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Effect of source spatial partial coherence on the
angle-of-arrival fluctuations for free-space
optics links
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turbulence. It is observed that the angle-of-arrival fluctuations show be-
havior that is essentially independent of the degree of source partial
coherence. In fact, as the source size increases, this dependence seems
to almost disappear. It is further observed that mean square angle-of-
arrival fluctuations become larger at greater propagation distances, at
smaller inner scales of turbulence, and at larger outer scales of turbu-
lence. However, the numerical values of the angle-of-arrival fluctuations
found for all cases are not expected to degrade substantially the perfor-
mance of a practical optical receiver having a field of view in the order of
several milliradians. Our results presented here are compared with the
existing theoretical and experimental work, and the range of applicability

of our formulation is discussed. © 2006 Society of Photo-Optical Instrumentation
Engineers. [DOI: 10.1117/1.2203371]
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1 Introduction excitation. Recently we investigated6 the angle-of-arrival
fluctuations for a multimode laser source, concluding that
Free-space optics (FSO) communication has become in- the performance of a practical FSO receiver will not be
creasingly popular in recent years. In broadband access ap- affected substantially so long as the source excitation is
plications, easy employment of FSO systems without the confined to modes with indices below 20. In that study, it
need for obtaining a license makes them attractive com- was pointed out that there was a need to also assess the
pared with fiber optics cable installations. dependence of the angle-of-arrival fluctuations on the de-
The effect of atmospheric turbulence on the variation in gree of source coherence. The present work is undertaken
Fhe ang}elg)s‘f arrival of the mean wavefront has been §tudied to partially address this issue.
in detail. — This effect may increase the field-of-view re- The question of interest here is to examine how the per-
quirements in a direct-detection optical receiver. Angle-of- formance of a FSO communication system will be influ-
arrival fluctuations may also degrade the performance of a enced, with respect to the angle-of-arrival fluctuations,

heterodyne system. The main studies made on the angle-of-
arrival fluctuations, which calculate the phase-front vari-
ance around the average direction of the received beam,
cover a coherent beam wave source that mimics the funda-
mental mode excitation of a laser incidence. The general
conclusion in these studies is that the effect of angle-of-
arrival fluctuations, even in strong turbulence, is minor for
practical receivers with a finite field of view on the order of
a few milliradians.

Lasers at infrared wavelengths are usually employed in
the current applications of FSO broadband access commu-
nication systems, exhibiting basically coherent radiation if
they operate in a single mode. However, multimode content
in the laser excitation or nonlaser sources like LEDs will
generate both temporally and spatially partially coherent

when the source exhibits partial coherence. In this paper,
we consider only the spatial partial coherence and do not
take into account the temporal partial coherence. This is
because temporal source coherence bandwidth of the
source is practically much less than the carrier wavelength
(narrowband), and the effect of atmospheric turbulence, es-
pecially in weakly turbulent regimes, is negligible in that
case. Thus, our formulation represents quasimonochromatic
incidence with central wavelength N where the variation of
the angle-of-arrival fluctuations for a spatially partially co-
herent source is investigated by introducing a source phase
that changes spatially in a random manner.

Our results indicate that the angle-of-arrival fluctuations
vary slightly, depending on the degree of the partial (spa-
tial) coherence of the light source used. However, since the
calculated magnitudes of the angle-of-arrival fluctuations
0091-3286/2006/$22.00 © 2006 SPIE stay on the order of tens of microradians, the performance
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of a practical optical receiver, with a field of view of sev-
eral milliradians, will not be affected. We note that our
formulation cannot be extended to cover a completely in-
coherent source, since spatial partial coherence is intro-
duced into the source by the random shifts and random tilts.
Therefore an incoherent summation of the source modes is
needed in order to mimic the perfectly incoherent source,
which is not covered in this work.

2 Formulation of the Angle-of-Arrival
Fluctuations for a Partially Coherent Beam
Wave

When light travels through the atmosphere, it experiences
amplitude and phase fluctuations due to turbulence. In this
paper, we need to find the phase fluctuations, which are
governed by the phase structure function

Dy(p,,p»,L) ={[S(p;,L) = S(p,, L))

=Bs(p1.p1,L) + Bs(p2,p2. L) — 2Bs(py.p2.L).
(1)

Here ( ) denotes the ensemble average over the statistics
of the source and the medium; Bg and Dy are the phase
correlation function and the phase structure function, re-
spectively; S is the phase at the receiver transverse plane
coordinate p=(p,,p,); and L is the path length, i.e., the
length of the atmospheric link.

In our earlier work,’ the phase structure function for a
spatially ~ partially ~ coherent = beam-wave  source,
Dy(p;.p2,L), was formulated. In this formulation, the laser
source is taken as a Gaussian beam wave, and the spatial
partial coherence of the source is introduced by a random
phase model consisting of a random phase shift and random
phase tilt. The source field can be written as

{ .
u(s)=A exp{—<g+£>s2] exp(jo), (2)

where A exp[—(1/2a,+jk/2F)s*] represents the determin-
istic part, and exp(j¢) represents the random part, of the
source field. Here s is the transverse source coordinate, j
=(-1)"2, A is the amplitude, a, is the source beam size,
k=2a/\ is the wave number, \ is the wavelength of opera-
tion, and F is the focal length (infinity for a collimated
beam). Source spatial partial coherence is introduced
through the random phase ¢, which is modeled as

d=a+ib-s, (3)

where a is the random phase shift and b is a random vector
introducing random tilt into the phase.

In Rytov method, the field at the point (p,z) in the pres-
ence of turbulence is given by

u(p.z) = u">(p,z) exp[(p.2)], (4)

where
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#p.z) = x(p,2) + jS(p,2)

k2 L o o
s 0 —oo —oo
exp(jklr —r'|)

XuFS(p’,z’) |r_r,|

(5)
denotes the fluctuations of the complex amplitude in turbu-
lence, u™S(p’,z’) is the field in free space (i.e., in the ab-
sence of turbulence) at r'=(p’,z')=(p;.p,.2'), n is the
random part of the refractive index, x(p,z) represents the
log-amplitude fluctuations, and

S(p.2) = zij[z,b(p,a G 2], (6)

In obtaining the phase structure function by using the
Rytov approximation, first using the source field given in
Eq. (2), u™(p’,z’) is found by utilizing the Huygens-
Fresnel principle; then this «™(p’,z’) is inserted in Eq. (5),
integrations over p,,p, are performed, and ¢(p,z) thus
found is inserted into Eq. (6) to find the phase fluctuations
S(p,z), from which the phase correlation function is evalu-
ated as

Bg(ps,pa,L) =(S(p1,L)S(p,,L)). (7)

Here ( ) represents the ensemble average over both the me-
dium and the source statistics. Employing Eq. (7) in Eq.
(1), the phase structure function for a spatially partially
coherent source in turbulence is obtained.

The remaining part of the derivation is quite lengthy,
and it follows similar lines to those in Ref. 8, which covers
coherent beams. Thus, here we point out the difference in
the derivation introduced by the random source phase term
given in Eq. (3), i.e., by the spatial partial coherence. As-
suming that the medium and source statistics are indepen-
dent, in taking the ensemble average in Eq. (7), for the
source part we have the second-order source coherence
function for the random portion of the field,

(exp{jl&(s1) = p(s2) 1} (8)

where ( ); denotes the ensemble average over the source
statistics. For Gaussian-distributed ¢ with zero mean value,
Eq. (8) becomes exp[—(b*),(s,—s,)?/4]. The degree of
source partial coherence pg is defined as pf: 1/{b*),, which

is a measure indicating the distance over which the random
phase at two source points stays correlated. Thus, within
the model used, the second-order source coherence function
for the random portion of the field given in Eq. (8) becomes

)2
exp[_ %} ©)

where p, has the dimension of distance [m], and p,= m
and p,=0 m will in turn correspond to the perfect spatially
coherent source and completely incoherent source. When p,
is between these limits, then the source is said to be par-
tially spatially coherent.
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This model representing source spatial partial coherence
has been used by several researchers,g’10 and it is known to
describe a multimode laser source.” A Gaussian Schell-
model source model is also used to describe partial coher-
ence and has been shown to be a good approximation for a
multimode laser source.'’ The degree of coherence is also
introduced as a function of two spatial points.12 As seen
from Eq. (9), the source partial coherence parameter p en-
ters into the expression for the second-order source coher-
ence function for the random portion of the field as a scale
determining the exponential decay of the coherence func-
tion with respect to the square of the distance between two
source points. In the source model we used for partial co-
herence, it is easier to obtain tractable numerical evalua-
tions.

The function Dg(p,,p,,L) is rewritten below; the details
of the source model and the derivation of D¢(p;,p,,L) can
be found in Ref. 7:

L 0
Ds(Pl,Pz,L) =41 Re|:J d’]f KdK({[O-SJO(zjKPI%)
0 0
+0.5J0(2jkPyy;) = Jo(kP) 1| H\ |}
-[1- Jo(KQ)]HZ)CDn(K)} , (10)

where Re means the real part, and p,=(p, .p,,) and p,
=(pX2, pyz) are the transverse receiver coordinates of the
first and second phase points, respectively. Integration over
n takes into account the contribution of the fluctuations
throughout the link length, whereas the integration over «
incorporates the contribution from all spatial scales of tur-
bulence, i.e., over the turbulent blobs. In Eq. (10), J, refers
to the zeroth-order Bessel function of first kind, ®,(«) is
the three-dimensional spectral density of the index of re-
fraction fluctuations. The rest of the symbols are defined as

H?=— k2 exp - [y (L - 5)*/k],
H|>= K exp(Bo®),  Bo=—(L- 1),
P, = (pim +p§m)”2, m=1,2,

2112,

P=[(yp,, =¥ p)*+ (wy, - ¥'py)

Q = 7[(17)(1 _px2)2 + (py1 _pyz)Z]l/Z,

1+jan Im(y)
= ) ;= 1m )
4 1+ jalL Y L6

Lj
a=—5+=,

ka: F

(P [K e (1 - LIF)* + (Llay)*] - 1
V(KR - LIFP + (Ll P

(11)
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In Eq. (11), * indicates the complex conjugate, and Im
the imaginary part.

The mean square angle-of-arrival fluctuation, (ai), is re-
lated to the phase structure function through the expression
below:

Dy(p; =0,|ps|=R,L)
(kR)*

(ag)= (12)

Light traveling through the atmosphere becomes inci-
dent on a receiver plane normal to the direction of propa-
gation. Here the mean square angle-of-arrival fluctuations
are evaluated at a radial distance R where the second phase
point lies at p2:(px2, pyz), P>| =R, and the first phase point
is at the origin p;=(p, .p,)=(0,0).

The three-dimensional spectral density of the index of
refraction fluctuations, described by the von Karman spec-
trum, is given by

0.033C% exp(— k*/k2%)

2 2
K™+ K

D, (k) = (13)

Here Cﬁ is the structure constant; «,,=5.92/€, where €,
is the inner scale of turbulence; and xy,=1/L,, where L, is
the outer scale of turbulence. For R much smaller than the
inner scale of turbulence, the integrand in Eq. (10) exists
due to the presence of the second term in the series expan-
sions of the Bessel functions. Thus by setting Jo(z) =1
-0.25z* for small z, it is possible to reduce Eq. (10) to a
single integral. To achieve this, Eq. (17) in Appendix II and
the approximation in Appendix I of Ref. 13 are employed.
Also, since Ly> €, and further applying the change of vari-
able n=Lt, the angle-of-arrival fluctuations for a spatially
partially coherent beam-wave light source is obtained as

1
(a2 =0.1628C>Lxk}"> f dt(— 7.2 +5.5663

0
. "]
et -nelf 7
sz 1/6
+Re<—7.2+5.5663 " > y2>.
KoLk + jyL(1 =1k, ]

(14)
Since the angle-of-arrival fluctuations are evaluated for R
much smaller than the inner scale of turbulence, we present

below the limiting form of Eq. (14) when ¢,— 0 and con-
sequently ky— :

1
(a?y=0.906C*L f di[ L7 (1 = 1)~ &0y
0
+L—1/6(1 _ t)_1/6k1/6|’y|”/6 COS0], (15)

where

M=+ )",

11 ;
0= T _— tan‘l(ﬁ>,
12 6 Y,
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1+bit

_abye o bie-D)
1+b7

i~ 2
1 +Db;

L

5
kot

Yr 1= (16)

Note that due to the new parameter b; appearing in Eq.
(16), we have had to redefine 7; that was originally intro-
duced in Eq. (11).

From the definitions given in Eq. (11), it is obvious that
&, must be positive; otherwise the integrand in Eq. (10)
would not converge. Consequently a limitation is imposed
on py:

a, o 12
p—:< [4#()\2)2“} ) (17)

This restriction on p, prevents us for obtaining the angle-
of-arrival fluctuations for a completely incoherent source.
The parameter «,/p, in Eq. (17) is dimensionless, since
both the source size («,) and the degree of source partial
coherence (p,) have the dimensions of meters.

Here we note that, even though Eq. (15) represents the
limiting form of the angle-of-arrival fluctuations for zero
inner scale, in our numerical evaluations we used Eq. (14)
to introduce also the effect of the finite inner scale on the
angle-of-arrival fluctuations.

3 Results and Discussion

Taking a collimated beam, Eq. (14) is numerically evalu-
ated and used in plotting the root mean square of the angle-
of-arrival fluctuations, ()2, versus the source size nor-
malized with respect to the Fresnel zone, (a,/\L)"?. In our
graphs, two infrared wavelengths are employed, represent-
ing the most commonly utilized wavelengths in the current
FSO links. As defined earlier, p,=o and p,;=0 correspond
to perfect spatial coherence and complete incoherence, re-
spectively. To be more accurate, we note that, because p, is
physically a measure indicating the distance over which the
random phase at two source points stays correlated, for a
fixed size source, as p, increases, the source becomes more
coherent, and as p, decreases, the source becomes less co-
herent. On the other hand, when p, is fixed, as the source
size increases, the source becomes less coherent, and as the
source size decreases, the source becomes more coherent.
This means the scale p, by itself does not accurately de-
scribe the spatial partial coherence of the source; the ratio
of p, to the source size more accurately determines the
partial coherent regime. For example, when the value of
py=0.03 taken in the plots is considered, it gives the dis-
tance at which the random source phase stays correlated.
Relative value of p;=0.03 compared to the corresonding
source size determines more accurately the partial coher-
ence property.

In Fig. 1, the variations of (a?)!”* are displayed for an
FSO link operating at A=0.85 um, and for L=3 km as well
as for L=5 km. Figure 2 shows the same variations of
(a®)'"? as Fig. 1, but this time the wavelength of operation,
A, is raised to 1.55 um.

As observed from Figs. 1 and 2, within the permitted
range of values for p, according to Eq. (17), the behavior of
the angle-of-arrival fluctuations is virtually independent of
the degree of source partial coherence. Indeed, in both
cases, as the source size increases (eventually approaching
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Fig. 1 Mean square angle-of-arrival fluctuations versus normalized
source size at a wavelength of 0.85 um and link lengths of 3 and
5 km.

the limit of plane wave), the dependence on the source
coherence seems to almost disappear. By comparing Fig. |
against Fig. 2, it is seen that, for the given source and
propagation parameters, the mean square angle-of-arrival
fluctuations become less at longer wavelengths. In any
case, however, longer distances have the overall effect of
increasing the angle-of-arrival fluctuations. From the nu-
merical values placed along the vertical axes of these
graphs, we are able to deduce that angle-of-arrival fluctua-
tions will not heavily degrade the performance of a practi-
cal optical receiver having a field of view on the order of
several milliradians.

We note that in our solution, very small value of p, that
make &, in Eq. (11) very small yield unreasonable angle-
of-arrival fluctuation values, as also can be seen from Eq.
(15). This is a limitation of our solution, that we cannot
approach the incoherent limit (i.e., p,— 0). The results seen
in Figs. 1 and 2 that the angle-of-arrival fluctuations are
essentially independent of the degree of source partial co-
herence might be because that we cannot reach the incoher-
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Fig. 2 Mean square angle-of-arrival fluctuations versus normalized
source size at a wavelength of 1.55 um and link lengths of 3 and
5 km.
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Fig. 3 Mean square angle-of-arrival fluctuations versus inner scale
of turbulence at constant source partial coherence, source size,
wavelength, and link length.

ent regime, in which the angle-of-arrival fluctuations can be
differentiated more than in the relatively coherent regime.

The evaluations for the two sets in Figs. 1 and 2 are
made in such a manner that in each case, the horizontal axis
is normalized with respect to the related link length and
wavelength. It is observed in Figs. 1 and 2 that for
intermediate-size beams the mean square angle-of-arrival
fluctuations decrease sharply. This recalls the recent work
by Baker and Benson,'* where they point out that there is a
deficiency in the analytical theory (Rytov approximation)
when beam wander has to be considered, and due to this
deficiency, for intermediate-size beams, the predicted on-
axis scintillation index shows discrepancies when com-
pared with the numerical wave-optics simulation. However,
it is not easy to make one-to-one comparison of the
intermediate-size portions of our Figs. 1 and 2 with the
work in Ref. 14, since we deal basically with the phase
structure function, whereas the on-axis scintillation in weak
turbulence is based on the log-amplitude variance.

Figures 1 and 2 are compared with the existing theoret-
ical and experimental results for the root-mean-square an-
gular displacement of a coherent beam.” Even though the
comparison could only be made under different source and
medium parameters, we can comment that the angle of ar-
rival in Figs. 1 and 2 shows a similar trend to the one
obtained theoretically in Ref. 5 for large-size coherent
beam. This trend changes both theoretically and experimen-
tally, especially in the range of small and intermediate
beam sizes, which might be attributed to the possible limi-
tations of the Rytov analytical theory as predicted in Ref.
14.

Next we investigate the dependence of angle-of-arrival
fluctuations on the inner scale of turbulence. For this pur-
pose, Fig. 3 shows the variations of (a2)!/? against €. It is
seen that (ai)“ 2 becomes smaller for larger €,. However,

the absolute values of ()"/? still remain in the microradian
range. The decrease in the angle-of-arrival fluctuations with
the increase in the inner scale of turbulence is attributed to
the fact that the contribution to the phase fluctuations com-

ing from the larger spatial frequencies of the refractive in-
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Fig. 4 Mean square angle-of-arrival fluctuations versus outer scale
of turbulence at constant source partial coherence, source size,
wavelength, and link length.

dex spectral density is smaller when inner scale is large.
Figure 4 illustrates the variation of (a?)!/> against the outer
scale L. It is observed from Fig. 4 that the changes in the
outer scale have a larger impact on the angle-of-arrival
fluctuations.

We reiterate that the preceding results are constrained to
the permitted range of values for p, as defined by Eq. (16).
To overcome the limitation on the degree of source spatial
coherence p,, we need to consider modal analyses with ran-
dom phase introduced for each mode. Through such an
analysis, one can obtain universally applicable results that
will also cover the completely incoherent regime.

In Ref. 2, phase fluctuations of a multimode laser field
are examined in a turbulent atmosphere where the phase
fluctuations of the wave are split into two parts: the random
phase distortions in a homogeneous medium due to source
partial coherence, and the random phase distortions due to
the turbulent atmosphere. Then the theoretical predictions
are compared with the experimental data obtained under
incoherent thermal source excitation. Unfortunately, a di-
rect comparison of our work with the results in Ref. 2 is not
possible.

Comparing the results of this work to our earlier
ﬁndings,6 we see that the magnitude of angle-of-arrival
fluctuations remains on the order of several microradians
both for a source with multimode content and for a spatially
partially coherent source. Thus, from the point of view of
angle-of-arrival fluctuations, neither the multimode content
nor the spatial partial coherence of the source can manifest
itself as a serious design consideration for an FSO link.

4 Conclusion

In this study, we have investigated the effect of fluctuations
in the angle of arrival in FSO and its relation to source
coherence and inner and outer scales of turbulence. It is
found that perfectly coherent and partially coherent sources
are not expected to a have a serious affect on the receiver
performance. However, as is known, depending on the tur-
bulence strength, partial coherence of the source affects the
second- and fourth-order moments of the field to a certain
extent. This fact may not seem in line with our findings.
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The discrepancy may arise because we cannot extend our
solution to more incoherent sources where a noticeable dif-
ference in the angle-of-arrival fluctuations occurs from
those obtained with a relatively coherent source. The de-
pendence of the angle-of-arrival fluctuations of a partially
coherent source on the inner-scale and outer-scale values of
turbulence is still not major. To extend the analysis so that
it includes the limit of completely incoherent sources (e.g.,
LEDs), a mathematical formulation involving incoherent
multimode analysis is required, which is not covered in this
paper. An extension of our formulation for angle-of-arrival
fluctuations in strong turbulence by using a different source
partial coherence model covering an arbitrary degree of co-
herence is foreseen.
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