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Abstract

Transionospheric radio signals might undergo random modulations of their amplitude and phase caused by scattering on irregular
structures in the ionosphere. These scintillation phenomena are highly anisotropic, depend on local geomagnetic field configuaration
and on the relative position of the signal receiver and scattering irregularity. We derive analytical expressions of anisotropic amplitude
and phase scintillation indices using the model of a thin random phase screen. These results extend the classical derivations of [C. Rino,
Radio Sci. 14, 1135 (1979)] to a larger domain of applicability including very slant propagation links of the radio wave signals. The
derived generalization is based on the assumption that the ionospheric scattering layer has a spherical symmetry as opposed to the orig-
inal Rino’s assumption of a plan-parallel ionospheric layer. The derived scintillation indices have the simpler analytical form, determine
the regions of enhanced scintillation by taking into account the finite curvature of the Earth and of the ionospheric shell, and are
divergence-free for large zenith angles of propagation links. For the illustration we discuss the geometric enhancement of scintillation
for communication links via a geostationary beacon satellite over the equator.
© 2023 COSPAR. Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/

by-nc-nd/4.0/).
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1. Introduction

Electron density irregularities in the nighttime iono-
sphere are responsible for causing amplitude and phase
scintillation of transionospherically propagating radio
waves. Such irregularities are usually aligned along the geo-
magnetic field lines of force, are elongated along these lines,
and show complex morphology. Due to these features of
ionospheric inhomogeneities, the resulting scintillation
indices are anisotropic, i.e., the fluctuation levels of the
transmitted radio wave depend on the receiver zenith and
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azimuth angles of the transionospheric link as well as on
the anisotropy parameters (Kumagai and Ogawa, 1986;
Gola et al, 1992; Anderson and Straus, 2005;
Afraimovich et al., 2011; Jandieri et al., 2017; Bezler
et al., 2019; Hong et al., 2020; Yang and Morton, 2020).
Several models of anisotropic random ionospheric med-
ium have been proposed in multiple studies (Briggs and
Parkin, 1963; Singleton, 1970; Mikkelsen et al., 1978).
The usual approach is to restrict own attention on the
second-order statistical correlation properties of the elec-
tron density fluctuations of ionospheric irregularities. For
anisotropic medium the value of correlation radius would
depend on the direction of the vector that connects two
spatial points at which the correlation properties of elec-
tron density fluctuations are studied. For example, the cor-
relation radius for a field-aligned anisotropic irregularity is
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larger in the direction of the geomagnetic field when com-
paring to any other direction. For analytic calculations,
surfaces where the correlation radius is set to be constant
are usually approximated by ellipsoids. Such model is well
justified in the spaced-receiver correlation experiments of
diffraction pattern of transionospheric signals (Briggs
et al., 1950; Costa et al., 1988).

Based on the ellipsoidal model for anisotropic electron
density fluctuations, C. Rino in (Rino, 1979a) managed
to obtain the analytic formulas for the scintillation indices
of the electromagnetic wave scattered on such inhomo-
geneities. This model is applicable for a weak scattering
regime, when the irregular ionosphere can be considered
as a thin random phase-changing screen with the pre-
scribed statistical properties. The Rino approach became
later the cornerstone in the development of the global cli-
matological scintillation model WBMOD (Secan and
Fremouw, 1983; Secan et al., 1995; Secan et al., 1997),
which has been validated in multiple studies (Knight
et al., 1999; Cervera et al., 2001; Forte and Radicella,
2005; Priyadarshi and Wernik, 2013; Carter et al., 2014).
The Rino model remains a popular tool in studies of differ-
ent aspects of ionospheric scintillation (Wernik et al., 2007;
Rino, 2011; Carrano et al., 2012a; Carrano et al., 2012b;
Deshpande et al., 2014). This can be attributed to the fact
that the model provides the closed analytical expressions
for the scintillation indices, uses plausible assumptions,
and is applicable in multiple practical situations.

One of the premises of this theoretical treatment is the
assumption that the source of the radio signal is positioned
in near vertical direction to the ground-based receiver. In
this approximation the effects connected to the finite curva-
ture of the ionospheric layer can be neglected, while the
slant signal propagation paths are treated via the series
of appropriate projection transformations. As an example
of such transformations, the vertical distances are pro-
jected to the slant ones via the multiplication by the map-
ping function secf, where 0 is the observer zenith angle.
It is clear that the secant function diverges at the zenith
angles close to m/2 radians and therefore yields the inade-
quate values for the slant ranges at these angles. In fact,
the inclusion of effects connected with the finite curvature
of the Earth and of the ionospheric layer is necessary for
the very slant links.

To our knowledge the first attempt to include the correc-
tions to the classical theory of Rino (1979a,b), aiming to
extend its applicability domain to the case of very slant
propagation paths, has been undertaken by Priyadarshi
and Wernik (2013). Priyadarshi and Wernik performed
the qualitative analysis of scintillation indices and treated
their divergency for slant links by expressing the satellite
elevation angle in terms of the elevation angle of the obser-
ver (El-Arini et al., 1994). Still, the functional dependence
of the scintillation indices on the elevation angle in this
work has been adapted from the original flat-geometry for-
mulation (Rino, 1979a) and thus the proposed modifica-
tion is not a fully consistent generalization to the
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spherical geometry. In Vasylyev et al. (2022) we considered
the geometric aspects of the scintillation modeling in more
consecutive manner and listed the expressions for the scin-
tillation indices in the weak scattering regime assuming the
sphericity of the ionospheric shell. The present article pro-
vides more details on this treatment of the radio wave
propagation in a weakly scattering random medium with
the inclusion of spherical geometry of the ionospheric layer
and of the Earth surface.

The article is structured as follows. In Section 2 the
problem of electromagnetic wave propagation in the ran-
dom ionosphere is outlined. In Section 3 we derive analytic
expressions for scintillation indices taking into account ani-
sotropic effects and considering spherical symmetry of the
ionospheric shell and Earth surface. The obtained results
are then compared with the Rino model, which utilizes
the flat-geometry approximation. In Section 4 the geomet-
ric enhancement of scintillation is demonstrated for the
vertical and slant signal propagation links. Finally, some
concluding remarks are summarized in Section 5.

2. Theory of scintillation: a thin phase screen approach

In this section we summarize the main results of wave
propagation theory in a randomly inhomogeneous iono-
sphere with the emphasis on the thin random phase screen
approach. Later on this approach would be used for
obtaining the analytical expressions for the anisotropic
scintillation indices.

2.1. Wave propagation in a randomly inhomogeneous
ionosphere

Let us consider the situation when a sender, placed e.g.
on an orbiting or stationary satellite, transmits a signal at
some radio frequency band to a ground-based receiver.
The signal transverses the layer of the ionosphere. The lat-
ter has a randomly inhomogeneous structure under dis-
turbed ionospheric conditions. In this case the slow
varying component of the electromagnetic field, u(r), satis-
fies the following paraxial wave equation (Yeh and Liu,
1982; Tatarski, 2016)

u(r)
e (1)

where the z axis is chosen along the propagation direction,
A, is the Laplace operator component transversal to this
direction, k is the wavenumber in the medium, and

2ik

+ A u(r) + 2k*on(r)u(r)

0,

)2
Tol

" (2)

is the random part of the medium refractive index. Here
r, ~2.818 x 107" m is the classical electron radius and
/. =2mn/k is the wavelength of the electromagnetic wave,
and JN, is the random component of the ionospheric elec-
tron density. It is worth to note that the relationship (2) is
approximative and is justified if the wave frequency is

on(r) =~

5Ne(r)a
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much larger than the plasma frequency (i.e., larger than 1—
1.5 MHz).

The Eq. (1) establishes the relationship between the
wave function u and the random function on. In the view
of stochastic nature of the function u(r), the properties of
the transmitted wave are characterized by the moments
of u or by their combinations. One such a combination that
is widely used is the intensity or amplitude scintillation
index

where I = |u|* is the intensity of the transmitted wave. The
index S4, as seen from its definition, characterizes the
strength of intensity deviations from the mean intensity.
The amplitude scintillation index as defined in Eq. (3)
uses the absolute values of the electric field. However, in
some applications the information on the strength of phase
fluctuations is of higher interest. Denoting the phase depar-
ture of the wave detected by the observer as S the index

os =/ (s") = (s 4)

characterizes the strength of phase fluctuations from the
mean phase value. Since the phase is a circular variable,
this definition is applicable as statistical measure if the
phase deviations from the mean are much less than the
value of =.

2.2. Thin phase screen approximation

One method for solving Eq. (1) is based on the assump-
tion that the irregular medium is thin enough and the
diffraction-associated spreading of the wave propagating
within this medium is therefore negligible. This require-
ment is met if the corresponding r.m.s. angle of scattering
is negligibly small, i.e., (kly)”' < 1, with /, being the typi-
cal scale size of ionospheric irregularities contributing to
the diffraction-associated scattering [inner-scale parameter
in (Yeh and Liu, 1982)]. In this case we can neglect the term
A u in (1), cf. (Uscinski, 1977), and solve the resulting
equation taking the plane wave of the constant amplitude
U, to be the associated boundary condition. The solution
for this part of propagation in the medium reads as

up(ry) = Uge' 7,

()

wherer, = (x ) is the transverse component of position

vector r and

So(r.) =k / Sn(r)dz = —roj / SN, (r)dz (6)
0 0

is the phase increment gained while propagating through a

thin slab of the random medium. In general, the integration

in Eq. (6) is performed along the slant path with the length
s corresponding to the distance from the screen and the
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receiver defined in Eq. (A.15) of Appendix A or in Eq.
(C.8) of Appendix C. We also note that since the iono-
sphere has a finite thickness and 0N, is zero at some dis-
tance As, the limits of integration in Eq. (6) can be
restricted to the interval [0, As].

Beyond the phase screen, the random component én in
Eq. (1) is negligible and the diffraction effects associated
with the term A, u become important. Thus, one can con-
sider Eq. (5) as the boundary condition of the parabolic
Eq. (1) with the omitted random term. This corresponds
to the approximation of a thin random phase-changing
screen (Booker et al., 1950; Hewish, 1951; Briggs and
Parkin, 1963; Rino, 1979a), which yields the following
expression for the field at distance s from the phase screen
(Wernik et al., 1983):

u(ry,s) = Ugexp [y(ry,s) —iS(ry,s)], (7)
k / k / /
X(H’Z):Z—nz/é(P(ri) cos <Z|U_H|2>d2rp (8)
k N k 2 ,

S(r.,z) =5 /5(p(rL) sin (2z|ri —r| >d2rL7 9)

where y(r) = log(|u(r)|/Uy) is the log-amplitude of the
wave and S is its phase departure.

2.3. Statistical characterization in the medium

We are interested in derivation of the scintillation
indices (3) and (4), which are related to correlation func-
tions of quantities (8), (9). For this purpose we define the
correlation function as

px(r1,12) =([X(r1) — (X (r))][X (r2) — (X (r2))])
=(X(r)X(r2)),

where X is the wave log-amplitude y or the phase shift S.
Here we have used (y) = (S) =0 as the consequence of
assumption that the random phase of the phase screen is
detrended, i.e. (0¢p) = 0. For spatially homogeneous prop-
agation media the correlation function can be written as
px(r1,12) = py(r; —1p). Using the definition (4) one can
then deduce the phase scintillation index from its correla-
tion function (10) as

(10)

(11)

Here and in the following the subscript S refers to the
phase departure from expected value and which is mea-
sured at the distance s from the screen. For the weak scat-
tering regime, covered by the thin phase screen model, the
intensity scintillation index (3) is expressed in terms of the
log-amplitude correlation index as (Clifford and Yura,
1974; Fante, 1975a):

S; = exp [4p,(0,s)] — 1.

o5 = ps(r, = 0,s).

(12)

For p,(0,s) < 1 this expression reduces to 53~ 4p,(0,5),
the expression used in multiple studies, cf. (Rino, 1979a;
Tatarski, 2016). The functional dependence of Eq. (12) is
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a manifestation of the log-normal statistics for the wave
intensity, often observed under quite ionospheric condi-
tions (Rino et al., 1976; Fremouw et al., 1980).

In order to obtain the required correlation functions
p,s» we first introduce the concept of the power spectral
density (PSD). For the spatially homogeneous random
field X the PSD, denoted as ®@x(k), is simply the Fourier
image of the correlation function p,. Hence, it is defined
in the reciprocal spatial domain of spatial frequencies
k = 2n/r. In this case, by substituting Egs. (8) and (9) in
(10), one can express the correlation functions of the log-
amplitude and phase fluctuations in terms of the PSD of
the screens phase increment, ®;,, as (Yeh and Liu, 1982):

2

/(I)(sq,(xl)sin2 (S;—;) cos(k, -1 )d*k,,  (13)

pz(rivs)

2

ps(ri,s) = / @y, (K, ) cos> (%) cos(ks -1 )dk, . (14)

These expressions determine the correlation functions in
the plane transversal to the propagation direction and
placed at a distance s from the phase screen. From the
operational point of view, the plane, in which correlation
analysis is performed, is taken to be the tangent to the
Earth surface at the receiver location. Adaptation of Egs.
(13), (14) to such measurement geometry is considered in
Appendix B. For our further analysis we would be inter-
ested in autocorrelation of values measured in the same
spatial point r; = 0, so we can use Eqgs. (13), (14) without
any additional adjustment to the coordinate system of the
receiver.

Since the random phase screen increment d¢ is defined
as a model variable, it should be connected to the empirical
quantity characterizing the random ionosphere, such as the
electron density fluctuation dN,. We now assume that a
region of the random irregular electron density is bounded
within the spherical shell with the radii R + 4, and
Ry + h, — Ah, where R is the Earth radius, &, is the alti-
tude of the phase screen, and A/ is the thickness of the
shell. We also assume that the random ionospheric medium
is spatially homogeneous within this shell. Then, by using
the relationship (6) one obtains'

D5, (x,) = 2nAs 27r2 sy, (1, 0), (15)

where As = Ah - M is the slant thickness of the shell with M
being the vertical-to-slant mapping function, which explicit
form is derived in Appendix C. The expression (15) relates
the two-dimensional model spectrum for phase increment
and the three-dimensional spectrum of electron density
fluctuations. The latter can be obtained experimentally by
means of the correlation analysis of electron density fluctu-

! In order to underline the difference in scattering geometries considered
within the spherical- (this article) and flat-geometry (Ref. (Rino and
Fremouw, 1977)) approximations, we discuss the corresponding deriva-
tions of relationships between ®s, and ®sy, in Appendix D providing
some further details.
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ations and exhibits the power-law dependence on the spa-
tial frequency k. Such dependence can be modeled by the
von Karman spectrum (von Karman, 1948; Vasylyev
et al., 2022)

(oN2)rs T(552)
Y

(roro)””
() (00 + i)™

defined in the spatial frequency range k) < k < k,, with
being associated with the largest spatial scale of random
ionospheric inhomogeneities, while x, being associated
with the inner-scale /, of the random ionosphere. Here
(6N?) is the variance of the electron density fluctuations,
ro is some conventionally chosen reference correlation
radius of the medium, p is the (one-dimensional) spectral
index, and I'(x) is the gamma function. The (dimension-
less) function Q(x) is some quadratic form of the spatial
vector k that incorporates the possibility to include aniso-
tropy of random inhomogeneities in consideration. The
model parameters (SN?), ko, o, p and anisotropy character-
istics can be inferred from the empirical spectra (Dyson
et al., 1974; Phelps and Sagalyn, 1976; Kelley et al., 1982;
Lay et al., 2018; De Michelis et al., 2021).

Dsy, (K) (16)

3. Derivation of scintillation indices under the spherical
geometry assumption

In this section we derive the ionospheric scintillation
indices taking into account effects of anisotropy of iono-
spheric irregularities and by assuming that both the Earth
surface and the ionospheric shell have the finite radii of
curvature and spherical symmetry. The proposed
spherical-geometry model is the elaboration of the original
flat-geometry model of (Rino, 1979a), whose results are
also summarized at the end of this section for the sake of
convenience of referencing and comparison with derived
results.

3.1. Anisotropy of ionospheric irregularities

To start with, we consider the model for medium aniso-
tropy. To this end, we derive the quadratic form Q(x), that
enters the spectrum (16), and relate the coefficients of this
form to the physically measurable quantities. As has been
mentioned already, the scintillation-causing ionospheric
irregularities are primarily anisotropic with tendency to
be elongated in the direction of the geomagnetic lines of
force (Tereshchenko et al., 1999; Portillo et al., 2008;
Mevius et al., 2016; Liu et al., 2021). In order to include
this anisotropy in the scintillation theory we assume that
the surface of constant correlation of electron density fluc-
tuations can be approximated by the concentric ellipsoidal
shapes (Singleton, 1970; Moorcroft and Arima, 1972;
Kersley et al., 1988; Bhattacharyya et al., 1992). For the
specified radius of correlation, ry, the equation of ellip-
soidal surface of constant correlation can be written as
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(At>2 (As>2 (M)Z
—) +|—) + |5~ | = const.
7o o Pro

Here At,As, Ar are the components of the position differ-
ence vector with respect to the so-called Singleton coordi-
nate system r,s,t. The latter is defined such that the
coordinate center coincides with the center of the correla-
tion ellipsoid and its coordinate axes are aligned along
the major semi-axes of the ellipsoid. The t-axis is chosen
to be aligned along the minor semi-axis of length »y and
the s-axis is aligned along the major semi-axis of length
arg. The remaining r-axis is aligned along the semi-axis
of length fryo. The parameters o, f are the scaling factors
characterizing the anisotropy of a particular ionospheric
irregularity.

The correlation function of electron density fluctuations,
Psv,> is assumed to depend on the quadratic form defined
by Eq. (17). Correspondingly, the power spectral density,
®;y,, is the function of the similar diagonal quadratics in
the reciprocal space k., ks, Kt

(17)

Oy, Ksy 102) = 12K% 4 (arg) K2 + (Bro) i

(18)

On the other hand, the expressions for the correlation and
spectral density functions in Section 2.2 have been obtained
as the function of coordinates r and x associated with the
wave propagation geometry, e.g., the z-axis has been cho-
sen to be aligned with the wave vector k of the propagating
radio wave. In order to incorporate the anisotropy effects,
we thus need to perform a series of transformations of the
ellipsoid defined in the Singleton coordinates for redefining
it in terms of the position difference variable components.
The position difference variables, in turn, are defined in
the conventional coordinate system x, y, z.

In order to perform the required coordinate transforma-
tion, we follow the procedure given in Rino and Fremouw
(1977, 1979a). For definiteness we consider the transforma-
tion in the spatial domain, i.e., for the moment we focus
our attention on rotations of the correlation ellipsoid.
For that we express Eq. (17) in terms of the conventional
coordinate system, i.e., in terms of the position difference
components Ax, Ay, Az. This procedure involves the trans-
formation from the conventional coordinates associated
with the propagation geometry to the local coordinate sys-
tem, e.g., the North-East-Down (NED) coordinate system
with the origin at the center of the correlation ellipsoid.
This is accomplished by the consequent transformation
from the NED coordinates to the Singleton ones. The last
step is called the Singleton transformation and can be writ-
ten using the notation n, e, d for the NED coordinates as

As An
Ar | = RORWR)| Ae |, (19)
At Ad

where 0 is the magnetic dip angle,  is the magnetic decli-
nation angle, and y is the tilt angle of the magnetic field
lines. The rotation matrices

3519

Advances in Space Research 73 (2024) 3515-3535

1 0 0
R.(&) = 0 cosé —siné |,
0 siné¢ cosé
cosé 0 siné
R(&) = o 1 o0 |
—siné 0 cosé
cosé —siné 0
R.(&) = siné cos¢ 0
0 0 1

perform the rotations on an angle ¢ with respect to the cor-
responding x, y or z axis. The geometrical meaning of rota-
tional transformations in Eq. (19) can be inferred from
Fig. 1.

The transformation of the components of the position
difference vector, defined in the conventional coordinates
to the components in the NED-coordinate system, is

An Ax
Ae | =R.(—¢,)R,(0,)| Ay |, (20)
Ad Az

where ¢, and 6, are the azimuth and nadir (zenith) angles
of the wave propagation path at the location of the iono-
spheric scattering point, see also Fig. 2. The relationships
between the local coordinates ¢,, 0, and the coordinates
of the sender and the receiver are summarized in Appendix
A. The combination of Egs. (19) and (20) yields the
required transformation from the conventional coordinates
x,y,z to the Singleton coordinates r,s,t. The diagonal
quadratic form (17) is expressed in terms of the NED coor-
dinates as

An
Ae
Ad

q(An,Ae,Ad) = (An Ae Ad)-C , (21)

Fig. 1. Orientation of the ellipsoid of constant correlation in the North-
East-Down (NED) local coordinate system. The principal axes of the
ellipsoid are aligned along the Singleton coordinate axes s, r,t and are
rotated with respect to the NED coordinates on the magnetic declination,
J, magnetic inclination (dip), ¥, and tilt, y, angles.
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Sender

Tonospheric
layer

East

Fig. 2. Scattering geometry for the signal that propagates in the disturbed ionosphere. The relative position of the sender, receiver and the scattering point
P defines the plane of the phase screen which is transversal to the wave vector of the signal wave. This plane crosses the correlation ellipsoid and forms the
elliptic cross-section (hatched area). Some used coordinate systems are indicated along with the zenith (nadir) angles 0,,0,, 0, and the receiver azimuth

angle ¢,.

C = [D7'R())R,(W)R-(5)] D™ R(7)R, ($)R-(9).

Here

D=ry (22)

S O R
S = O
— O O

is the scaling matrix that deforms isotropic correlation sur-
face, i.e., the sphere of unit radius, into the required ellip-
soidal surface. The elements of the matrix C are
calculated as

Cy = ri% [2 cos? Y cos? &
+ sin® y cos? §(cos? y + B sin’ )
+ sin’§(sin’ y + > cos?y)
+ Lsin2ysinysin26(f7° — 1)),
Cy = is (72 cos? sin® &
+ sin’ysin® (cos?y + B sin’ y)
+ cos?(sin’y + B 7 cos?y)
— Lsin2ysinysin26(f — 1)),
(23)C33 = 70 [ 2 sin® Y + cos? i (cos® y + B2 sin’ )],

3520

1
Cp=Cy = 32
0

—o 2 cos? iy — sin® Y (cos? y + B sin’ )]
<ﬁ72 - 1)7

sin 20 [sin”y + % cos®

r2 . .
+-2 cos 25 sin 2y sin i

2
1 . s 2 2 .2
Ci3 =C3 =37 sin 2y cos (o> — cos®y — 7 sin” p) (23)
~37 sin2ycosysind(f> — 1),
U
1 . . o .
Cy; =Cyy = — 5 sin 2y sin 6(o 2 — cos® y — 7 sin’ y)
o
1
— = sin2ycosycos (B> — 1).
2r;

The particular case of zero magnetic declination, 6 = 0, has
been considered by Rino and Fremouw (1977).

In order to express the quadratic form (17) in terms of
the x, y, z coordinates, one needs to perform the final trans-
formation according to Eq. (20). For the sake of conve-
nience we switch to the similar quadratic form (18)
defined in the reciprocal space. It can be expressed in terms
of the spatial frequency vector x, reciprocal to the argu-
mentr; —r, = (Ax Ay Az)" of the autocorrelation func-
tion (10), as
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where the matrix C is obtained from the matrix C, by per-
forming the replacement: ro — 1/rg,a — 1/o, f — 1/f in
Eq. (23). The calculation of the quadratic form (24) can
be simplified by noting that the calculation of scintillation
indices requires the knowledge of the quadratic form
O(x,,0), where the spatial vector component along the
propagation direction is set to zero, see Eq. (15). This sim-
plification yields

O(k.,0) = A, + 28Kk, + G, (25)
where
o = Cyjcos?l,cos ¢, + Cycos? 0, sin’ b,
+ §33 sin® 0, — C), cosiﬁp sin2¢, (26)
— Ci3s8in20,cos ¢, + Cy3sin 20, sin ¢ ,,
%= 1(Ci —Cxn)cosl,sin2g,

+ Ciyc080,c082¢, — Ci3sin0,sin ¢,
Cassinf,cos d,,
C,, sin’ ¢, + Cncos® ¢, + Ciysin2¢,.

(gz

The quadratic form (25) corresponds to the elliptical cross-
section of the ellipsoid (18) with the plane of the phase
screen.

Incorporating formula (25) in the von Karman spectrum
(16) one obtains for the properly normalized spectrum the
following expression:

(D(BN(, (KL, 0) = OCﬂI"gCS

1
x ’ = Q)
(JZ/K% + 2Bk, + K+ V%Ké) 2
Here
2\ (2
¢, = 1) Ll5) 28)
© ()

is the so-called structure parameter. This particular type of
spectrum would be used in the following.

3.2. Anisotropic scintillation indices

The spectral model (27) can now be used for calculations
of the anisotropic scintillation indices. To this end, one can
substitute the power spectral density of the electron density
fluctuations (27) in Eq. (15). The latter equation is then
used in Egs. (13) and (14) for calculation of the log-
amplitude and phase correlation functions. The resulting
integrals can be simplified by making certain observations
as discussed below.

If we define the spatial frequency associated with the

radius of the first Fresnel zone as x; = 27/+//s, it is reason-
able to consider separately the spatial frequency ranges:
Kk, <Ky and k; > K,. A particular spatial frequency «, is
inversely proportional to the scale of the associated irregu-
larity if this scale is measured along the direction perpen-
dicular to the propagation direction. In the case of
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K, < Ky, the inhomogeneities are large enough to bend
the propagating signal ray. Such refraction scintillation pri-
marily contributes to the random excursion of the phase
(Conroy et al., 2022). The amplitude scintillation is negligi-
bly small as the propagation factor sin’(sx? /2k) in the
integral (13) tends to zero. For the phase fluctuations the
corresponding propagation factor cos? (s;c2l / Zk) ~ 1, and,
therefore, the phase scintillation index is primarily associ-
ated with the refractive effects. The phase scintillation
index can be written then as

a2 =ps(0,s) = 2naf Ar2Cs Asr}
/ %71d2KL
X
RZ

This equation is obtained by substituting Eq. (27) in (15)
and then by inserting the resulting spectrum in Eq. (14).
In the second case of k; > «/, the propagation factor in
Eq. (13) is finite and shows the oscillating behavior. We can
however make the reasonable approximation k) < «;, i.e.,
we assume that the transversal scales of the scintillation
associated irregularities are smaller than the largest spatial
scale of ionospheric inhomogeneities. Such small-scale
irregularities contribute merely to the random diffraction
of the transmitted electromagnetic waves giving rise pri-
marily to the amplitude scintillation. Additionally to this
the major contribution is due to the irregularity scales cor-
responding to the radius of the first Fresnel zone v//s. The
amplitude scintillation index can be approximated then as

(30)

(29)

p2 "

(&/Kﬁ + 251,k + G2 + I’%K%) 2

S2 ~exp [8naf 121’ Cy Asry

§ / ! sin (“i)
2

(&i;cﬁ + 2Bk, + %KZ)
Here we have used the condition xy < x; < 27/ry along
with rorg — 0 while the value of the outer scale wave num-
ber remains finite.

The calculation of the integrals in Egs. (29) and (30) is
summarized in Appendix E. Using the resulting expressions
(E.5) and (E.12) for the integrals, one obtains the following
expressions for scintillation indices:

Sk, - 1.

22
2

0k = An*C G p " As P, (31)
St~ exp[8miC,% ! ;(1 ,? As 2 2( )
(32)
P» A+C 1
8 (\/W %2) ](2\/W %2> ’
where
2
g 2Py (33)

A — B
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is the so-called geometric factor and P,(x) is the Legendre
function of order o.

Rino (1979a) gives® the following interpretation of the
result (32). The scintillation index S} is proportional to
C, ;;;" , where x, = 2n/ V/Js is the Fresnel spatial frequency.
Comparing this power law dependence with the three-
dimensional spectrum for electron density fluctuations
(16), one can conclude that the magnitude of S, is modu-
lated by the one-dimensional power spectral density of
ionospheric irregularities. This spectrum is evaluated at
the spatial frequency associated with the radius of the first
Fresnel zone for the considered scattering geometry. We
also note that both expressions for scintillation indices do
not depend on the correlation radius », as one would
expect.

3.3. Comparison with the Rino scintillation model

The obtained expressions (31) and (32) can be compared
with the seminal results of (Rino, 1979a), which can be
written in the following form:

s rino ~ 4MC,G' p' Al sec 0 771%1c," (34)

2 H 1 T(1-5)
Sirino ® eXp[8mC, % | —i—X Ahsecl

, P r(4+4)

h 0 2 g % (35)
22 2 (hpseclry 1

X A ”e( % ) (\/d,w(%,)z)
M’ (g’_ﬂ/ 2_2%/ _(g/ 2
xPy | sec0 + i a2 = -1,

20/ A'C — (#)

where we extended the applicability of the single scattering
result for Sy index according to Eq. (12). We also express
the S, index in terms of the Legendre function instead of
the hypergeometric function as has been originally done
in Rino (1979a), see also Appendix E for details. The rea-
son for this the possibility to write Eq. (35) in more com-
pact form that also enables one to separate the geometric
and propagation factors in the resulting formula. The geo-
metric term is defined as

9 — afirg sect (36)
oY — (gl)z

where the quadratic form coefficients are

o = Cy + Cytan?0cos® ¢ — 2C 3 tan 0 cos ¢, (37)

#B = 612 + %633 tan? 0 sin 2(]5
tan 0(Ci3 sin ¢ + Cas cos ),

%' = Cy + Cs3 tan® 0sin® ¢ — 2C»; tan 0'sin ¢.

2 Note that the spectral index of Rino (1979a), v, is related to the one-
dimensional spectral index of electron density fluctuations, p, as
v=(p+1)/2.
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These coefficients have an another functional dependence
as the coefficients in Eq. (B.1) as a consequence of the
flat-geometry approximation used in Rino’s theory and
the difference in how the phase screen plane is positioned
in space. Namely Rino’s theory defines the phase screen
plane to be transversal to the vertical direction of the
ground observer, while in the spherical-geometry approxi-
mation, developed in this article, it is transversal to the
wave vector of the propagating signal wave.

Another consequence of the flat-geometry approxima-
tion is the equivalence of the zenith (nadir) and azimuth
angles for the sender, the receiver, and the scattering point.
Because of this equivalence we have omitted corresponding
indices in Eqs. (34)-(37) for the zenith, 0, and the azimuth,
¢, angles.

We also note that the positioning of the phase screen
plane to be perpendicular to the observer vertical direction
is optimal for the description of the signal propagation
when the sender is at the receivers zenith. For the slant
sender-receiver links the correction term
'al + 2% aya, + €'a} appears in the argument of the
Legendre function in Eq. (35). The arguments of this quad-
ratic form, a; = sin 0 cos ¢, a, = sin 0sin ¢, are the projec-
tions of the normalized wave vector k/k on the phase
screen plane.

4. Geometric enhancement of scintillation

The scintillation indices (31) and (32) [as well as the
indices (34) and (35)] depend on the set of parameters that
can be deduced from the experimental data. The integrated
irregularity strength parameter C;Ah can be retrieved from
the GNSS and SAR satellite scintillation measurements
(Belcher et al., 2017; Mohanty et al., 2018; Carrano
et al., 2019; Helmboldt and Zabotin, 2022; Ji et al.,
2022)°. This parameter exhibits dependence on the season,
time, magnetic latitude, solar activity, etc. Based on the
empirical data, the climatological model C;Ai has been
developed within the framework of the WBMOD
(Fremouw and Larsinger, 1981; Secan and Fremouw,
1983; Fremouw and Secan, 1984; Secan et al., 1987).

The value of the spectral index p depends on the type of
instability involved in the formation of ionospheric irregu-
larities responsible for the random scattering of the signal
wave. The typical empirical and theoretical values of p
are summarized in (Vasylyev et al., 2022).

The anisotropy parameters o and f have a rich morphol-
ogy. At high latitudes one has observed the rod-like struc-
tures (x=~5—10,f~ 1) that are elongated along the
geomagnetic field lines (Rino et al., 1978; Basu et al.,
1991; Wang and Morton, 2017; Conroy et al., 2021). Addi-
tionally to these structures, the wing- (¢« ~ 10 — 15, = 5)

3 The relationship of the parameter C;Ah, with Cy as defined in Eq. (28),
to the parameter CyL of, e.g., (Carrano et al., 2019) is

p+2
Coh = s (38)" - il
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and sheet-like (x =~ f =~ 10) structures might appear near
the exit of the polar convection channel (Rino and Owen,
1980; Rino et al., 1983; Conroy et al., 2021). The mid-
latitude irregularities are primarily field-aligned of the
rod-type, a = 6, f =~ 1, (Moorcroft and Arima, 1972) (Lay
et al., 2018), while the Perkin instability might also form
the sheet-like structures (MacDougall and Eadie, 2005).
Finally, the equatorial irregularities show a high degree
of anisotropy. For example, ellipse-like diffraction patterns
on the ground formed by these irregularities show their
elongation along the magnetic field lines and the axial ratio
to reach the value of 60 : 1 (Koster, 1963; Koster, 1972).
In order to demonstrate the impact of these anisotropy
factors along with the type of approximation for the link
configuration on the geometric enhancement of scintilla-
tion, we plot in Fig. 3 the amplitude scintillation index as
a function of the receiver zenith angle and the geomagnetic
dip angle. The scintillation index is shown for two types of
ionospheric irregularities: wing-like ones, plots (a), (c), and
the rod-like structures, plots (b), (d). Despite the plots for
both types of irregularities look similar, one can observe
that in the case when the irregularity is primarily elongated
only in one direction (rod-like structure) the enhancement
of scintillation is stronger, plots (b), (d), than in the case

90°

@
S

Zenith angle, 6,
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when the irregularities are highly anisotropic, as it is the
case for the wing-like structures, plots (a) and (c).

The upper row of the plots, Figs. 3 (a), (b), corresponds
to the flat-geometry approximation and Eq. (35) is used for
the calculation of S4. Correspondingly, the plots (c), (d)
from the lower row of Fig. 3 represent the spherical-
geometry approximation, cf. Eq. (32). The graphics in the
first column of Fig. 3 sketch the geometry of the sender-
receiver links crossing the ionospheric irregularities at
two limiting values of the receiver zenith angle, namely,
for 0, =0°, as indicated by the Roman numbers I, III,
and for 0, = 90°, as indicated by II and IV. The shown
ellipsoids correspond to the isosurfaces of the constant cor-
relation, cf. Eq. (17). Using these sketches as a visual aid
one can interpret the difference in geometric enhancement
regions shown in Figs. 3 (a), (b) and in Figs. 3 (c), (d) as
follows.

For the vertical propagation links, marked by I and III,
the scintillation index attains small values at small mag-
netic dip angles. In this case the link crosses the correlation
ellipsoid along one of its minor semi-axis. The major semi-
axis of correlation ellipsoid lies in the plane transversal to
the propagation direction, which results into weak side
scattering leading to low scintillation levels observed on
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Fig. 3. Enhancement of the amplitude scintillation calculated within the flat-geometry, (a) and (b), and the spherical-geometry, (c) and (d),
approximations. Two types of irregularities have been considered in the calculations: wing-like structures with oo = 10, f = 5, figures (a) and (c); rod-like
inhomogeneities with « = 10 and f = 1, figures (b) and (d). The Roman numbers indicate regions of values for the receiver zenith angle, 0,, and for the
geomagnetic dip angle, ¥, that correspond to the propagation link configurations sketched on the first column of the figure. The receiver azimuth,

magnetic declination, and tilt angles are set to be zero.

3523



D. Vasylyev et al.

the ground. If we change the zenith angle to 0, = 90°, that
corresponds to the cases II and IV, the small values of the
dip angle would correspond to the situation when the link
crosses the correlation ellipsoids along the major semi-axis.
In this case the situation is reversed and the minor semi-
axis of the medium correlation ellipsoid lies in the transver-
sal plane. This means that multiple scattering plays an
important role and contributes to higher values of scintilla-
tion®. One can also note the divergent character of indices
obtained within the flat-geometry approximation at
0. =90°. This is because the scintillation indices (34) and
(35) depend on the mapping function sec 0,, which diverges
as 0, — 90°.

One also notes the difference in the position of the
regions of enhanced S, for the flat- and spherical geometry
approximations at large zenith angles. For the flat-
geometry approximation the maximal value of the
enhancement is obtained for the dip angle = 0°. In the
case of the spherical-geometry approximation the region
of enhanced scintillation shifts to finite values of the dip
angle. This happens because the correlation ellipsoid
should be inclined to the local horizontal plane at the scat-
tering point in order that the propagation path, horizontal
for the receiver, would cross the ellipsoid along the major
semi-axis. This is a purely geometric effect that is related
to the finiteness of the radii of curvature of the Earth sur-
face and of the ionospheric shell.

In Fig. 3 and in the following figures we have set the
irregularity strength parameter to be the constant with
the value C,Ah = 4.77 x 10?m7* with p being the spec-
tral index. By doing so we neglect any effects connected
with the morphology of C;Ah. As a consequence, the calcu-
lated scintillation indices represent not the true scintillation
levels but the geometric enhancement contributions to
these levels. We also note that the chosen value for C,Ah
corresponds to C,L = 10**m—"* of the WBMOD model,
which is approximately the value observed at the magnetic
equator (Rogers et al., 2014; Mohanty et al., 2018).

Figs. 4-6 show the regions of enhanced scintillation for
several link configurations on the global scale. The values
for the magnetic declination, J, and dip, y, angles are
obtained from the International Geomagnetic Reference
Field (IGRF) model of the 13" generation (Alken et al.,
2021). The tilt angle y is set to zero.

For the vertical propagation path, cf. Fig. 4, both ampli-
tude and phase scintillation indices exhibit the geometric

4 The negligible dependence of scintillation levels on medium correlation
properties along the propagation (longitudinal) direction is explained as
follows. The characteristic irregularity scale-size along the propagation
direction should have comparable magnitude of the propagation distance
s in order to contribute to field fluctuations at the observer site. On the
other hand, the scales in the transversal direction that affect the
transmitted field are of smaller size, e.g. of the order v//s (Fresnel scale)
to affect the field amplitude. Clearly, the realistic longitudinal correlation
radii are several magnitudes smaller than s and hence the correlation
properties along the direction of wave propagation have no result on
scintillation levels.
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enhancement merely at high latitudes. At the regions near
both magnetic poles the anisotropic ionospheric irregulari-
ties lie within L shells and are elongated along almost ver-
tical direction to the ground-based observer. The signal
wave is thus the worst affected by scintillation while prop-
agating along the vertical direction. The effect of the geo-
metric enhancement in the polar regions for the near
vertical links has been previously discussed by Forte and
Radicella (2004).

In another extreme case when the sender-receiver link is
nearly horizontal, cf. Figs. 5 and 6, the behavior of regions
of enhanced scintillation depends strongly on the receiver
azimuth angle. For the azimuth angle ¢, = 0° this region
shifts from the northern pole towards the magnetic equa-
tor, where the orientation of field-aligned irregularities is
given by small values of the geomagnetic dip angle. The
exact position of this enhancement belt depends on the
receiver azimuth angle and on the geometric approxima-
tion that is used. For example, by comparing Figs. 5 (a)
and (b) one observes that the flat-geometry approximation,
case (b), yields the enhancement belt that is shifted more
towards the magnetic equator in comparison to the spher-
ical geometry approximation result, cf. plot (a). This shift
of the enhancement belt for different approximation is
again connected with the difference in values of the dip
angle at the receiver horizon, cf. for example Fig. 3, cases
IT and 1IV.

If the receiver azimuth angle is changed to ¢, = 90° the
map of the geometric enhancement of scintillation exhibits
a more uniform distribution of values with some reduced
scintillation levels near the magnetic poles, cf. Figs. 5 (¢),
(d) and 6 (c), (d). This uniformity is connected with the
geometry of sender-receiver links crossing the correlation
ellipsoids in the directions near or along of one of the
minor semi-axes. By comparing Fig. 5 (c¢) with Fig. 5 (d)
or the corresponding plots in Fig. 6 one can note that the
regions of enhancement are almost complimentary to each
other if calculated using different geometrical models. This
observation shows that the accounting for the finiteness of
the Earth surface curvature becomes essential for very slant
propagation links and the use of the flat-geometry approx-
imation might mislead in estimation of regions of geomet-
rically enhanced scintillation. One can also note that the
flat-geometry approximation, cf. Fig. 5 (b), (d) and 6 (b),
(d), yields higher values of the scintillation index for almost
horizontal links in comparison to the spherical-geometry
approximation, cf. Fig. 5 (a), (c) and 6 (a), (c).

We now compare the amplitude scintillation index cal-
culated by using the proposed spherical-geometry approx-
imation, the flat-geometry approximation of (Rino, 1979a),
and the corrected flat-geometry approximation
(Priyadarshi and Wernik, 2013). The latter correction is
based on Egs. (34) and (35) where the zenith angle is
adjusted in order to account for the finiteness of the Earth
curvature according to Eq. (C.2) of Appendix C. Fig. 7
demonstrates the comparison of these models for the case
of the wing-like irregular structures. One can see that both
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Fig. 4. Amplitude, (a), and phase, (b), scintillation indices calibrated by the condition C;Ah = const. The indices are calculated for the zenith angle

0, = 0, =0 and the azimuth angle ¢, = 0, = 0. The height of the scattering point is taken to be equal to the ionospheric piercing point (350 km). The
anisotropy parameters are set to « =2, = 1.5.

S4,Rino
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Fig. 5. Amplitude scintillation indices in the spherical-, plots (a) and (c), and in the flat-geometry approximations, plots (b) and (d). The receiver zenith
angle is 0, = 85° that corresponds to the zenith angle at scattering point on plots (a) and (c) 0, = 40.9°. The azimuth angles at the scattering point are:

¢, = 0° for plots (a) and (b); ¢, = 90 for plots (c) and (d). Other parameters are the same as for Fig. 4. Please also note the difference in ranges of values
for S4 and S 4 Rino-
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Fig. 6. Phase scintillation maps shown for the same parameters as used in Fig. 5.

flat- and spherical-geometry approximations yield compa-
rable results for almost all values of the zenith angle. The
flat-geometry approximation shows however the divergent
behaviour as 0, — 90°. This is a consequence of the diver-
gent nature of the secant as a function of the zenith angle
for nearly horizontal propagation links. The corrected
flat-geometry approximation according to (Priyadarshi
and Wernik, 2013) does not show such a divergent charac-
ter but the position of the peak of enhancement appears to
be displaced in comparison to other two models. One can
see that apart from the cases of nearly horizontal links all
three formulations provide the comparable results.

To conclude the discussion of the geometric effect of
scintillation we consider the radio communication links
from a geostationary satellite over the equator broadcast-
ing at the VHF. For this case the regions of enhanced scin-
tillation are shown in Fig. 8. One can see two bands of
geometrically enhanced amplitude scintillation situated at
mid-latitudes of both Earth hemispheres. Such type of
the enhancement has been discussed previously by Sinno
and Minakoshi (1983), where it has been discovered that
scintillation in signals from the ETS-II geostationary satel-
lite detected in Japan are more severe than has been
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expected. This enhancement has been explained via the
geometric effect using the theoretical formulation of
(Mikkelsen et al., 1978). The calculations based on Eq.
(32) reproduce the regions of enhanced scintillation in a full
agreement with Sinno and Minakoshi (1983). This can be
seen when comparing Fig. 8 with analogous Fig. 5 in
Sinno and Minakoshi (1983). The position of the bands
of enhanced scintillations at mid-latitudes is related to
the link specifics between the ground receiver at these lati-
tudes and the satellite at the geostationary orbit. While cal-
culating the enhancement levels in Fig. 8 we assumed that
each communication link with the satellite lies within the
receiver meridian and the receiver position has been
scanned along the longitude and latitude ranges shown in
the figure. Such particular links cross the anisotropic irreg-
ularities almost along the major semi-axis at mid-latitudes,
and, hence, the scintillation of the transmitted VHF signals
are geometrically enhanced.

5. Conclusions

The growing range of applications that use slant and
very slant signal propagation links requires the consistent
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Fig. 7. Amplitude scintillation index as a function of the receiver zenith angle calculated using the spherical-geometry approximation, the flat-geometry
approximation (Rino, 1979a), and the Priyadarshi and Wernik correction to the flat-geometry approximation (Priyadarshi and Wernik, 2013) for the dip
angle y = 25° (a) and Y = 65° (b). The parameters used in the calculation are: the spectral index p = 1.6, the anisotropy parameters o = 10 and f§ = 5, the

magnetic declination, J, and the tilt, y, angles are set to zero.
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Fig. 8. Geometric enhancement of scintillation for a VHF signal from a geostationary satellite over the equator. The value of C;A# is set to be constant
and corresponds to the typical value at the magnetic equator. The irregularity anisotropy parameters are o = 10, f = 2 and the spectral index p = 1.6.

accounting of the atmospheric effects for such transiono-
spheric signal propagation geometries. In the domain of
radio frequency wave propagation one of the type of signal
disturbances is ionospheric scintillation, the highly variable
phenomenon that depends on space weather conditions
and exhibits spatial anisotropy. These features influence
multiple critical services and remote sensing applications,
such as the GNSS-assisted positioning and navigation
(Banville and Langley, 2013; Prikryl et al., 2016; Linty
et al., 2018; Yang and Morton, 2020), radio-occultation
(Yakovlev et al., 1995; Anderson and Straus, 2005) and
reflectometric (Semmling et al., 2014; Dielacher et al.,
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2022) measurements, SAR imaging and interferometry
(Yakovlev et al., 1995; Anderson and Straus, 2005).

In the present article we derive the amplitude and phase
scintillation indices in analytic form for the weak scattering
regime taking into account the finiteness of the radius of
curvature of the Earth and of the ionospheric shell. The
obtained results yield the generalization of the classical
Rino model of ionospheric scintillation (Rino, 1979a),
which was originally formulated with the assumption that
the ionospheric layer is plan-parallel and the Earth surface

is flat. The presented approach differs from the Rino model
in several respects.
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Firstly, by accounting for spherical geometry we can
also consider very slant propagation paths of transiono-
spheric waves. In contrast to our results, the scintillation
indices obtained within the flat-geometry approach exhibit
the divergent behavior, the effect especially noticeable for
the amplitude scintillation index S;.

Secondly, we chose the plane of the random phase
screen to be transversal to the wave propagation direction
in contrast to the choice in Rino and Fremouw (1977),
Rino (1979a), where the authors consider the phase screen
plane to be transversal to the vertical direction of the recei-
ver. Our choice enables one to avoid the additional projec-
tional transformations of spatial coordinates that correct
the vertical propagation case to cases with non-zero zenith
angles. The absence of such transformations in our
approach yields a simpler functional dependence. At the
same time our formulas fully coincidence with Rino’s
expressions for the vertical links (zero receiver zenith
angle), where both geometrical treatments should yield
the same results. The particular choice of the phase screen
placement yield different expressions of coefficients (B.1)
and (37) due to the difference in cross-sections of phase
screens with ellipsoidal surface of constant correlation for
anisotropic ionospheric irregularities. This discrepancy is
important to take into account that the analytic expres-
sions of scintillation indices in both formulations look very
similar.

Finally, we note, that the usage of the spherical-
geometry approximation makes the proposed approach
suitable for direct applications in problems involving
satellite-mediated propagation links. For example, one
can calculate the instantaneous position of a satellite from
its Keplerian elements and using the knowledge of coordi-
nates of the ground-based receiver to determine the coordi-
nates of scattering point within the phase screen, for details
see for Example Appendix A. This enables us to determine
the model parameters such as the coefficients given by Eq.
(B.1) in self consistent way. In contrast to this, the flat-
geometry approximation intrinsically assumes that the
local coordinates of the transmitter (satellite), receiver,
and scattering point are the same. This assumption limits
the integration of satellite orbiting dynamics in the flat-
geometry approach.

In this study we have ignored the morphology of the
irregularity strength parameter integrated over the thick-
ness of the irregular ionosphere. Therefore we have set
C,Ah = const in order to emphasize the purely geometric
enhancement effect on scintillation levels. This morphology
can be added within the WBMOD model according to
Fremouw and Secan (1984); Secan et al. (1987); Secan
et al. (1997) in order to obtain the global distribution of
scintillation indices. One practically interesting example
of geometrically enhanced scintillation is connected with
the problem of the VHF signal propagation from a geosta-
tionary beacon satellite. If this satellite is located over the
equator, the received signal exhibits strong scintillation at
mid-latitudes, an effect reported in Sinno and Minakoshi
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(1983). In this region the integrated irregularity strength
parameter, C;Ah, attains almost constant and relatively
low values, cf. (Rogers et al., 2014). So the characteristics
that are associated with the level of disturbance of the
ionospheric medium does not contribute to this scintilla-
tion enhancement effect. On the other hand, the proper
accounting of the geometry of communication link and
of the anisotropic field-aligned scintillation-associated
irregularities explains the observed enhancement effect.
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Appendix A. Determination of coordinates of the scattering
point

In most practical situations we know the geographic
coordinates of the sender and the receiver but not those
of the scattering point. Suppose we can estimate or deter-
mine the altitude of the scattering layer, 4, i.e., by assum-
ing that it coincides with the height of the ionospheric
pierce point. With this knowledge we are able to determine
the geographic or local coordinates of the scattering point
with the help of the procedure outlined in this appendix.

Let the position of the scattering point be given by the
vector r, in some conventional terrestrial coordinate system
(CTS). Similarly, let the vectors r, and r, denote the posi-
tions of the sender and of the receiver, respectively. Denot-
ing the Earth radius as R. we have |r,| = Rg + &,. Similarly
we have |r,| = Ry + A and |r,| = Rg + h,, where A, and h,
are the altitudes of the sender and the receiver, correspond-
ingly®. The orientation of the vectors ry,r, in the CTS is
described by the longitudes A, A, and by the correspond-
ing latitudes @, ®,. The corresponding coordinates A,
and @, of the scattering point are to be determined.

We firstly obtain the expressions for the azimuth and
zenith angles. We refer to Fig. 9 for necessary geometric
constructions. The angle between the vectors r, and r, is
obtained from the cosine law for spherical triangles as

cos 0 = sin @, sin @ + cos D, cos D, cos(A; — A,). (A.1)

From the triangle ORS of Fig. 9 (b) using the law of sines
we derive

5 We preserve the finite value of the receiver altitude by keeping in mind
potential applications to the limb sounding links, where both the sender
and the receiver are located on satellites.
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Fig. 9. Geometric constructions used for the determination of: (a) the geographic coordinates ®, and A, as well as of the azimuth angles ¢,, $,, ¢,

associated with the slant path; (b) the zenith angles 0,,0,, and 0,.

sind sin0,

_smb A2
7 i (A.2)
where
2 = r,]* + |r.|* = 2|r,||r,| cos (A.3)

is the slant range between the sender and the receiver.
From the law of cosines for the triangle ORS we can also
write

Ir|> = 2 + |r,| + 2¢|r,| cos 0,. (A.4)

Substituting Egs. (A.2) and (A.3) in Eq. (A.4) one obtains
for the receiver zenith angle the following expression:

sin o

sin o
—r_,|> = arctan (m> (A.5)

cos o — ] Roths

0, = arctan (

From the spherical triangle RNS on Fig. 9 (a) we obtain by
using the sine and cosine theorems:

sing,  sin(Ay— A,)
B sin o

sin (2 — @)

, (A.6)
cos (g — (I)S) =c0s 0 sin ®, + sin d cos O, cos ¢,

from which follows the expression for the azimuth angle
for the link at the receiver location:

(A7)

$, = arctan (sin(AS — A,)cos D, cos (Ds>

sin ®; — sin @, cos o

On the similar footing we obtain for the zenith angle of the
link at the location of the scattering point

3529

sin 0,

2
Rothy\~ o2
\/ (—R$ +hr> sin” 6,

For the azimuth angle at the scattering point location we
use the half-angle formula for the spherical triangle RNP
that yields

¢,=mn—2

X arctan ({

where
o, =0,—10,

0, = arctan (A.8)

is the angle between the vectors r, and r, and
n

(D‘D:E

— arccos (sin @, cos d, + cos @, sind,cos §,)  (A.11)

is the geographic latitude at the scattering point. The latter
expression is obtained from the cosine law for the spherical
triangle RNP. Finally, using the cosine theorem for the
spherical triangle RNP we obtain the geographic longitude
of the scattering point as

sin ¢, sin 6,, cos @,
cosd, —sin®,sin®, )’

Egs. (A.8), (A.9), (A.11), (A.12) determine the unknown
geographic and local coordinates of the scattering point
provided its height above the ground is known.

For the sake of completeness we also list the formulas
for the zenith and azimuth angles of the link at the sender

A, = A, + arctan ( (A.12)



D. Vasylyev et al.

location. On the similar footing as the expressions (A.5)
and (A.7) have been derived we obtain

in &
0; = arctan M;L , (A.13)
R i — COS o
B sin(A; — A,) cos @, cos O;
¢, = arctan ( sin @, cos & — sin @, >’ (A-14)

where 0 is given in Eq. (A.1).

We finally determine the distance between the scattering
point and the receiver, which we denote s = PR, cf. Fig. 9
(b). Using the cosine theorem for the triangle ORS we
obtain

5= \/(RO + 1)+ (Re + 1)’ = 2(Rs + hy) (Re + hy) cos 6,
(A.15)

where J, is given by Eq. (A.10).

Appendix B. Calculation of autocorrelation function in the
local coordinates of the receiver

The autocorrelation functions for the log-amplitude and
phase fluctuations, cf. Egs. (13), (14), have been obtained
as the functions of the spatial coordinates associated with
the direction of radio wave propagation. In this case the
z variable is counted along the direction of propagation,
while the spatial variable r, is transversal to this direction.
The components of the vector r, are defined in the xy coor-
dinate plane, where the x-axis lies in the plane associated
with the communication link, cf. Fig. 2. For the calculation
of scintillation indices, the autocorrelation functions have
been taken at z = s and r; = 0 with s being the slant range
from the scattering irregularity to the receiver station. If
one is interested in the correlation analysis of the phase
and log-amplitude fluctuations, the variable r; should be
kept finite. Moreover, the receiver of the signal usually per-
forms the correlation analysis for quantities measured
within the plane perpendicular to the local vertical direc-
tion. Thus, it is essential to perform transformation from
variables r, ,z to the variables associated with the receiver
correlation plane (Khudukon et al., 1994).

Let us consider for definiteness the correlation function
for the log-amplitude fluctuations. Substituting Eq. (8) in
Eq. (10) one obtains

p,(ri,r2) = 35 [ps, (r,u - 1'/2.;)
(B.1)

1 k /o2

X o Cos (221 |r17l — rl,i\
( k
222

Using the spectral representation of the correlation func-
tion p;,, this integral can be reduced to the following form:

)

/ 2 2. 2.0
X — €08 Irp, —ry, 7 )dr, d7r ).

Z3

z1=2 ,.2
% KL

pZ(I'L,Z“Zz) = % f(Da‘(p(KL)emrrl[COS(

s (B.2)

— CcOS (M

% KL
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where r; =1, — 1, . The expression (B.2) reduces to Eq.
(13) by setting z; =z, =s.

Let us now express the autocorrelation (B.2) in terms of
the spatial variables defined in the conventional receiver
coordinates. Let us denote the NED coordinate system of
the receiver as X, Y,Z and assume that one value of log-
amplitude for correlation analysis is measured at the center
of this coordinate system. This value is correlated then with
the log-amplitude value measured in XY plane at the point
which position is determined by the vector R . Clearly, the
vector R, is the vector r; projected on the plane XY. The
components r,, r, of the vector r, can be expressed in terms
of the components of the vector R, as

ry = co8 0,(Ry cos ¢, — Ry sin ¢,), r, = Ry sin ¢, + Ry cos ¢,

where 0, and ¢, are the zenith and azimuth angles of the
receiver respectively. If one performs the correlation anal-
ysis within the receiver correlation plane, one needs to
account now that z; # z,. If z; is chosen to be equal to
the slant range, i.e.,

z1 =35, (B.4)
then the value of z, is determined as

7 =5+ /R, + R tan o, (B.5)
where

W = arccos ‘ (B.6)

R+ R

1= (R*(cos®0,cos’ ¢, +sin’ ¢,)
+  R’(cos®0,sin’ ¢, + cos’ ¢,)
+ R.R, sin® 0, sin 2¢,.)%

is the angle between the vectors R and r,. Substitution of
Egs. (B.3)-(B.5) in Eq. (B.2) yields the expression of the
log-amplitude correlation as the function of the distance
vector R defined in the receiver plane.

Appendix C. Mapping function from vertical to slant
propagation path lengths

In this appendix we derive the expression for the map-
ping function M that enables one to express the slant
lengths in terms of the corresponding lengths defined along
some vertical direction. Firstly, we derive the mapping
function when the vertical direction is taken to coincide
with the vertical at the receiver location. In this case M is
the function of the receiver zenith angle 0,, that is the mea-
sure of how the slant path is inclined relative to the vertical,
cf. Fig. 9 (b). Using simple geometric considerations, the
length element along the slant direction, ds, can be
expressed in terms of the length element along the receiver
vertical, dA, as
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dh

2
1 _ Re+h,
Rg+h

dS:

(C.1)

9
) sin® 0,

where for explanation of the notations we refer to Appen-
dix A and Fig. 9 (b). Comparing Eq. (C.1) with the analo-
gous expression written in terms of the local zenith angle 0,
1.e., ds = sec 6dh, one obtains another useful formula

Re+h\> .,
0 = arccos \/1 (R@ +h> sin Hr).
This angle is defined at the height /s above the ground level
for a point on the slant path inclined on angle 0, to the
receiver vertical direction.

We consider now the spherical shell of the thickness Ak
with center at the center of the Earth. The outer radius of
the shell is R¢, + A, and the inner radius is correspondingly
Rg + h, — Ah. The slant thickness of the shell along the
path that connects the scattering point P and the receiver
R follows from (C.1) as

Asf/ ds/Mh\/

Performing the integration in the right side of the equation,
one obtains

As =Ah - M(6,),
M(0,) = /& cos? 0, + 260 +

—\fEcos20, 4260~ 1) + (1),

where ¢ = (Rs + h,)/Ah and { = (h, — h,) /Ah.

Here we also derive the expression for M as the function
of the zenith angle of the scattering point 0,. Applying the
sine theorem to the triangle ORP on Fig. 9 (b), one obtains

(C.2)

(C.3)

R++h
R+h

sin2 0,

(C4)

Re +h,\"
cos0? =1 — (ﬁ) sin® 0. (C.5)
Inserting this equation in Eq. (C.4) one derives
As =Ah-M(0,), (C.6)

M(0,) =Ecos, — \/Ezcos2 0, — 28 +1,
where &= (R. +h,)/Ah. Here we note that while the
zenith angle of the receiver is defined in the range

[0,7/2], the zenith angle at the scattering point at the same

time varies in the range {0, 0;““}, where

07 = arccos (E‘I\/ 28— 1).

The maximal slant thickness of the spherical shell at this
angle is

(C.7)

AS™ = \JAR + 20K (Re + h, — A).
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In order to complete the discussion of the mapping func-
tions, we express the slant range s in terms of the receiver
zenith angle and in terms of the vertical height from the
receiver to the scattering point, i.e., in terms of 4, — A,. This
dependence can be again represented in terms of the map-
ping function M, where

s = (b~ h) - 7100,

\/Ez cos?0, +2E+ 1 — Ecosb,,
(Ro + )/ (hy — ).

These expressions one obtains directly from Eq. (C.6) via
the replacement Ak — h, — h,. Similarly, Eq. (C.6) can be
used to express the slant range in terms of the zenith angle
of the scattering point. The slant range representation (C.8)
is an alternative to the formula (A.15).

(C.8)

Appendix D. On the relationship between power spectral
densities.

In this appendix we derive Eq. (15) and comment on the
analogous relationship for the case of the plan-parallel
ionosphere. Consider the correlation function of phase
fluctuations of the phase screen determined at two spatial
points. The positions of the points are given by the vectors
r;, and r, . These vectors lie in the plane of the phase
screen and with the origins at the cross-section point of
the signal ray and the phase screen. In the following we
assume that the medium is spatially homogeneous. Substi-
tuting Eq. (6) in Eq. (10) and denotingr, =1, , — 1, We
obtain

As As
p(ir/) rJ— - /L r / / péN rJ_aZI )dzleZa

where As is the slant thickness of the ionospheric layer.
Transforming the integration variables according to
z=2z —z,Z = (21 + 2z2) /2 one can perform the integration
over Z variable explicitly. Using the spectral representation
of the correlation functions in Eq. (D.1) one derives

/2 (I)(;q,(xl)emi”d2kL
R

(D.1)

(D.2)

As

2 KL T+ 2

A rﬁAs/ /3 Oy, (K1, 1. )e™ 7 dzd7 K, d,,
—As JR

where the slant thickness of the spherical shell As is related
to the shell thickness with the help of the mapping function
as given in Egs. (C.4) and (C.6). Integration of Eq. (D.2)
with respect to . yields then the required formula (15).
For the plan-parallel model of the ionospheric layer

considered in (Rino and Fremouw, 1977; Rino, 1979a)

the Eq. (D.2) can be written as

/ @5, (K, )e®Rd’K | (D.3)
2
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As

=2 As/ / Dy, (KL,Kh)eiK’(R“‘a“o“Mh)
—AsJ 3

x e®id(hsec 0) d’K ,dK,

where R, is the spatial vector lying in the plane of the
ground observer, cf. Appendix B, 4 is the spatial variable
counted along the receiver vertical starting from the posi-
tion of the scattering point, and
a,, =sinf(cos¢ sin¢)’ is the transversal component
of the unit vector a = k/k with k being the wave vector
of the signal wave. It is worth mentioning that due to the
flat geometry, the zenith, 6, and azimuth, ¢, angles for
the sender, the scattering point, and the receiver attain
the same values in contrast to the case of the spherical
geometry. The slant thickness of the plan-parallel iono-
spheric slab is As = Ahsec with Ah being the slab thick-
ness. The shift of the spatial vector R; to R, + tan0a; &
accounts the displacement of the center of the receiver
coordinate system relative to the projection of the scatter-
ing point on the flat-Earth surface.

Integration of Eq. (D.3) with respect to & and K, yields

Dy, (K ) = 21272 Ah(sec 0)’ Dy, (K, — tan 0K | - a; ).
(D.4)

If we compare Eq. (D.4) with Eq. (15), we observe that the
constant factors on the right hand sides of these equations
have different dependencies on the horizontal-to-slant map-
ping functions. In the case of the spherical geometry this
factor is proportional to the mapping function (C.4) [alter-
natively given by Eq. (C.6)], while for the flat geometry this
factor is proportional to the second power of the corre-

sponding mapping function, i.e., to (sec 0)2.

Appendix E. Calculation of integrals in Eqs. (29) and (30)

The integrals appearing in Egs. (29), (30) have been cal-
culated in Rino (1979a). In the sake of completeness we
outline the integration procedure in this appendix.

Consider firstly the integral

g = / dr, dx,
[RZ

We now perform the coordinate transformation in Eq.
(E.1) that brings the quadratic form (25) to the diagonal
representation according to:

5 (E.1)
=

(JZ/K)% + 2B,k + CK2 + réxé)

A-CG o | A-CT
waz T 2Ez D

Ky = \/g(qx +4,),

Ky =
(E.2)

(o/ — 6)* + 428*. The Jacobian of this trans-

formation is equal to one. The integral (E.1) can be written
in terms of the new variables as

where 9 =
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dg,dg,

I = /2 mef (E.3)
R (aq}% —i—bqi +V%K(2))
where
_ 2
a=5 298 + oA (A — €+ )], (E.4)
1 2 ‘
b——ﬁpﬁ +&/(&/—‘6—@)].

By rescaling the integration variables and switching to the
polar coordinates this integral reduces to

_p2
2

2n

NGO

S

(E.5)

Inserting Eq. (E.5) in (29) yields the phase scintillation
index (31).
We now switch to the calculation of the integral

e / sin’ [S(Kﬁ + Ki)/Zk}
w2

(JZ/K)ZC + 2B1cK, + %Kf)
which is used for calculation of the amplitude scintillation
index (32). Performing the variable transformation
(Appendix E) this integral is modified to

sin’ [s (gq,% + bqi) / 2k] dg,dg,

drk,dxk, (E.6)

pt2

2

jz == P2 9 (E7)
s 22
N (aqﬁ - bqﬁ) i
where
1
—_ (g —
a Y (D + oA —F), (E.8)
1
b= 33 (2 — oA +F).

Performing the rescaling of the variables ¢, = aq,,q, = bgq,
and using the polar coordinates the integral can be written

as
% /0 N 7" sin? (;—2) dt /0 ”
d¢ .
(1 (- 2)sna) ™

Integrating over ¢ one obtains after some simplifications
(Prudnikov et al., 1992):

X

(E.9)

7= 4 )

2n do
f 0 2
(Y +6+9)-sin’ $) 2

(E.10)
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Changing the integration variable as x = sin” ¢ one can see
that the integral attains the form of the Euler integral rep-
resentation of the hypergeometric function ,F(a, b; ¢;z)

_ (s Elr(lfﬁ)) 1 22

SIH = 7T2(2k)2p r(%Jr%) [2(ﬂ+£+(5)} ’ (El])
x P (i)

Using the Euler transformation ,F(a,b;c;z) =

(1 —2)“"Fi(c —a,c — b;c;z) and the formula
2Fi(a,bie;z) = 27D(b 4 1/2)70 (1 — )7V

1/2-b
X P

2—z
(NE) ’

where PP(z) is the Legendre function, Eq. (E.11) can be
written in the form

3/ S [E)l
fz:“(ﬂ),;
LI —5)( 1 )’TP< A+ >
PN\ —F/—— .
rG+8 Ve — # \oV.AC — B

(E.12)

This result is used for calculation of the scintillation index
given by Eq. (32).
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