. White, “ELF Propagation Measurements (Phase Ill-Fall 1971),”
Technical Note 1972-21, MIT Lincoln Laboratory, 31 July 1972.

19. J. R. Davis, “The Influence of Certain Ionospheric Phenomena on Extremely
Low Frequency (ELF) Propagation,” IEEE Transactions on Communications,
vol. COM—22, no. 4, 1974, pp. 484-492.

20. J. R. Davis and W. D. Meyers, Observations of ELF Signal and Noise
Variability on Northern Latitude Paths, NRL Report 7923, 11 November 1975.

21. J. R. Davis and W. D. Meyers, Solar-Geophysical Effects on Northern and
Mid-Latitude ELF Propagation, NRL Report 7771, 12 July 1974.

22. J. R. Davis, “ELF Propagation Irregularities on Northern and Mid- Latitude
Paths,” pp. 263-277 of ELF-VLF Radio Wave Propagation (edited by J. Holtet),
D. Reidel Publishing Co., Hofland, 1974.

23. W. N. Spjeldvik and R. M. Thorne, “Response of the Middle Latitude
U-Region to Geomagnetic Storms,” Journal of Atmospheric and Terrestrial
Physics (in press).

24. P. R. Bannister, J. R. Katan, E. A. Wolkoff, and W. A. Kraimer, Farfield
Extremely Low Frequency Propagation Measurements, May 1972, NLJSC Technical
Report 4675, 2 April 1~74.

25. D. P. White and D. K. Willim , “Propagation Measurements in the Extremely

____ 
____________ auej~q~. (E’ F) Baw~~’- !E~E TL~~,~act1bro~rThimunications, vol COM-22.

no. 4, 1974, pp. 457-467.

38



TR 5~95

INITIAL DISTRIBUTION LIST

Addressee No. of Copies

ONR , Code 427 , 483, 412-8, 480 , 410, Earth Sciences
Division (T. Quinn)) 6

ONR Branch Off ice ,, Chicago (F. L. Dowling) I
NRL, (J. Davis, W. Meyers, R. Dinger, F. Kelly), Code 6451

(D. Forester), 6454 (J. Clement , E. Compy, P. Lubitz ,
J. Schelleng)

NAVELECSYSCOP4IQ, Code 03, PME-l17, -117-21 , —117-213,
—117—213A , —117—215

NELC, (R. Moler, H. Hughes , R. Pappert , Code 3300) 4
NAVMA.T, Code PM2-0O (RA DM J. Metzel, Jr.), PM2-O01,

(J. Crone) 2
NAVSEASYSCOt44Q, Code SEA-03424 (W. Welsh), -0227 (J. Fox),

-03C, -034, -06H, -660C, -660D, PMS-396 8
DTNSRDC/A , Code 2782 (W. Andahazy, L. Dadin , D. Everstine ,

B. Hood, D. Nixon, D. Peoples, 1. Shaw, F. Walker),
2732 (F. Baker, D. Fairhead), 2813 (E. Bieberich),
278 (H. Boroson) , 2733 (P. Field , D. Rockwell) ,
0700 (R. Robinson) 15

DTNSRDC/C, Code 1548 (R. Knutson), 1102.2 (J. Stinson) 2
NAVSURFWPNCEN, Code WE-04 (W. Stall, 0. Norton) , -12

(K. Bi shop , M. Lackey, J r . ,  W. Menzel , J. Miller ,
E. Peizer , R. Stabnow , G. Stimak , J. Whelan) , WR-43
(R. Brown, J. Cunningham , Jr . ,  M. Xraichman , G. Usher) 14

NAVCOASTSYSLAB , Code 721 (C. Stewart), 773 (K. Allen),
792 CM. Wynn, W. Wynn) 4

NAVSEC, Code 6157 8 (C. Butler , G. Kahier, D. Muegge) 3
NAVFACENGSYSCOM, Code FPO-1C (W.. Sherwood) , -1C7

(R. McIntyre, A. Sutherland) 3
NAWAIR , Code AIR-0632 B (L. Goertzen) 1

• NAVA IRDEVCEN, Code 2022 (J. Duke, R. Gasser , E. Greeley,
A. Ochadlick, L. Ott, W, Payton, W. Schmidt) 7

NAVSH IPYD PTSP44, Code 280 (B. t4urdock) 1

• A~WTF , Code O1A (CUR lv. Danner), 32 (LT R. Elston), 412
(P. Burton, R. Kirkpatrick) 4

NISC, Code 2~ (C. Batts), 43 (J. Erdmann), 0W17 (M. Koontz) 3
NOSC, Code 407 (C. Raastedt) 1
NAVPGSCOL, Code 06 (R. Possum) - - -— —

U. S. Naval Academy, Anna. (C. Schneider) 1
CNO, Code OP-02, O3EG, -090, -23, -902, 941, -942U, 201,

—953, -.954, -96 11
OWN, Code MAT-0C~, -03L, -0302, -034, -03T (CAPT Walker),-4 ASW-23 6

:1 SUBASE LANT 1

I-i



TR 5695

INITIAL DISTRIBUTION LIST (Cont ’d)

Addressee No. of Copies

NAVSUBSUPF ACNLON 1
NAVWPNSCEN 1
NAVSUBTRACENPAC 1
CIVENGRLAB 1
NAVSUBSCOL 1
NAVWARCOL 1

Engineering Societies Library
United Engineering Center
345 East 47th St.
New York , NY 10017 1

GTE Sylvania
(C. Pucillo, D. Esten, R• Warshamer, D. Boots, R. Row)
Needham, MA 02194 5

Lockheed
(J. Reagan , W. Imhof , T. Larsen)
Palo Alto , CA 94302 3

Lawrence Livermore Labs
(J. Lytle , E. Miller)
Livermore , CA 2

Ratheon Co.
(J. de Bettencourt )
Norwood, MA 02062 1

Univ. of Nebraska
EE Dept. (E. Bahar)
Lincoln , NB 68508 1

NOAA

~~~~~~~~ ...4D.. Barrick , R. Fitzgerrell, U. Grubb, J. Wait (ERL))
U.S. Dept . of Commerce
Boulder , CO 80302 4

Newmont Exploration Ltd.
(A. Brent)
Danbury , CT 06810 1

- 4 . 1 1 ~’ .



TR 5695

~~~~

INITIAL DISTRIBUTION LIST (Cont’d)

Addressee No. of Copies

(J. Bridges)
Chicago . IL 60068 1

Stanford Univ.
Dept. of EE (F. Crawford)
Stanford, CA 94305 1

Stanford Univ.
P .O. Box 7457 (J .  Wikswo)
Menlo Park , CA 94025 1

Univ. of Colorado
Dept. of EE (0. Chang)
Boulder , CO 80302 1

SRI
(L. Dolphin , Jr . ,  A. Fraser-Smith , J. Chown ,
R . Honey , M. Morgan)
Menlo Park , CA 94025 5

Air Force Cambridge Research Lab
(R. Fante)
Bedford, MA 01730 1

USGS - Federal Centre
Regional Geophysics Branch (F. Frischknecht)
Denver , CO 80225 1

Colorado School of Mines
Geophysics Dept.
(R. Geyer, C. Keller)
Golden, CO 80401 2

Univ. of Arizona
Dept. of Mining ~ Geological Engineering
(U. Hastings)
Tuscon, AZ 85721 1

Univ. of Michigan
Radiation Lab (R. Hiatt)
Ann Arbor , MI 48105 1



TR 5695

INITIAL DISTRIBUTION LIST (Cont’d)

Addressee No. of Copies

U. S. Army Cold Regions Research ~ Eng. Lab(P. Hoeks tra)
Hanover, NH 03755 1

Univ. of Washington
Dept . of EE (A. Ishimaru)
Seattle, WA 98105 1

Univ. of Wisconsin
Dept. of EE (R. King)
Madison , WI 53706 1

Univ.  of Wyoming
Dept. of EE (J. Lindsay , Jr.)
Laramie, WY 82070 1

Univ. of Arizona
College of Earth Sciences (L. Lepley)
Tucson , AZ 85719 1

Univ. of Illinois
Dept. of EE (R. Mittra)
Urbana, IL 61801 1

Univ. of Kansas
(R. Moore)
Lawrence, KS 66044 1

Washington State Univ.
Dept. of EE (R. Olsen)
Pullman, WA 99163 1

Institute for Telecommunication Services
U.S. Dept. of Commerce (R. Ott)
Bolder, CO 80302 1

North Carolina State Univ.
EE Dept. (R. Rhodes)
Raleigh , NC 27607 1



TR 5695

INITIAL DISTRIBUT ION LIST (Cont’d)

Addressee No. of Copies

Ohio State Univ.
Dept. of EE (J. Richmond)
Columbus , OH 43212 1

MIT Lincoln Laboratory
(J. Ruze, U. White, J. Evans, A. Griffiths, L. Ricardi)
Lexington , MA 02137 5

Univ. of Utah
Dept. of Geological ~ Geophysical Sciences (S. Ward)
Salt Lake City, UT 84112 1

Purdue Univ.
School of EF (W. Weeks)
Lafayette, IN 47907 1

Nat’l Oceanographic & Atmospheric Admin.
Wave Propagation Lab (G. Little)
Boulder, CO 80302 1

Univ. of Pennsylvania
Moore School of EE D2 (R. Showers)
Philadelphia , PA 19174 1

Dynatrend Incorporated
(F. Ostherr, L. Parente)
Burlington , MA 01803 2

Dynatrend Incorporated/DC
(B . Mansfield)
Arlington , VA 22209 1

Cadcom Incorporated
CD. Brake, lv. Hicks, F. Klappenberger, N. Nicholas)
Annapolis, MD 21401 4

Electric Boat Division
(R . Clark , L. Conklin , H. Hemond, C. McCue , D. Odryna)
Groton , CT 06340 5



TR 5695

INITIAL DISTRIBUTION LIST (Cont’d)

Addressee No. of Copies

Science Application Incorporated
(J. Cz ika)
McLean , VA 22101 1

JHU/APL
(W. Chambers , P. Gueschel , L. Hart , H. Ko)
Silver Spring, MD 209 10 4

-~~


