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PREFACE

This report is the fourth of a series which at~
tempts to summarize existing knowledge about the
parameters which appear in the sonar equations.
These relationships, which find application in many
problems involving underwater sound, are stated for
reference in Part I of this series. As outlined in
Part I, the objective of the summary is to provide a
condensation of some of the basic data in underwater
sound for use by practical sonar scientists. The
present report deals with the scattering of sound in
the ocean in its relation to the prediction of rever-
beration levels. Material which could not be included
in these confidential reports will appear in a Secret
Suppiement to the series.

The complete series of reports is listed belew:

Part I - Introduction (July 1953)

Part I - Target Strength (December 1953)

Part Il - Recognition Differential (December 1953)
Part IV - Reverberation (February 1954)

Part V - Background Noise

Part VI - Source Level

Part VI - Transmission Loss
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A SUMMARY OF UNDERWATER ACOUSTIC DATA

PART IV - REVERBERATION

INTRODUCTION

n underwater sound, “reverberation” means the sound scattered back toward the source
nwinhomogeneities of various kinds in the ocean. The most obvious inhomogeneities in the
acean are its surface and its bottom, which scatter sound back toward the source in the form

i surface reverberation. The body of the ocean itself contains inhomogeneities of various
kirds. such 35 biological organisms (fish, plankton, diatoms, shrimp, etc.) and thermal and
rurbulence microstructure, Such biological and physical scatterers in the volume of the ocean
are believed to be the cause of volume reverberation.

o]

The 1mportance of this back-scattered sound lies in the fact that it often forms the back-
. round in which a desired echo must be detected. In submarine search, reverberation often
inrms the limiting background interference when a high-power sonar set is used in shallow
waleér; 1n mine hunting, bottom reverberation usually tends to obscure the mine echo. When-
:ver an: active sonar system is employed, it is necessary to consider whether reverberation
rmay mask the echo, and one must make some attempt at computing reverberation levels for
<implified situations in dealing with problems in equipment design and performance prediction.
it will be seen from what follows, however, that the computation of reverberation levels for
realistic caves occurring in the ocean is, in the present state of knowledge, far from a simple

matler.

Tre treatment of reverberation from a practical standpoint will begin with a statement of
tne defimition of a scattering coefficient, followed by a summary of what appears to'be known
~at it from the different scatterers in the ocean. In the sonar equations this parameter is
uws-ociated with a special form of directivity index, called the directivity index for reverbera-
n:on . 1o express the discrimination of a transducer against reverberation. Some practical ex-
pressions for the computation of this index will be given, and equations for the computation of
~erberation levels for ideally simple situations will be derived. It will be seen that where
«:=ple conditions can be assumed to occur in the ocean, the prediction of reverberation levels
.« straightforward once a value of the reverberation ccefficient is chosen. But for some prac-
tital problems of interest, such as the important one of long-range submarine search, it will
«i.peal thal & reverberation computation is at present highly uncertain.

TEE EEVERBERATION PARAMETER

The amount of sound which is scattered in a given direction by a unit area or volume is
<ieoafied by a <cattering coefficient. 10 log m. This cuefficient, unfortunately, has not yet been
©ver a short name of its own, and in what follows, 10 log m will itself often be used to denote
the coefficient. In order to identify the source of reverberation, subscripts will be employed,
Toiug mi. 10 Jog mg. and 10 iog mp) denoting the scattering coefficient for volume, sea surface,
anL nlns reverberation, respectively.

16 iog m i defired to be ten times the log of the power that would e scattered by unit
g o ovelume per umt intensity of an incident plane wave, if the scattering in all directions
cguas o that in the direction of observation. By unmit area 1s meant one square yurd of sur-
Crobetorn ovounit volume 1s meant onc cubic yard of ocean.

CONFIDENTIAL i




[

CONFIDENTIAL
DRECTION
OF OBSERVAT(ON
SCATTERED R
- . | )
WAVE . ’ b SCATTERED
: - WAVE
; : ¥
_ .
™~ .

N YD ‘

™~ ~. INCIDENT o, I‘;\\

™~ ~. prane 7 ™~
Ry - WAVE -/
. H .
‘ ;-
e T _—
T 1-a\ |ov : : :
. -
\
NIDENT PLANE
walE
{ay Voiume reverberation (b) Surface or bottom reverberation

ts rllustrating the definition of 10 log m. {The reference point P
Jrom the center ofthe elemental volume or area 1 the direction
*o4+ars the observer

ate l one vard

For volume reverberation the definition may be illustrated by reference to Fig. 1a. A
plane wave of intensity 1, is incident upon a small volume 4, centered at Q. Let I, be inten-
=1ty of the scattered sound at a point P distant one yard from Q in the direction of observation.
Then if the scattering is isotropic, the total power scattered by the volume 34, will be 4rl, and
the scattering coefficient is therefore given by

41,
1L

v

10 log n, = 10 log

The coefiicients for surface and bottom reverberation may be illustrated in a similar
mmarner, as shown in Fig. 1b. Consider a plane wave of intensity I, incident at some grazing
sie - upon a small area * of surface or bottom centered at Q. K I, is the intensity of the

cattered sound at a point P, the total power scattered by the area 5, would be 2n], if the
-¢arts ring were the same in all directions and there were no penetration into the surface or
suttome. Tre scattering cocefficient is therefore given by

16 tog m 10 lou

m mn
ownoalooy AntEotne target strength of sonar targets, 10 log 7{: and 10 log ﬁé—;—b may be

m 2%
Coae carcet -trength of it volume oroarez. In fact the quantity 10 log QL for bottom

o has been cylled the scalteripg strength of a unit area of bottom in analogy with
AL arnd e a eoclficient which appears 1o be conceptually easier to utilize than the
crirocorneffiennt in problems RO acoustic minc -hunting {1) Indecd thete is nu

setween the reflection and scattering irom targets and the scattering from
. oncean aad 1t boundaries. and both could well be specified by a parameter
v e gnt e finatin

et catters o eoefiierents may be o xpected to vary with the direction of obser-
Lo e s p g, tae o utface, Botto s and volume of the ocean has been studied only
St nae e towarnd e ouiee thi cdrrection will be amplied hereatter i this report,
Gt e tedn GE aefing Lorature . the freld of seatto ran o) hght moother
S clace 120 et oplupae seattering woald be of anportanee i attempt -
' C ool raccoyr e ekl Ceparated cending and receaving
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VYOLUME REVERBERATION
Cauzes of Volume Scattering

Volume reverberation originates in the body of the ocean. and 1s tn be distinguished from
tre scattering produced by its boundaries. Because a perfectly homogeneous uniform ocean
Jannot scatter sound, the cxistence of volume reverberation must mean that there are scatter-
11g discontinuities of some Kind in the ocean. The nature of these discontinuities has been the
subject of considerable speculatior and even theoretical investigation throughout the years, but
:s still one of the outstanding fundamental probiems in underwater sound.

Omne cause nf volume scattering that has received repeated attention is the velocity micro-
siructure of the sea, which may be in the form of smali-scale thermal or salinity gradients.
However, a combination of theoretical study (3.4) and field measurements (5) seems to indicate
that the reverberation which could be produced by thermal microstructure is too small, by
several orders of magnitude. to account for the reverberation actually observed. Yet, the
nossibility exists that other physical discontinuities, such as a smaller microstructure not vet
observed or . e smail bubbles that mayv be present in the mixed layer, may play some
anprec:able part in producing reverberation.

A more iikelv cacse of reverberation is marine life. Various kinds of marine animals,
+.ch as shrimp and fish. are known to be responsible for the layer of enhanced scattering
'-'rv.i-w.'. as the -deep-scattering layer.” The nature of this layer, as shown by acoustic data and

: net hauls. has received a great dea! of attention from oceanographers. Its properties are
he subject cf an enormous bodv of literature (6). One recent study (7) concluded that “the

cattering layer is in reality a complex strata of organisms; it is probable that the upper
scatterers are primarily euphausids and smaller crustacea, whereas the lower, heavier scat-
terers are primartly fish and forms of shrimp.” Certainly the layer hasa complex and variable
fa:inal population. Laboratory measurements of the scattering coefficient of individual fish,
:“.d and a knoawn number of shrimp (8), together with data about the population density of
these organiams in the scattering laver as found by net hauls (9), indicate that the scattering
which would be produced by such a population is of the same order of magnitude as that re-
c.rred from the scattering laver. The scattering organisms, or those on which they feed, ap-
rear to pe photosensitive, for the layver is known to move up during the night and down during
tke dav, with the amount of \ertical migration tending to keep the light intensity in the layer
r-aghly constany (100

'ﬂ ,- (‘

o

sn0rt ping lengihs also has vielded some knowledge of the distribution of

s of the scatterers in the deep-scattering layer (11,12), Yet the

: stic size and physical size of the scatterers is uncertain, and marine
vetn comblete agreement as to which organisms are principally respon-

stic prwperues of the juver. It seems reasonably certain that these organisms
in different areas and seasTns.

seems to pe no observations of the nature of the scatterers above or
trg laver. Thiz is due in part tn the sparse population of scatterers
he resuliing relatively low amounts of scattering produced. Perhaps
;'fr rotnat rh»- seatterers oytejde the layer are the same as those within it. Still,
1hal ruch i the case, and there are as yet no observations which pertam

a inothe griat volume of the deep ocean which produces the

sueerved at Jons ranges. A very important zone in which the nature of
i3 onknows oo owathin the surface spund-channel.

oot ool ur e e L sane - cattering has beon obtained with transducers directed
ot s reanent of reverberation yield 16 log my, directly as a
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ineuen of depth. Recentlv. a novel attempt was made to deduce the depth distribution of

The most extensive study of the depth distribution of 10 log m, has been made recently by
the Naval Electronics Laboratory (9), Measurements were made at two locations in the North
Paciic. and some wartime data obtained at a location near San Diego was reanalyzed. The es-
sertial features of the variation of scattering coefficient with depth are shown in Fig. 2, which
L.as been plotted from the data in Ref. 9. It is seen that 10 log m, falls off with increasing
Jepth, except for the broad increase in scattering near the depth of the scautering layer. That
1# ta =ay, superposed on 2 uniform decreasc of 10 log my With depth is the added scattering,
shown cross-hatched. produced by the scattering layer. By day. the zone of enhanced scatter-
g lies at a depth of about 1500 feet in the Guadalupe Island area: by night, it lies near the
surface. This diurnal migration in depth of the layer causes the depth distribution of 10 log my
10 have the typical forms shown on the left in Figure 2. In the more northern area (Queen
Crarlotte Isiands). the depth migration was found to be small or nonexistent. Above and below
:he layer. measured values of 10 log my tend to become smaller uniformly with depth, as.shown
bv the dashed lines in Figure 2.

The quantitative aspects of the depth distribution are somewhat as follows. In the absence
z{. or above and below. the deep scattering laver, 10 log m, decreases at the rate of about 0.5
db per hundred feet, having a value of -66 db at a depth of 300 feet and -80 db at 3000 feet.
Within the scattering layer. increases of 5 to 15 db are to be expected. The layer may be as
xuch as 2000 feet or more in thickness, and tends to become shallow at night and to become
deeper during the day. Thus, during the night. 10 log m,, may fall off much faster with depth
cause of the presence of the layer at or near the surface. In addition, sometimes more than
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one scattering layver is observed. At depths shallower than 300 feet, it is likely that consider-
ably higher coefficients may be found. Unfortunately there are no direct determinations of

10 log my at shallow depths nor within the mixed-layer sound channel. It appears, however,
from wartime measurements of reverberation at 24 kc out to about 3000 yards made with
norizortally directed transducers. that -60 db is a typical value for 10 log m,, under those
conditions (15.p 305). which must represent an average value for the near-surface ocean down
to perhaps 1200 feet in depth. Considerable variations from this value, however, are required
to fir individugal shscrvations, from ali the wariime data “we may conclude that the backward
volume-scattering ccefficient for horizontally projected 24-ke¢ beams varies from 10~* (-60 db)
1o 107% (-80 db). with 10-° (-60 db) the typical value " (15,p 3086).

Dependence upon Frequency

This subject was studied at considerable length by UCDWR during the early part of the
war. and the results of this study still remain the most useful information for practical pur-
poses (16). Reverberation was measured with downward-directed transducers at 10, 20, 40,
and 80 kc in several areas south of San Diego. The values of 10 log my obtained at the various
areas and at the various frequencies were irregular but, on the whole, showed a tendency to
rise with ‘ncreasing frequency. Fig. 3 shows mean and extreme values of 10 log my obtained
at the above frequencies” The average rate of increase with frequency is much less than the
12 db per octave to be expected from the fourth-power law of Rayleigh scattering, which ap-
plies to fixed. rigid obstacles smaller in size than a wavelength. However, there is no reason
15 expect Rayleigh scattering from the obstacles probably occurring in the sea, since they are
certainly deformabie and free to move in the sound field. Also, it is likely that, wnen all
depths are averaged together, the scattering arises from different types of organisms, many
of which are of the same size as the wavelength or larger.

More recently. knowledge of the frequency dependence of reverberation has been gained
s-rough detailed studies of the acoustic properties of the deep-scattering layer. In one
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mmvestization, the scattered return from explosive shots was analyzed with narrowband filters
etween 2 and 19.6 ke (17). It was found that, at and above 5 kc, there were peaks in the scat-
tering which varied with different depths. In one instance there was a considerable return at
15 ke at a depth of 450 feet, which did not appear at any lower frequency, at 5 kc on this same
record. a much broader and deeper peak was found; and at 2 kc there was no evidence of peak-
at ail. This peculiar behavior must indicate a different faunal population in different parts
he layver, and in different areas. The matter of peaks and “holes” in the reverberation

= \ektr\.m is of obvious importance in sonar echo-ranging, but for practical purposes, where
comparatively large volumes of ocean return sound at any one instant, there has not yet been
demonstrated any greatly increased or decreased reverberation at one frequency than an-
sther (18). The subject. however, deserves systematic study of a survey type for different

12 of the sea.

The uitimate in a detailed study of scattering from different scatterers in situ has been
ichieved by lowering a spark sound source down to the layer, and recording the return from
:ndividual scatterers !ying closeto the source (12). This has permitted a study of the “echo”
‘rym single scatterers as a function of frequency, and has enabled individual scattering cross
sections to be determined. But the method has not yet been used extensively enough to yield
data of operational usefulness, although it has proved to be another tool for studying the source
of valume scattering in the ocean.

SEA-SURFACE REVERBERATION

The surface of the sea is a type of inhomogeneity in the ocean which can, and does, scatter
s-und back toward the source. The obvious cause of this reverberation is the scattering
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‘nvestigation, the scattered return from explosive shots was analyzed with narrowband filters
teiween 2 and 19.6 ke (17). It was found that, at and above 5 kc, there were peaks in the scat-
tering which varied with different depths. In one instance there was a considerable return at
15 ke at a depth of 450 feet, which did not appear at any lower frequency; at 5 kc on this same
record. a much broader and deeper peak was found; and at 2 kc there was no evidence of peak -
ing at all. This peculiar behavior must indicate a different faunal population in different parts
of the layer. and in different areas. The matter of peaks and “holes” in the reverberation
spectrum is of obvious importance in sonar echo-ranging, but for practical purposes, where
comparatively large volumes ol vcean return sound at any one instant, there has not yet been
demonstrated any greatly increased or decreased reverberation at one frequency than an-
other (18). The subject. however, deserves systematic study of a survey type for different
paris of the sea.

The ultimate in a detailed study of scattering from different scatterers in situ has been
achieved by lowering a spark sound source down to the layer, and recording the return {rom
:ndividual scatterers lying closeto the source (12). This has permitted a study of the “echo”
from single scatterers as a function of frequency, and has enabled individual scattering cross
sections to be determined. But the method has not yet been used extensively enough to yield
data of operational usefulness, although it has proved to be another tool for studying the source
2f volume scattering in the ocean.

SEA-SURFACE REVERBERATION

The surface of the sea is a type of inhomogeneity in the ocean which can, and does, scatter
scund back toward the source. The obvious cause of this reverberation is the scattering
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produced by irregularities such as waves, ripples, and whitecaps, which exist whenever the sea
is not perfectiv calm. A more subtle cause of sea-surface scattering is the air entrapped near
the surface. This air content, in the form of bubbles, represents the effect of whitecaps and
sea roughness in mixing air into the upper surface layers of the ocean,

Little is known quantitatively about either of these sources of back -scattering. Even
though ocean waves have been studied qualitatively for many years, the statistical shape of the
sea surface has been entirely unknown until recently for any but the simplest type of ocean
swell (19,20). Further. even if the shape of the surface were specified statistically, the back-
scattering produced by it could not be foretold until the theory of scattering from rough sur-
faces is more advanced (21). The existence of air bubbles in the near-surface ocean water has
recently been demonstrated by means of an upward-directed fathometer which at times failed
10 obtain an echo from the surface in moderate and high seas, apparently because of clouds of
air bubbles entrapped beneath the surface (22). A possible effect of air bubbles has also been
indicated by tests of a sound-velocity meter which showed a lower sound velocity near the sur-
face after a storm (23). At any rate, although the presence of near -surface air bubbles are in
all likelihood a concomitant of whitecaps on the surface, their comparative importance in pro-
ducing surface reverberation is not known.

Both of these causes of scattering would become more effective the higher the sea state,
and one would expect 10 log mg to increase with increasing sea state or wind force.

During World War II, an analysis of much 24-kc reverberation data obtained with a shallow
horizontally directed transducer in deep water revealed a marked dependence of reverberation
level at short ranges on surface roughness (24). No such dependence was observed at long
ranges (Fig. 4). This indicates that at the shorter ranges surface reverberation predominates
over volume reverberation. On this basis, reverberation levels at a range of 100 yd given in
the report of this wartime work* have been used to derive values of 10 log mg by applying the
reported equipment parameters. Values of 10 log mg derived in this manner are given in
Fig. 5 as a function of wind force. Since the transducer depth used was 16 ft, the grazing angle
at 100 yards was 3°. 10 log mg is seen to increase up to a wind speed of 20 mph, beyond which
.t is constant. This levelling-off of reverberation at high wind speeds perhaps may be attrib-
-ted to the increasecd attenuation of
hubbles whipped into the sea at high
wind spceds, and to the shielding ef-
fect of the troughs of the waves.
From the date presented in Fig. 5, o
10 log mg also appears to be inde-
pendem of wind force at low wind
speeds, below the speed at which
whitecaps appear (8 mph). It is prob-
able. however. that at low wind speeds 2
the reverberation level is primarily =
due to, volume reverberation, for if € a. o
the reported reverberation levels for
tow wind speeds are used to compute ~
calues of 10 10g my, valies of -55 to ] )
-5l db are found, n approximate . P oM oAt Given N
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in contrast to the situation at short ranges, no dependence of reverberation level on wind
speed was observed at long ranges i these wartime experiments (24). This was attributed,
probably correctly, to the fact tha! olume reverberation should be predominant at ranges be-
vond a few hundred yards under the conditions of depth, transducer directivity, and frequency

of World War II echo-ranging sonar. A factor which contributes to the unimportance of sur-
face reverberation under these conditions is the fact that 10 log mg may vary with grazing

angle between a sound ray and the mean surface, becoming less as the angle decreases in some-
what the same way as bottom reverberation will be seen to do.

In fact, a variation of 10 log mg with grazing angle is indicated by the great change of 10
log mg with wind speed at 100 yards (Fig. 5), together with the lack of dependence of reverber-
ation level on wind speed at long ranges—say 1500 yards (Fig. 4). If volume reverberation is
strong enough at 1500 yards to mask surface reverberation and the effect of wind on its level,
it should be strong enough at 100 yards to prevent the change of 33 db due to the effect of wind
speed on surface reverberation from taking place. It must be concluded therefore, that 10
log mg is range ~-dependent or, more properly, that it is a function of the grazing angle at the
sea surface. If the sea surface acts like a perfectly rough surface, this variation would be
like the square of the sine of the grazing angle (Lambert’s Law); if air bubbles extending below
the surface for a certain distance play any great part in the scattering process, the scattering
would be more nearly isotropic, and 10 log mg would tend to become independent of the angle
at the surface.

There are, however, no systematic measurements of this variation, although an experi-
ment with a transducer tiltable in the vertical plane would be simple to carry out. Such a study
would throw light on the scattering processes operating at the sea surface and indicate accu-
rately the manner in which surface reverberation falls off with time. Surface reverberation
has not been systematically studied at ail in this country since the war, even though the develop-
ment of sonars utilizing the mixed-layer sound channel, and of active homing torpedoes, would
make such a study imperative. Indeed, nothing at all appears to be known about the variation
of surface reverberation with frequency.

The British have recently made some measurements of 10 log mg in shallow and in deep
water (25). In this work, the quantity (10log mg - MR) was measured, where Mg is the recogni-
tion differential. Unfortunately, MR was not determined, but was estimated to be 0+ 2 db for
the equipment used (26). For deep water, it was concluded that (10 log mg - MR) was -30 £ 5 db
for a wind force of 3 to 4 and that this value was constant over the range 300 to 800 yards. I
it is assumed that MR = 0 for the British equipment, this value is in good agreement with Fig. 4
for the range of 100 yards. In coastal waters where the depth was between 30 and 100 fathoms,
the following values of (10 log mg - MR) were found:

| No. of Mean Depth Range (Yards)

L Observations (Fathoms) 150 330 500 800
10 [ 49 -31.0 -- ~37.0 -34.6

| 7 ' 49 -- | -30.0 | -32.6 | -32.5

| 5 i 52 | _29.0 | -344 | -36.8 | -35.7

L 1 1 —_———d

Tte higher values at the shortest range (150 vards) were believed significant, and perhaps are
(e effect ot anncreasing grazing angle at the surface. When the data was broken down as to
“&d clats. the following values were found for ranges of 500 to BOO yards:

. Meunr Depth ! No. of | Mean Value W\

Sea State (Fathoms) @ Observations | (10 log mg - MR) |
i ! 52 ! 6 | -31.9 ;

2 59 4 ! -26.5 |

3 41 ’ 12 i 35.8 !

4 50 2 | -41.5 i
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The falling-off of (10 log mg - MR) beyond sea state 2 was believed to be real, and to be due to
an increasing aeration of the surface water with increasing sea state. This would result in
absorption rather than scattering of sound, with a consequent reduction of reverberation level.
In water 10-30 fathoms deep, higher values, averaging -26 db at 800 yards for ( 10 log mg -
Mpg), were found, presumably because of the presence of bottom reverberation from the sea
bed. These British results, obtained at a frequency of 50 kc, have been quoted at some length
because they appear to be the only quantitative postwar data on surface scattering available at
this time.

BOTTOM REVERBERATION

The bottom of the sea, or of a river or harbor, may scatter sound back toward the source
by one or both of two processes. The predominant cause of bottom reverberation is probably
the roughness of natural bottoms. This roughness may be the ripple marks produced by sur-
face waves and currents; for rocky bottoms, the roughness may be the jagged, irregular bot-
tom topography. Each element of roughness gives rise to an element of back-scattered sound.
Such roughness-caused scattering arises in somewhat the same way that an optically rough
surface scatters light. In addition, even a perfectly smooth bottom produces reverberation to
some extent because of the fact that it consists of sedimentary particles, each of which scat-
ters sound. This particle-caused scattering from smooth sand surfaces has been studied ex-
tensively in the laboratory (at frequencies between 0.4 and 1.0 megacycles) (27). However, it
is not yet entirely ciear how much of the reverberation observed in the field is due to particu-
late scattering and how much is due to surface roughness, although there is good evidence to
show that the latter is often the more important (28).

The first measurements of 10 log my were obtained during the war in studying the rever-
beration observed in shallow water with World War II sonar sets. Since the war, the impetus
to obtaining a knowledge of bottom back-scattering has been given by acoustic mine-hunting
for bottomed mines, since back -scattering usually forms the background in which the mine
echo must be detected. In response to this need, one field experiment aimed at evaluating
10 log my, has been carried out in this country (1), and the British have given considerable
attention to the subject, both in the field and in the laboratory, during the past two years (29,
30,31).

Variation with Grazing Angle

It is ncw well establishedthat 10 log mp, increases with the angle between the incident sound
ray and the bottom. This dependence on grazing angle plays an important part in determining
the rate of fall-off of bottom reverberation with range. Figure 6 shows the results of three
determinations of the variation of 10 log my, with grazing angle, based on data obtained by
UCDWR during the war (15,p.3186),and recently by the Naval Research Laboratory (1),and
UDE (30). The UDE data was originally reported in terms of reverberation level as a function
of range, together with the level of the echo from a sphere of known diameter (18 inches). By
using stated equipment parameters and converting range to grazing angle, the plotted values of
10 log my, have been obtained. The values shown for the various determinations of 10 log my,
are not all mean or average values of this quantity. The UDE values are perhaps 6 db higher
than the mean because of the use of a transducer having a broad hbeam in the vertical plane
which permitted surface-reflected paths to add to the simple bottom reverberation; the UCDWR
values at 10° are high for the same recason; the NRL values were stated to be about 5 db higher
than mean hecause of the method of measurement. Nevertheless, it would appear that the
NDRC data. obtained at 24 ke with horizontally directed transducers, are distinctly smaller
than the two moure recent and probably more reliable determinations.

A major source of discrepancy in measurements of this type 1s the unsatisfactory nature
f sedimentary nomenclature based on particle size (sand, mud) as a criterion of acoustic
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De-——\ yCOWR data, Frequency 2% kc (mean values) (from Ref. i5)

Figure 6 - Bottomn reverberation. Variation of 10 log my, with grazing
angie and its dep-ndence on bottom type.

scattering. If roughness is the principal cause of scattering, particle size will be at best only
an lndirect indication of reverberation. Indeed, the scattering from what seems t6 be the same
type of hottom is known to vary by 20 db or more (32). Also, a small area of bottom may scat -
rer differently for different directions in which it is viewed. In one experiment, the reverber-
ation from a portion of a natural muddy bottom estimated to be about 9 square yards in area
was found to vary by 10 to 15 db on training the projector around in azimuth (33).

Yet, the data of Fig. 6 are concordant in showing that my, varies with grazing angle as the
first or second power, so that 10 log mp increases with grazing angle at the rate of between 3
and 6 db per angle doubled. A value of 4.5 db per angle doubled, corresponding to a 1.5 power
variation with angle is 2 repscnablc average. This corresponds to a decay of reverberation
with range as the minus 4.5 power of the range in isovelocity water. This variation in angle
has been verified in the laboratory at 100 ke up to an angle of 25° through the use of a tiltable

projector and a small tray of sedimentary material (29).
Ydriation with Frequency
.
Ti.c variation of 10 log my, with frequency 1s of basic importance to acoustic mine hunting.

Togethicr with other parameters, it determines the oplimmum frequency for a mine-hunting

Sotiar et

CONFIDENTIAL

.



i P

CONFIDENTIAL 11

The subject was first studied by UCDWR during the War for a rocky bottom at frequencies
of 10, 20, 40, and 80 ke (15,p.318). The results showed no evidence of any systematic frequency
dependence in this frequency. range at a grazing angle of 30°. The essentially frequency-inde~
pendent nature of 10 log mp was also indicated more recently by NRL for other types of bottom
as well in the range 10-60 kc (1). However, some recent British measurements at 7.5, 50, and
300 kc have shown a strong change of 10 log my, with frequency, amounting to a decrease of
about 13 db between 7.5 and 300 ke (29). The values obtained are shown in the following table:

i )

§ Gm;gg 75ke | 50ke | 300ke
{

R -8.7 -16.7 -23.7
[ 3.6° -12.0 -22.7 -23.7
10 -13.7 -26.7 --

The bottom in the area of these measurements consisted of 3 to 4 feet of soft mud overlying a
harder material. The decrease of 10 log my, with increasing frequency is believed to have been
due to absorption in the mud, with the scattering arising principally from the harde: layer
below.

In summary, it may be said that there is no conclusive evidence as yet of a frequency
variation of 10 log my. The subject deserves further study, however, for not only is it neces-
sary to rational equipment design, but the frequency dependence of bottom reverberation
throws light on the basic scattering processes operating at the bottom of the sea.

DEPENDENCE OF REVERBERATION ON PINGLENGTH

It has long been known that, as a general rule, the level of reverberation of all types is
proportional to the length of the emitted ping. This pinglength dependence is reasonable, for
the pinglength determines the extension in range of the reverberating area or volume. Thus,
doubling the pinglength should increase the reverberation level by 3 db. That this actually
takes place was observed during the War (15, p.302) and has been subsequently confirmed on
many occasions (1,9).

There are, however, some instances where reverberation would not be expected to be
proportional to pinglength. When bottom reverberation is observed with highly directional
transducers at high angles of tilt, it is possible for the observed reverberation to be independ-
ent of pinglength when the reverberating area on the bottom is limited by the transducer beam-
width instead of the pinglength (1). Again, for extremely short pinglengths and extremely nar-
row beams, reverberation need not be proportional o pinglength when the reverberating area
or volume is so small that it no longer contains many scatterers, However, an effect of this
kind has never been observed, probably because of the extremely short pinglengths required
to make it evident, At the other extreme, very long pinglengths produce less reverberation
than would be expected from the linear law because of the effect of absorption in reducing the
scattering from the more distant parts of the reverberating area or volume. An effect of this
kind has heen reported at an unstated frequency in a Russian paper (34). Figure 7 shows that
whe reverberation fur long pinglengths is less than the linear law requires, Nevertheless, in
spite of these exceptions, one can feel reasonably sure in applying the linear relationship in
nearly all practical problems encauntered at the present time.

FLUCTUATION AND FREQUENCY SPREAD OF REVERBERATION
Sq tar. we have been concerned with average reverberation levels and their dependeace

or various parameters. However, the reverberation from an emitted ping is not a smoothly
decaying sound, but occurs in -hlohs™ of about the same duration as the emitted ping. Also,
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the envelope of reverberation never repeats itself from
ping to ping, but exhibits an irregular fluctuation in level
at any particular instant following the initial ping. This
fluctuation is probably due to the motion of the scatter-
ers relative to each other and to the sound source, so
that the vector sum of the individual scattering ampli-
tudes of variable phase fluctuates in amplitude. This
should result in a cumulative Rayleigh distribution of
reverberation amplitudes defined by P(x) = exp (-x*/a?),
where P(X) is the probability that any reverberation

1 (08)

30 ] 1 ! I amplitude exceeds x and a is the rms amplitude, This
003 ol 03 10 expression indicates that the instantaneous reverbera-
Pinglength (Seconds) tion amplitude will be greater than its mean or rms

value 37% of the time, and less 63% of time; it will be
10 db less than its rms value 10% of the time and 10 db
of the lesser rise in volume re- greater than its rms value only 0.005% of the time. The
verberation for long pinglengths validity of this Rayleigh distribution for the instantane-
(from Ref. 34). ous reverberation amplitude at a particular interval
after the ping was demonstrated by lengthy wartime
studies (15,p.324).

Figure 7 - ARussianobservation

The frequency spread of reverberation has not been given intensive study, even though it
is of manifest importance in the design of reverberation filters. There are several factors
which contribute to the frequency spread of reverberation. One is the own-ship Doppler, which,
in addition to the obvious Doppler shift of the mean reverberation frequency, causes a spread
in frequency because of the finite beamwidth of a directional transducer. Another source of
frequency spread is the finite duration of the emitted ping, which itself has a spread in fre-
quency between the half-power points of approximately 1/7, cycles, where 1 is the pinglength
in seconds. A third source of frequency spread lies in the nature of the scatterers themselves;
if they are in random motion, as surface and volume scatterers probably are, a broadening of
the reverberation spectrum will occur.

The frequency spread of reverberation was studied to some extent during the War with a
device called the periodmeter (15,p.330),which provided a display on a cathode-ray tube show-
ing the interval between successive zeros of an alternating signal recorded against time. The
frequency spread of reverberation, heterodyned down to an audio frequency, was found to vary
as the inverse one-fourth power of the pinglength and as the three-fourths power of the audio
output frequency. These surprising results are not understandable until a satisfactory theory
for the periodmeter, which would yield the relation between periodmeter readings and the
reverberation spectrum, has been developed. The periodmeter has recently been used to
study the frequency characteristics of reverberation from frequency-modulated pings (35),but
no quantitative information appears to have been obtained,

A more direct investigation of the frequency spread of reverberation has been made re-
cently, using cw, in connection with the deveiopment of an active cw homing torpede (36). A
typical cw reverberation spectrum for a moving transducer (15) is shown in Fig. 8 for a fre-
gueicy of 60 kc. Some of the resuits of this study were: (1) the maximum of the normalized
spectrum occurs at a frequency shift of 0.55 to 0.63 cps/kc/knot, in good agreement with the
predicted Doppler shift; (2) the average spectrum width at half voltage (6 db down) is 0.06
cps /kc /knot, with variations from 0,03 to 0.18; (3) observed specira are asymmetrical about the
Doppler -shift frequency, with more reverberation at the smaller Doppler shifts than at the
higher (Fig. 8) (this off -peak reverberation, however, is 30 to 40 db down {rom the peak); and
(4) the normalized spectra do not change significantly with transducer speed, indicating that
tin this data) the beamwldth effect on frequency spreud is small. In these experiments much
or all of the reverberation is probably surface reverberation, as evidenced by the fact that the
reverberation level was observed to increase with sea state and 1o decrease with increasing
transducer depth below the surface.

CONFIDENTIAL
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THE REVERBERATION EQUATIONS

Equations by which the reverberation
level at any instant of time can be com-
puted were developed during the War (15).
The formulation of equations for volume
and surface reverberation was obtained
mathematically in terms of two parame-
ters, J, and J . which express the dis-
crimination of the transducer against re-
verberation. Instead of giving a mathe-
matical treatment, however, we shall deal
with reverberation from a geometrical
viewpoint in a way that may make the
derivation easier to understand and the
expressions easier to apply to practical
problems. This will be done through the
concept of anideal, searchlight-type trans-
ducer having a uniform transmitting and
receiving (or “composite”) response within
a certain angle, and none beyond.

Volume Reverberation

Let us assume that we are echo-
ranging in an unbounded ocean with such
a transducer, which has uniform sen-
sitivity within a certain solid angle v,
(Fig. 9). Later on we will see how an
equivalent solid angle, v, can be found
for any transducer for which the com-
posite response is known, and how V¥ is
related to Jy. Thus, while the derivation
will be given in terms of the ideal trans-
ducer, it will apply to any transducer once
its equivalent angle v is known. At some
range, r, the reverberating volume which
scatters sound toward the source will be
approximately wr?t, where 1 is the ping-
length in yards, equal to (c1,)/2 where
is the time duration of the emitted pulse
and ¢ the velocity of sound.* If L is the
source level of the transducer and HR
the transmission loss for reverberation
{discussed below), the intensity reaching
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Figure 8 - Typical normalized reverberation
spectrum for a moving transducer (redrawn
from Ref. 36).

TRANSDUCER
/

Figure 9 - Geometry of volume reverberation
for an ideal searchlight-type transducer.

the reverherating volume ic L - Hp. From the definition of scattering cnefficient, the intensity,
at one yard, of the back-scattering from each cubic yard of the reverberating volume is 10 log
‘iny ‘41) for undt incident intensity. The scattering intensity for the whole volume, if measured
at unit distance. is L - Hy + 10 log vré® + 10 log my/4n. Back at the source the intensity of

reverberation will, therefore, be

R L - 2y - 10 logw + 20 log T + 10 log « + 10 log %ﬁ

sl these rens;its, the terms “pinglength” and “pulselength” are used synonamously when refer-
ratig tu the tirre Buralion of o pulse. But when a distance is meant, “pinglength™ ineans the exfen-
¥ Rk Gurdlion P Gistance ¥

s w1 .n range of the reverbernting ares or volume, while “trainlength” refers to the extensionn

CONFIDENTIAL
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This is the volume reverberation equation in terms of the solid angle v,

For any transducer, whether used in the same manner or not for transmitting and receiv-
ing, we can define an eguivalent value of y such that the total composite response of the actual
and fictitious transducers is the same. If q(8,¢) and q’'(9,¢) are the transmitiing and receiv-
ing sensitivities in the direction (8,¢9), and do = cos 6d8de is a small solid angle in the direc-
tion (6,¢), the actual transducer* has the composite response

PL i1
J‘ qQq'de = f j2 q(9,9)q'(8,¢) cos 6déde
4 o _%l

The fictitious, ideal transducer has the response

¥
j 1:ldo=y

Hence we find

en %

v = J j a{6,9)qQ'(6,9) cos 8dade
o T
-3

Surface Reverberation

For surface reverberation {including bottom reverberation), we shall characterize the
ideal transducer beam by a plane angle, ¢, and proceed in a similar manner as shown in
Fig. 10.

At the instant of time when the intersection of the axis of the beam and the surface lies at
the center of the reverberating area, the reverberation level is a maximum and the reverberat -
ing area is then err for small inclination angles 8. The intensity of back-scattering from each
square yard of this area (per unit incident intensity) is 10 log (mb/ 2n), measured at the unit
distance of one yard. Hence, in the same manner as for volume reverberation, we obtain for
the surface reverberation level

R=1L- & '1010g@+1010gr41010gt+1010g;r9[

R

For most instances invelving surface reverberation, the axis of the transducer is horizontal,
or pearly so, and the reverberation arises from a nearly horizontal surface {the sea-surface
or bottom). In these instances, only the horizontal directivity of the transducer is effective,
and the appropriate responses are the transmitting and receiving responses in the horizontal
plane, q(0,9) and g'(9,9) . Proceeding as before, we equate the composite response of the
actual transducer to that of the ideal transducer in vrder to obtain an expression for the
equivalent ideal beamwidth

2 b/2
q(0,9)4' (G,7)dp = [ 1°1dg = @
J RIEYF)

o

*¥[ an infinite baffle.
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[ As has been noted above, two parame-
- /\ ters, Jy and Jg, were introduced into sonar
“TRANSDUCER r usage during the war to express the de-
® \/ gree of discrimination of transducers
~ against reverberation (15,chap.12;38),in
- T much the same manner as the ordinary
or N .
[ = receiving directivity index, D, expresses
*:?/t_ the discrimination against isotropic or
Yeos 8 nondirectional noise. One essential dif-
ference between the reverberation indices
Figure 10 - Geometry of bottom reverberation and D is that the former involve the two-
for an ideal searchlight-type transducer in- way or composite beam pattern of the
clined at a small angle from the horizontal. transducer, whereas D is determined by

the receiving pattern alone. Table 1 gives

expressions for Jy and Jg in terms of the
wavelength vs. transducer-size ratio, the angle y in degrees between the axis and the 6-db-down
points of the composite pattern, and the receiving directivity index. The first line of Table 1
shows the integral expressions for Jy and Jg. It will be observed that J and Jg differ from y
and ¢ as used above by factors of 4n and 2n, respectively:

J, = -10 1og4w—n

[+
3, = -10 log =

Writing the reverberation equation in terms of these quantities we obtain

R “L- aig+10logn, -J, +10logt+ 20 logr

volume

R L-2Hg+- 10 1logm, -J,~ 10 logv + 10 logr

surface
These are the basic equations from which reverberation can be computed in simple cases. In
many complicated cases occurring in practice, great care must be exercised in selecting
values for Hp and 10 log m for the range at which the reverberation level is desired, and in
adding up all the sources of reverberation that may be present. Some of the considerations
which must be borne in mind in using the equations in actual cases are given in the following
discussion.

DISCUSSION OF THE REVERBERATION EQUATIONS

The preceding equations contain the guantity Hg—called the transmission loss for rever-
beration~which requires discussion. We have derived the equations on the assumption of
straight-line paths. In this siruple case, HR is the same as the ordinary transmission loss,
due to spreading and absorption, between the transducer and the reverberating area or volume.
If we write for this case of straight-line paths and spherical spreading Hg = 20 log r + ar,
where the first term is the loss due to spreading, and the second the loss dne to ahsorption and
scattering, we then obtain for volume reverberation

R =L-201logr-2ar + 10 logm -J + 10 log

vol

and {or surface reverberation

R -1 -301logr- 2ar 10 Jog m -J, + 10 log «

byl
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Whenever the ray paths are curved, however, complications arise because of the concomitant
effect of ray bending upon the size of the reverberating area and upon the transmission loss.
For example, in the case of volume reverberation, ray convergence will decrease the trans-
mission loss and the size of the reverberating volume in equal amounts. Ray-bending may be
visualized accordingly as affecting only the return trip of the emitted scund. Hence, if H is
the transmission loss between the transducer and the reverberating volume —suitably averaged
nver the latter if it is large—and Hp is the transmission loss for reverberation, then

2 HR = 2H-A, where A is that part of the transmission loss due to ray bending or refraction.
For surface and bottom reverberation, the effect of refraction in the vertical plane is neg-
ligible because both the horizontal width, ¢, and the radial extent, 1, of the reverberating area
are sensibly unaffected by bending if the grazing angle at the surface is small. Therefore, for
surface and bottom reverberation, the ordinary transmission loss and the transmission loss
for reverberation are usually the same.

In general, it also is necessary to distinguish between the transmission loss for reverber-
ation, Hy, and the transmission loss for the echo, Hg, in computing echo-to- reverberation
ratios, because the target may not be located at the same place in the ocean as the major part
of the reverberating area or volume. For example, a surface target may be masked by re-
verberation originating deep in the body of the ocean. In general, then, Hg and Hp are dif-
ferent; they are equal only when the target echo and the reverberation originate approximately
at the same range and depth in the ocean.

In computing volume reverberation, care should be exercised to use the appropriate value
of my. Whenever downward ray-bending exists, the depth from which volume reverberation is
received is a function of range, and it is necessary to allow for the depth variation of 10 log my,
in choosing a value for this parameter. Because of the fact that 10 log my has been found to
decrease with depth below the deep-scattering layer, the volume reverberation observed with
a transducer with a downward tilt, or one located in a negative gradient, will decrease faster
with time than the inverse second power, which would hold with a constant 10 log my. Ina
computation it will generally be necessary to draw a rough ray diagram in order to determine
from what depth the reverberation is coming at any instant, so as to be able to estimate a
value of 10 log my,.

At short ranges, up to a few hundred yards, it is probable that multiply-scattered sound
does not contribute appreciably to the observed volume reverberation and that only once-
scattered sound need be considered (15,p.269). This has been indicated by observing the re-
verberation received on turning a transducer quickly away after emitting a ping, when it was
found that in deep water the reverberation was 20 to 30 db less than its normal level (34),thus
demonstrating the unimportance of multiple scattering. However, at the longer ranges now of
interest in submarine search it is possible that sound scattered in the ocean and its boundaries
two or more times forms an appreciable part of the observed reverberation. There are no ob-
servations on this matter, and the subject of multiple scattering at long ranges is one for future
study.

We have seen from Fig. 4 that when using horizontally directed 24-kc transducers at
shallow depths there is a wind-force variation of reverberation at short but not at long ranges,
mdxcatmg that surface reverberation masks volume reverberation at short ranges but that at
iOnE TangTs vo : predominates. This illustrates the fact that reverberation
may have different origins at difiereni ges, Uniess an szl case clearly indicates a
single origin, each source ot reverberation must be computed from the ray diagram, together
with the appropriate equations, and the contyibutions of each added together to give the total
reverberation.

A ray diagram is also useful in estimating bottom reverberation, and is necessary when-
ever velocity gradients may change the grazing angle of a ray at the bottom. The effect of
downward refraction, for example, is to give a greater grazing angle and to produce enhanced
reverberation. Even in isovelocity water, we have seen that bottom reverberation falls off
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Figure 11 - Multiple paths contributing to bottom reverberation in
shallow water. (All paths shown are assumed to be the same length,
so that reverberation from different parts of the bottom is received
simultaneousiy.)

faster than the inverse third power of the range because of the fact that the grazing angle be-
comes smaller with increasing range.

An additional complication must be considered in most cases of bottom reverberation—the
effect of the surface in producing additional paths by which bottom-scattered sound can reach
the transducer. In Fig. 11, let a transducer with a wide beam in the vertical plane be located
at O. In addition to the reverberation received from the bottom at P, reverberation is received
at that same instant from other points Q, R, S, via surface reflected paths such as OMQO or
OARAO. Thus, the effective reverberation level is increased because of the finite transducer
beam width and the presence of the reflecting sea surface nearby. Narrowing the vertical
beamwidth should, therefore, result in lowered reverberation levels. That this actually occurs
has been shown by British experiments in which the reverberation in shallow water was com-
pared for transducers with different horizontal and vertical beamwidths (29). Although it was
found that the reverberation decreased linearly with horizontal beamwidth (31),as it should, a
strong dependence on vertical beamwidth was observed, as shown in Fig. 12. Narrowing the
beamwidth, however, may not improve the echo-to-reverberation ratio for a target lying on the

bottom. Thus, from the British experi-

o SR AR T ments, it is concluded (29) that multiple
2 }—~——3—--—+—,;A+—$—4——<1—;> o ’;‘ i paths contribute 6 db to both reverberation
g ; Rl ; and echo, except when the pinglength is s0
1y T TTT=tF” 777 777]  short that the surface echo is completely
i, L,,__,_,”,,,M,,“,;A%, S SR ] separate in time from the direct-path echo
fe : ,’ ‘ ‘J and does not reinforce it. The multiple
: ; R e SH S paths due to surface reflections are be-
if o, L,A - 1( R i lieved to enhance volume reverberation as
18 + 7 uog DATA mEDUCED TO SAME MORIZONTAL well whenever the transducer beam is not
Y G ;f*'* FaoM YD SCIENTIFIC AND TECHMICAL sufficiently directive to exclude the re-
B R flected paths (15,p.271).
+ . Lot .
5 z = : = = —r A practical matter that makes accurate
VERT CAL BLAMWDTH prediction of bottom reverberation difficult

LEGREES FROM AXIS TL /2 aMF _MMULE -8DB. N COMPOSITE PATTERN

is the fact that what appears to be the same
Figure 1¢ - Effect of the vertical beamwidth of  type of bottom often varies in scattering
+ horizontally directed transducer on bottomm  coefficient by 20 db or more. The slope
reverberation level. and shape of the bottom are important, and
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Figure 13 - Multiple origin of reverberation in
deep water at long ranges.

even the echo from an 18-inch spherical target placed on the bottom has been observed to vary
considerably in the course of a few hours, apparently with the tide (29).

It will be apparent from the foregoing discussion that there are many cases which are too
complex to be treated in the simple manner described by the reverberation equations. Com-
plex situations can be handled only by first drawing on a ray diagram the wave front for some
instant of time and then adding up all the reverberation contributions from each part of the
wave front, taking into account the composite beam pattern of the transducer. Fig. 13, for
example, shows a wave front AB at a long range in deep water. Reverberation may arise from:
(1) the bottom at A, (2) the surface B via sound channel paths, and (3) the volume C throughout
the body of the ocean. In order to find the reverberation level for this case it would be neces -
sary to add up the contributions from A, B, and the several portions of C, byassigning to each
a transmission loss, a value of 10 log m, and a factor depending upon the composite beam
pattern of the transducer. The simple equations can be used only when it is possible to choose
—a priori—a value of 10 log m which applies effectively to the entire reverberating volume or
area. Otherwise, one must proceed in the difficult stepwise manner of summing up all the
sources of reverberation.

Considering these difficulties in making a reverberation prediction for the long ranges of
current interest in active submarine detection, it will be apparent that the formal, logical ap-
proach to reverberation prediction indicated by the reverberation equations is at present im-
practical. For this problem we shall have to be content for the immediate future with empi-
rical predictions based on long-range reverberation measurements. Obtaining long-range
reverberation data ip shallow and deep water is thus an urgent necessity at the present time.
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REVERBERATION

An Addendum to Part IV of the Summary of
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{Réceived November 16, 1959)
INTRODUCTION

Much increased attention has been given to the subject of reverberation since the appear-
ance of Part [V, Reverberation, of the Summary of Underwater Acoustic Data in 1954 (1).7 Tor-
pedo homing interests in particular have provided the motivation for its investigation under the
Bureau of Ordnance’s Acoustics of the Medium program (2) and have clarified many problems
agsociated with sea-surface reverberation at the higher frequencies. Interest in bottom mine
hunting, largeiy responsible for the information on bottom reverberation reported earlier, has
provided additional knowledge and understanding, Growing interest in long-range active sonar
has pointedly emphasized the urgent need for knowledge and understanding of reverberation
from long ranges. Here the LORAD program has provided valuable information (3-T).

VOLUME REVERBERATION

Only a relatively small amount of additional data on volume reverberation hasbeen obtained
in recent years. NOTS (8) has reported values forthe volume scattering strength! as measured

*Now at U. § Navy Mine Defense Laboratory, Panama City, Florida,

tReferences appear on pp. 31-33.

IScattering strength, analogous to target strength, is the ratio, expressed in decibels, of the
scattered intengity at a distance of one yard from unit volume {1 cubic yard) or unit area {1
square yard) to the incident intensity.

S0 e

t
where 1 1sthe scatteredintensity at one yardand | isthe incidentintensity. Itshould be noted
that the volume scattering strongth §, is velated o the scattering cocfficient 10 log m as follows
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at depths between 50 and 1300 feet off Long Beach, California, for both a 60-kc c~w pulse and
for a "noise" pulse a few kilocycles wide centered at this frequency. No significant difference
in scattering strength was found for those two types of transmission, although in both cases a
strong increase with depth was observed, presumably because of a deep scattering layer. The
following table gives measured coefficients at 80 kc for two runs (runs 8 and 10) at a number
of different depths:

Measured Scattering

Run No. Depth (ft) Strength (db}

10 347 -82
10 347 -81

8 423 -93

8 595 -95
10 595 -9
10 595 -82

8 1114 -78
10 1335 -85
10 1335 -67

Essentially similar ORL measurements (8), though at shallower depths ranging from 60 to
250 ft, gave values lying in the range -79 to -69 db, with an average value close to -70 db.
Measurements were obtained at 25 kc and 60 kc, but no difference in scattering strength
between these two frequencies could be established.

The so-called deep-scattering layer has long been thought to be the dominant source of
volume scattering in the areas where it occurs. This layer has recently been restudied (10) by
means of an echo sounder lowered into the sea in order to observe the sound scatterers at
short ranges. Individual scatterers were made visible in this way. On one occasion individual
scatterers, presumably fish, were observed to rise at a rate of about 15 ft per minute and to
have an estimated density of one scatterer for each 650 cubic meters within the layer. A
camera alsc was used along with the echo sounder to obtain simultanecus acoustic and photo-
graphic records; this experiment showed a correlation between pictures of individual fish and
the occurrence of strong echoes. A layer of scatterers, presumably biological, has also been
observed in the North Sea, just at the top of a strong thermocline at a depth of 15 fathoms (11).
The existence of & strong scattering layer near the thermocline has also been indicated in
LORAD reverberation studies conducted in the Pacific during periods of severe convergent
zone reverberation (7). It is of interest to note a suggested correlation of the variation of
reverberation level observed from the convergent zone with biological activity or specific
diatom productivity (6).

The most thorough recent investigation of volume reverberation appears to have been
made by Westinghouse (12, 13, 14) by means of two transducers mounted on the bow of a sub-
marine. The use of short pulse lengths (0.3 ms at 60 kc) and the recording and subsequent
analysis of the back return permitted a detailed study of the back scattering within a small
distance immediately in front of the submarine (within 30 ft from the bow). Individual discrete
echoes within this volume were found to comprise the bulk of the reverberation. These indi-
vidual scatterers had target strengths ranging from -58 to -82 db, with a mean value of -63 db,
and had a density of 0.45 scatterer per cubic yard for scatterers within this range of size. The
target strength per scatterer was observed to increase with depth down to 380 ft by factors of
2 to 8, while the density of scatterery decreased with depth by factors of 5 to 25 between 80 and
380 ft. The product of these two factors, determining the reverberation power, tended to
decrease with depth, althcugh cohbiderable variations from a mean value were obeerved at any
one depth. Apparently at least some of the scatterers were fish since their acoustic size agrees
roughly with the target strengths measured by others for single fish, and because many of them
had a proper motion of their own of the crder of 0.1 knot.

SURFACE REVERBERATION

Only inconclusive data taken during World War II could be included in the summary at its
original writing (1), Since that time much quantitative information on sea-surface scattering
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has been obtained. Extensive measurements at kilocycle frequencies were made by the three
laboratories (NOTS, APL, and ORL) participating in the Acoustics of the Medium program (2).
Both NOTS and ORL employed a tiltable pair of transducers (one transmitting, the other
receiving) so as to observe the return of a short pulse from the surface as a function of the
angle between the incident direction and the horizontal, while APL used nondirectional trans-
ducers which gave a variation of angle during each ping.

Possibly the most systematic measurements of sea-surface back-scattering strength as a
function of angle are those of ORL, made off Key Weat, Fla, (15, 16). Figure 1 shows smooth
curves of the variation of scattering strength with grazing angle at 80 kc for a number of wind
speeds, together with the data points from which the curves were drawn. Although consider-
able scatter is evident in the data of this figure, the average deviation from the curves of a data
point involving 10 or more pings was only 3 db. The peculiar shape of these curves suggests
that there are different processes causing scattering in different ranges of grazing angle. It
has been suggested (17) that near normal incidence specular reflection {rom wave facets is the
dominant source of back scattering, while at intermediate angles, roughneas irregularities are
important. At low angles, a layer of scatters just beneath the surface was proposed as an
important cause of back scattering at moderate and high wind speeds. Evidence in favor of this
latter hypothesis was provided by observations of the acoustic return at normal incidence;
oscilloscope photographs of surface-reflected pulses showed a "forerunner'" arriving ahead of
the main surface return whenever the wind speed was 10 knots or more (18).

An essentially similar type of measurement was made by NOTS (8) in Pacific Ocean
coastal waters. Figure 2 is a summary of a large number of NOTS measurements of surface
scatterings plotted against wind speed in knots. Each plotted point is an average of all 80-kc
measurements at angles between 15 and 50 degrees plotted at the average wind speed of the
group. Although this data, together with that of the previous figure, show an increase of
scattering with wind speed, the results for the same wind speed are not entirely concordant,
possibly because of the different ocean areas involved. Finally, APL has investigated the
dependence of scattering on the roughness of the surface in Dabob Bay in Puget Sound,
Washington (19), with the result shown in Fig. 3.

In order to determine the dependence of sea-surface scattering on frequency, NOTS has
made measurements (8-20) at frequencies of 31.5, 60, and 100 ke, while ORL (9) compared
those at 25 kc and 80 kc. The NOTS data indicated no significant difference in scattering
strenglh for those three frequencies; on the other hand, the ORL results suggested that the
scattering strength at 60 kc is 4.5 db higher than at 25 kc. Again the discrepancy may not be
entirely observational, but may represent different sea-surface conditions at the time and
place the observations are made.

One final variable affecting sea-surface reverberation is the direction relative to the wind.
By analogy with the "sea~clutter” of radar, one would expect to find higher scattering looking
against the wind than looking with the wind. However, neither the NOTS nor the ORL investiga-
tions were able to confirm an effect of this kind; under the conditions prevailing for these
measurements, no appreciable difference in scattering in directions with and against the wind
could be established. Thus, although the acoustic measurements involved wavelengths closely
similar to those used {n radar, there appear (18) to be only general similarities between sonar
reverberation and radar sea clutter at the same wavelength, probably because of essential
differences in the scattering processes in the two cases.

The instanianeous amplitude of reverberation has long been known from theory and experi-
ment to be Raylelgh-distributed (1, 21, 22), and a number of recent findings tend to confirm this
result. In the NOTS work briefly described above (8), the reverberation amplitude at an arbi-
trary instant after the emission of the ping was found to fit a Rayleigh distribution reasonably
well for groups of 50 pure-tone pings for all three types of reverberation (surface, bottom, and
volume); however, the {it to a Rayleigh distribution for the "noise'* pings was not as good. In
other measurements by NOL (23), an approximate agreement with a Rayleigh distribution also
was observed for surface back-scattering at normal Incidence by means of bottom-mounted
transducers at 55, 110, 270, and 470 kc. However, the occurrence of large amplitudes was
found to be less frequent than expected—an effect which was said to indicate the presence of
only a small number of effective surface scatterers, Similarly, for bottom reverberation, an
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Fig. 3. Surface-scattering strength as a function of wave height in Dabob Bay in the

range of grazing angles of 5 to 20 degrees.

(API data,

Ref. 19)

NEL study (24) has demonstrated anew the validity of the Rayleigh distribution for the rever-
heration envelope and shown that the interval-maximum method of measuring reverberation—
where the peak of the envelope is read within successive fixed intervals—ia the easiest, least
variable, and most realistic method of determining reverberation levels, fnasimuch as con-
version factors to reduce such readings to mean reverberation levels are available (25).

The practical intercest in the back-scattering coefficient s that, together with certain
iistruaental paramicters, it determines the shape and level of the surface reverberation to be
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expected in any specified situation. An actual computation of surface reverberation, however,
turns out to be tediously difficult because of the complications created by transducer direc-
tionality in the vertical plane and by the refraction of the water medium. The latter effect has
been the subject of a separate mathematical study leading to methods suitable for use on a
large computer (26). However, for some needs an exact computation is unnecessary and may
mdeed be impractical. Here some simple methods for the computation of surface, bottom, and
volime reverberation may be of value (27).

In high-power, low-frequency echo-ranging, surface reverberation might be expected to be
the principal source of *he return from the convergence zones although scattering layers and
other phenomena can be important under certain conditions™ (6, 7) and may account for some
observed convergent zone reverberation levels which are 15 or 20 db above normal average
vaiues, Some measurements of convergence zone reverberation have been reported by NEL (4)
af 530 and 1030 cps. The investigators used an essentially nondirectional sound projector for
which the reverberating area can be considered to be a circular annulus approximately 2 mile
in width and lying at a distance of about 30 miles from the source. Measurements of both the
level and bandwidth of the reverberation from the convergence zone annulus were obtained.

The reverberation spectrum for pings several seconds long was found to be only about 1 cps or
less per kilocycle in a zero sea state and to widen with increasing sea state in a manner con-
sistent with the belief that the velocity of the surface scatterers was the principal source of the
spectral widening. The finite width of the convergence zone is refiected in the observation that
the reverberation increases with pinglength only up to a pinglength of 4 seconds in sea state 4
and 1 second in sea state 2, with no increase beyond. The ''standard’ reverberation level
(referred to the projector source level at 1 yard) was -123 db for sea state zero, with an
increase of 2 db per unit of sea state; no significant difference between the levels at the two
frequencies could be established (4).

BOTTOM REVERBERATION

A limited number of bottom-reverberation measurements were made in the Acoustics of
the Medium program by the same techniques as those used for the study of surface scattering.
Data on bottom scattering obtained by NOTS in this program (8) appear to be in disagreement
with older data on the bottom-scattering coeffictent, in that there is an absence of any depend-
ence on angle between 5 and 55 degrees for bottoms of sand-clay and fine sand, while the values
of scattering strength obtained (generally -30 to -40 db) are small. ORL data (9) on sand bot-
toms in the area of Newport, Rhode Island, and on coral rock and mud bottoms off Key West,
Florida, appear to be essentially similar to data on similar bottoms summarized earlier (1).
However, for a given type of bottom the scatter of reported data is such that it is not yet pos-
sible to estimate a reverberation or coefficient to much better than 10 db. One attempt to
rationalize the various measurements that have been made in the past is shown in Fig. 4, where
the regions containing most (though by no means all) the published data on scattering versus
grazing angle are indicated for the three principal types of bottom (27). The scatter of the
various available measurements confirms the belief that the bottom contour, or roughness, is
a more {mportant factor than bottom type in determining the back scattering of sound from the
bottom.

The British have made extensive field and laboratory measurements that throw a great
deal of light on the scattering behavior of bottom materials (28, 29). Figure 5 shows the results
of measurements on smooth and rough sand and "shingle' in a laboratory tank in which a tiltable
35-kc transducer was used. The variation of back scattcring is roughly as the square of the
grazing angle, a behavior that had previously been observed at higher frequencies. Although the
¢ffect of roughening the surface was found to be smali in the case of shingle, a roughened sur-
face raised the scattering from sand by about 10 db, The scattering from a rough sand, a
smooth shingle, and a rough shingle is approximately the same. These results lend credence
to the view that the gcattering process {8 a surface phenomenon without any penetration of the
pottom material—as there was no difference in scattering from sand layers ranging from 0.5 to
3 inches in thickness.

dSer st tion on Vol i Mo rie e
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Data on bottom back-scattering coef-
ficient has also been obtained by DRL, 0
University of Texas, at several locations
(30. 31). In measurements off Panama
City, Fla. (30), made at 12.5, 30, 69, 100,
and 180 ke, with grazing angles from §° to -5 f -
60", the variation with grazing angle was ;
found to depend on the frequency. At the /
lowest frequency the back scattering coef- Z
ficient was found to vary as the square of
the sine of the grazing angle, as the 3/2
power at 69 and 100 kc, and as the first
power at 180 kc. Surprisingly, at angles
above 25°, the scattering coefficient
decreased with increasing angle, especially
at the two lowest frequencies. The coef-
{iclents themselves, at a grazing angle of
10°, in terms of back-scattering strength,
ranged from a value of -49 db at 12.5 keto
a value of -33 db at 180 kc.

-]

~20 -

The DRL group has also conducted
model studies of back-scattering from
water-filled sands (32), They found that
these, .like other model studies of scatter-
ing, tend to predict lower scattering
strengths than those observed in the field, -30 - AS
undoubtedly because of the dominance of '
surface roughness as the scattering phe-
nomena in the field, Again reviewing the
available data, they coucluded that the
dependence of the scattering strength on —35 —
frequency is smaller in the field than L
idealized laboratory experiments would A
predict, although the reason for this is not }
clear (32). J0 20 30 40 30 €0 10 80 90

GRAZING ANGLE

; NN
e §
\@@ \

SCATTERING STRENGTH (db)

Although most determinations of bot-
tom coefficient have been made in shallow Fig. 4. Estimated approximate variation of
water, at least one measurement of the bottom-scattering strength with grazing angle,
back scattering of the deep sea bottom has based on various publisheddata. (From Ref.27)
been published (5). By means of a nondi-
rectional sound source and receiver at 530
and 1030 cps, the bottom reverberation
coefficient in 2100-{athom water was found to be proportional to the square of the sine of the
grazing angle (Lambert's law) and to show no significant difference between the two frequen-
cies. If 5. i the scattering strength and . the grazing angle, the measured data for very soft
mud over the range 30° to 90" were found to obey the relation,

S, =27 - 10 log sin?y,

where -27 db is the scattering strength at normal incidence. Figure & copied from this report
is a summary of a number of determinations of scattering strengths of muds, silts, and fine
sandg, reduced to normal incidence through assuming that the above relationship applies.
Although considerable scatier still remains in the data, there is a suggestion that some degree
of concordance to the miscellancous measurements previously reported is achleved by reduc-
ing the data in this way.

The scattering of sound from the bottom {n nonbackward directions—corresponding tc
nonreciprocal target strengths—has been investigated through the use of a separate sourcy and
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Fig. 5. Variation of back scattering at 35 ke Fig. 6. Bottom back-scattering strength vs

from bottom materials with angle for 2 frequency as compiled in Ref. 5
degrees of roughness. The ''sand" particles NEL data (deep water)

had an average diameter of 0.06 cm; the British data, Ref. 28

"shingle' particles, 0.4 cm. The 'rough' NDRC data, Ref. 21, pp. 316, 319
surfaces had roughnesses 2 to 2.5 inches deep ‘ NRL data, Ref. 33

spaced 7 to 14 inchea apart. {(Ref. 29) DRL data, Ref. 34

NEL data, 1954, Ref, 35

receiver (36). At a frequency of 92 kc, no appreciable difference between the scattering in the

direction back toward the source {0°) and the scattering in other directions (23° to 55° {rom

this direction) couls be established, Thus, at the particular location inside San Diego harbor,

the bottom appeared in these measurements to be a substantially nondirectional isotropic

scatterer of sound. However, other bottoms, especially those bearing regular ripple marks or

:iand waves, may be suspected to exhibit strong dir=ctional effects when viewed in different
rections,

MISCELLANEOUS TOPICS

Concerning the important subject of the frequency spread of reverberation, a few additional
studies of this matter have been made in recent years. An investigation of the spectrum of CW
reverberation, previously conducted at 80 kc and mentioned on page 12 in the earlier summary
(1), has been extended to frequencies of 85, 100, and 150 kc (37). In these experiments both the
peak level and frequency spread were found to increase with frequency, with the peak level of
the reverberation increasing at a rate of 5 db per octave and the spectral width at the 6-db
down points increasing from 0.052 cps/kc/knot at 60 kc to 0.064 cps/kc/knots at 100 kc. The
measurements were made aboard a submarine at various depths and over a range of speeds
between 8 and 12 knots; the data represent a mixture of surface and volume reverberation. The
reverberation at 150 kc was found, in these measurements, to be considerably lower than the
reverberation at the lower frequencies, although this effect could not be positively established
as being real. Some of the theory and results of this program of measurement of ¢-w rever-
boration have appeared in the wunclaaaified literature (38. 39), However, this Westinghouse
study of reverberation at short ranges immediately in front of a moving submarine (12) gave
clear evidence that a submarine imparts a forward motion to the water just in front of its bow.
A frequency analysis of the reverbetration recorded immediately after the emission of a short
(0.3-ms) ping showed that the motion imparted by a 5-knot submatine to the water in front of it
was about 0.5 knot at a distance of three feet from the bow and extended out as far as 26 feet.
Beyond this range, where the water and its included scatterers were unaffected by the sub-
marine motion, the spread of the volume reverberation at a frequency of 80 kc was less than
5 cps at the 3-db down peints, Inside this range, where the bulk of the reverberation In active
c-w systems originates, the reverberation spectrum was found to be broader, with its peak
shifted slightly downward in frequency. Because of this, the spectrum of the reverberation
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observed with such systems, illustrated in Fig. 8 of the earlier Reverberation summary (1),
does not represent the spectrum of reverberation arising at a longer range.

It is clear of course that the reverberation spectrum is significant only for c-w transmis-
sion or for long pulses; for short pulses, the bandwidth inherent in the pulse dominates the
spectral bandwidth of the reverberation itself. Under these conditions, which applied to some
British experiments with a short pulse 100-kc Asdic (40), the frequency spectrum of the rever-
beration does not depart greatly from that of the pulse itself.

The interest in long-range echo ranging in recent years has resulted in a number of
determinations of the fall-off, or decay, of reverberation with ranges or time under different
conditions. For example, during tests of an NRL submarine-mounted 10-kc directional sonar
(41), the reverberation decay in the snrface sound channel was found to be 9 db per distance
doubled, or like -30 log R; at longer distances, the decay in the interval corresponding to the
ranges R; and R, could be fitted by the expression

R
10 log 5+ 2(% * %) (Ry = Ry),
2

where the first term represents cylindrical spreading and the second term represents the
effects of absorption (a,) plus a residual attenuation (o, ) probably due to leakage out of the
channel. For three cases, o, was measured to be 0.17, 0.21, and 0.22 when the pulse length
was 1 second. Experiments by USL (42) have utilized explosive sources to provide infz-mation
on reverberation as a function of time and frequency. Near 100 cps the decay of reverberation
in the interval of 1 to 15 seconds was found to be approximateiy 8 db per time doubled in shal-
low water (less than 500 ft) and 12 db per time doubled in deep water, corresponding to cylin-
drical and spherical spreading, respectively. Near 10 kc, the corresponding figures were 15
and 13, respectively, representing the added attenuation produced by the presence of the bot-
tom and by absorption. NEL experiments (5) showed that the reverberation from a ping in
deep (2100-fathom) water at times immediately following the first return of sound from the
bottom (between 5 and 10 seconds) could be fitted by an analytical expression based on simple
geometrical considerations; in these experiments the effect of surface-image interference was
plainly manifested by regular variations of a few db in the reverberation decay. For shallow
water NEL has found a theory, based on ray methods for calculation of long-range bottom
reverberation, which gives good agreement with experiment when a sine squared dependence of
scattering strength (Lambert's Law) I8 assumed rather than omnidirectional scattering (43).
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