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The concept that the focus anisoplanatism effect, which limits the useful diameter of an adaptive-optics system
that relies on an artificial guide star [(AGS), a laser atmospheric backscatter spot] as a reference source for
determining the turbulence-induced wave-front distortion, can be eliminated (or greatly reduced) by use of a
multiplicity of AGS spots is evaluated. The case of an infinite density of such spots with an infinite density
of wave-front sensor subapertures (each infinitely small) is analyzed assuming that performance is limited
only by the fact that turbulence is distributed along the propagation path rather than being contained in a
single plane. It is found that even in this case focus anisoplanatism limits performance. Relative to what
can be achieved with a single AGS spot, it is found that at most approximately a factor-of-2.5 increase in
the useful aperture diameter can be obtained by use of infinitely many AGS spots and that this increase is
available only for a laser backscatter altitude as high as the 90-km mesospheric sodium layer.

1. INTRODUCTION

Adaptive optics requires a reference source somewhere
in its field of view, a reference source that it uses to
develop information about the turbulence-induced wave-
front distortion for which it has to provide optical com-
pensation. The basic adaptive-optics imaging system!
relies on the object being viewed (or on some part of
that object) to serve as the required reference source.
(The reference source need not be a point source, but
it must be sufficiently compact and well defined as
to have a clearly definable position or centroid.) We
may consider this reference source to be the adaptive-
optics system’s guide star. The adaptive-optics system’s
wave-front distortion sensor uses this reference source in
determining, in real time, the wave-front distortion pat-
tern being introduced by atmospheric turbulence. (The
adaptive-optics system then introduces a correction in the
optical path for the measured distortion.) Because atmo-
spheric turbulence is distributed along the propagation
path rather than just being concentrated in a thin layer
immediately in front of the aperture of an imaging system,
an adaptive-optics imaging system will suffer from field-
of-view limitations, which are referred to as (ordinary)
anisoplanatism.? Ordinary anisoplanatism becomes sig-
nificant when there are several objects in the field of
view being imaged, one of which serves as the reference
source for the imaging of the entire field of view and from
which the angular distance to the other objects is not
small enough.

To permit the use of adaptive optics when the object of
interest lacks sufficient brightness to serve as a reference
source for the adaptive-optics system’s wave-front distor-
tion sensor, the concept of using atmospheric backscat-
ter of a pulsed laser beam that is focused within the
atmosphere as the reference source has been devel-
oped.?~5 (Variations on the pulsed laser concept, utiliz-
ing a cw laser, are also in use, but without loss of general
applicability and for ease of explanation it is presumed

in this discussion that we are considering a pulsed laser
reference source.) This reference source, functioning in
lieu of a natural-guide-star reference source, has come to
be known as an artificial guide star (AGS). If an AGS
reference is used by the adaptive-optics system, then
there will be aperture-diameter limitations associated
with what has come to be called focus anisoplanatism.3~8
To reduce the magnitude of the effect of focus anisopla-
natism the idea of using a pattern of several AGS’s has
been suggested. Nonetheless, there seems, unavoidably,
to be a focus anisoplanatism limitation to AGS adaptive-
optics system performance.

At a level of heuristic, reasoned, physical understand-
ing of the matter, we can identify four mechanisms that
give rise to focus anisoplanatism. The first and the most
obvious of these mechanisms (and analytically the least
interesting) is the inability of the AGS to provide any in-
formation about the turbulence at ranges beyond the laser
backscatter region.

The second of these four mechanisms derives from
the insensitivity of the reference source signal to turbu-
lence located between the adaptive-optics system (on
the ground) and the backscatter region (at altitude),
with the insensitivity being greater the closer the tur-
bulence is to the altitude of the backscatter region. This
lack of sensitivity to turbulence near the backscatter re-
gion can be understood as arising from the fact that the
wave-front distortion sensor measurement is in effect a
measurement of the apparent position of the reference
source, the AGS. The closer some element of turbu-
lence is to the backscatter region, the less it will shift
the apparent position of the reference source, and the
weaker the turbulence will seem to be to the wave-front
distortion sensor. Yet that element of turbulence will
have the same effect on a collimated beam (the starlight
being imaged), no matter what the distance to the tur-
bulence element.

The third of these four mechanisms giving rise to focus
anisoplanatism originates in the fact that the ray path
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from an AGS to a point on the aperture of the imaging
system does not, in general, follow the same path through
the atmosphere that light from the object being imaged
follows to reach that same point on the aperture. Differ-
ent regions of atmospheric turbulence are being probed by
the AGS light and the light from the object being imaged,
so the wave-front distortion that is sensed is not the same
as the wave-front distortion that must be corrected. This
mechanism is most severe when there is only one AGS
being used. In this case there is a large volume that af-
fects the light from the object being imaged but which
is not probed by the AGS light. This volume is the dif-
ference between a cone whose base is at the imaging
aperture and whose vertex is at the AGS and a cylin-
der whose base is at the imaging aperture and whose
cylindrical side is defined by the collimated light from
the object being imaged. When there are many AGS’s
being used and they are relatively close together, ev-
ery part of this unprobed volume is at least close to the
region that is being probed in its place. Consequently
the information being collected is reasonably well corre-
lated with the information that should have been collected
from that unprobed volume. The larger the number of
AGS’s being used, the smaller the separation between
the volume that should be probed and the volume that
is probed in its place, and the smaller the error between
the information that is desired and the information that
is obtained.

The fourth mechanism giving rise to focus anisopla-
natism is present only when there is more than one AGS
being used, with the wave-front distortion in different
parts of the aperture being determined by use of different
AGS’s. The effect originates in the fact that we cannot
project a pattern of AGS’s so that they are perfectly regu-
larly spaced or even determine, after the fact, exactly
what the spacing was. To understand how this mecha-
nism can give rise to a wave-front distortion sensing
error, it is sufficient to consider the situation in which the
AGS’s are somewhat irregularly spaced, in which there
is no turbulence in the path, and in which the adaptive-
optics system is using the pattern of AGS’s to measure the
putative wave-front distortion and is imposing a wave-
front distortion correction based on that measurement.
Because there really is no turbulence in this instance the
correct measurement result would be a report that there
is no wave-front distortion. However, because of the ir-
regularity of the AGS spacing and because different AGS’s
are being used to provide wave-front distortion informa-
tion for different portions of the aperture, the wave-front
distortion sensor will report a nonzero level of wave-front
distortion, an erroneous report induced by the irregularity
of the positions of the AGS’s.

When the AGS adaptive-optics system utilizes only a
single AGS reference source, clearly the fourth mecha-
nism will not be operative. (There can be no distortion
of the AGS spot pattern when there is only a single AGS.)
When there is a high density of AGS spots, the third
mechanism will be greatly minimized (nominally expected
to go to zero when there is an infinite density of AGS
spots). In all cases the first and the second mechanisms
will be operative, and to some extent either or both of
the third and the fourth mechanisms will be operative,
resulting in a nonzero level of focus anisoplanatism.
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But these statements constitute, at best, just a heuris-
tic argument. It has been suggested®!® that the focus
anisoplanatism effect associated with using a single laser
backscatter reference spot can be reduced or eliminated
by means of a multiplicity of backscatter spots, it being
indicated above that if we placed the spots sufficiently
close together and used a sufficiently large number of
spots the effect of focus anisoplanatism could be made
negligibly small. The analysis presented here shows that
this is not the case. We shall see that, depending on
the AGS backscatter range, the wavelength at which the
adaptive-optics system is working, and the distribution
of the strength of turbulence along the propagation path,
there is some fundamental limit beyond which the effect
of focus anisoplanatism cannot be reduced, regardless of
how great is the density of AGS laser backscatter spots,
with a corresponding fundamental limitation on the use-
ful aperture diameter.

To demonstrate that this fundamental limitation is
unavoidable and of potentially significant magnitude
regardless of how many AGS’s are being used, let us
consider an (unrealistically) idealized adaptive-optics
system. The system is assumed to have infinitely high
signal-to-noise ratio, infinitely high servo bandwidth,
and an infinite number of infinitely small subapertures,
with an infinitely dense array of laser backscatter spots,
one spot (nominally) directly above each subaperture.
This assumption ensures that there is no electronic noise
contribution to the wave-front measurement, that the
wave-front measurement and correction results are al-
ways current, and that there is no fitting error. To
minimize the randomness of the actual location of each
of the backscatter spots we consider each of the laser
beams giving rise to each of the AGS spots to have been
transmitted as a full-aperture beam. (The only way to
improve on this situation would be to use a telescope with
an aperture diameter significantly larger than that of the
adaptive-optics system either to transmit the AGS pat-
tern, with each AGS being projected by the full aperture,
or to image and to report to the wave-front distortion
sensor what the AGS spot pattern appears to be at that
instant. But because this method is useful only with
a telescope that has an aperture diameter much larger
than that of the adaptive-optics system, this possibility
was not considered worthy of analysis.)

Certainly with this ultrahigh-density pattern of laser
backscatter spots we have gone as far as possible toward
obtaining any benefit that is available by increasing the
number of laser AGS reference spots. Accordingly, we
may consider that the results of the analysis of the per-
formance of this system show the magnitude of the fun-
damental focus anisoplanatism effect. In the balance of
this work the mean-square residual wave-front error for
this system is calculated, and we can see that even with
this infinite density of AGS laser spots the wave-front
error does not become arbitrarily small.

2. PROBLEM FORMULATION

For an AGS adaptive-optics system that has a clear cir-
cular aperture of diameter D, consider propagation at a
wavelength A over a propagation path of effectively in-
finite length, with an AGS backscatter range S. The
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nominal propagation path is considered to define an axis
along which the variable s varies from s = 0 at the aper-
ture to s = S at the AGS backscatter range. We shall
use the notation r (or variously ry, rs, rs, and ry) to de-
note two-component position vectors perpendicular to the
s axis.

With (v, s) denoting the three components of a three-
dimensional position vector, the notation n(r, s) is used
to represent the random refractive-index deviation from
the nominal (i.e., from the mean) value. The random
refractive-index variations obey Kolmogorov statistics,
and accordingly, we write

(n(r, s) — n(x’, s"I*) = CR(S)Ir — ¢'|' + (s — )",
(1)

where 5 = (1/2)(s + s') and C%(s) denotes the refractive-
index structure constant at a distance s (measured
from the adaptive-optics unit) along the propaga-
tion path.

The turbulence-induced phase perturbation at position
r on the telescope aperture can be written as

$(r) =k fo " dsn(r, s), @

where £ = 27/ denotes the optical wave number. I
shall use the notation ¢(r) to denote the AGS wave-front
sensor’s estimate of ¢(r).

The objective in this study is to calculate o2, the en-
semble average of the aperture average of the square
of the effective phase-estimation error. Nominally, the
phase-estimation error is ¢(r) — ¢(r). However, at
any instant the pattern of ¢(r) — ¢(r) across the full
aperture is likely to have a nonzero aperture aver-
age value (a so-called piston-type error) and to have
some nonzero linear variation (a so-called tip—tilt-type
error) across the full aperture. Neither the piston nor
the tip—tilt type is of any concern in terms of system
performance and so should not be included in the cal-
culated ensemble average of the aperture average of
the square of the effective phase-estimation error o?2.
(The reason for excluding the piston-type error follows
directly from the inability of this type of error to af-
fect any aspect of adaptive-optics system performance
of possible interest to us. The reason for excluding the
tip—tilt-type error follows from the inability of the AGS
phase-sensing concept to provide any tip-—tilt-type in-
formation. This type of information must be obtained
by other means, so the tip—tilt-type error should not be
considered to be part of the AGS focus anisoplanatism
phase-sensing error.)

The piston portion of ¢ (r) — ¢(r) is given by the expres-
sion [(1/4)7D?]™! [dr'W(r'/D)[¢(x') — ¢(r')], whereas
the tip—tilt portion is [(1/4)7D2]™! [dr'W(x'/D)[(4/D)?
(r - o) — ¢(r)], where

1 if x| =1
0 if otherwise

W(x) = (3)

Thus the effective AGS phase-sensing error can be written
as
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—1
() = [H(r) — ¢()] - (%vﬂﬂ) | arwe
X[1+ @/D)*r - x)p@) — o]

1 -1
o (ZWD2> f dr'W(r"[1 + (4/D)%(r - r')]

X{lp(r) — ()] = [(x) — )]} (Y]

The quantity of interest to us, the mean-square phase
error (i.e., the aperture average of the ensemble average
of the square of the effective phase-estimation error) is
given by the expression

-1
02:< % wD2> f drW(r/D)le()?). ®)

Evaluation of this quantity requires an expression for
¢(r), the AGS-provided estimate of the phase ¢ (r), so that
an expression for the phase error, €(r), can be formed.

3. AGS PHASE ESTIMATE ¢(r)

In developing an expression for ¢(r) it is convenient
to think in terms of the adaptive-optics wave-front
sensor as a Hartmann sensor measuring the gradi-
ent of the phase, i.e., forming an estimate of V,o(r),
with the notation V, denoting the gradient (or two-
component vector derivative) with respect to the two com-
ponents of the r argument. (Because an adaptive-optics
system with infinitely small subapertures has been as-
sumed for this analysis, it is appropriate to speak of the
data as representing the gradient rather than just small-
region tilt.) There are two distinct contributors to the
measurement of this gradient. The first of these [which
is directly related to the actual phase distortion ¢(r) and
which is what causes us to use the measurement datal]
is associated with the gradient of the refractive-index
variations along the path between a subaperture at (r, 0)
and the corresponding AGS laser spot nominally located
at (r, S). Taking account of the fact that the refractive-
index gradient at distances closer to the AGS spot results
in less apparent shift in the location of the spot, with
the shift being proportional to the distance from the spot,
i.e., proportional to (S — s)/S, we can write this first
contribution as k [dsu(s/S)V,.n(r, s), where

1—x if 0=sx=1 )
0 if otherwise

ux) = (6)

Here and below an integration over s (or s’) is to be un-
derstood as having the limits of 0 and S, unless otherwise
explicitly indicated.

It will prove notationally convenient for us to rewrite
this contribution as & [dsu(s/S)n"(r, s), where

n¥(r, s) = V.n(r, s). (7

The superscript V notation, as used in writing n", is to
be understood as implying a gradient-type derivative with
respect to the two-component vector that is the first argu-
ment of the function to which the superscript V is applied,
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in this case applied to n. (It should be recognized that,
although 7 is a scalar, n" is a vector.)

The second contribution to the measured phase gra-
dient arises because the process of transmitting the
laser beams to form the AGS laser backscatter spots
does not put the spots exactly at their nominal location.
[This contribution is simply an interference that must
be tolerated and that has no direct link to ¢(r), the
quantity to be estimated.] If there were only a single
spot, this contribution would just result in a tip—tilt-type
error and would be of no consequence. Similarly, if all
the spots were offset from their nominal locations by ex-
actly the same amount, this contribution, too, would con-
stitute a tip—tilt-type error, likewise of no consequence.
But because the transmitted laser beams forming the
various spots pass through somewhat different portions
of the atmosphere on their way to their backscatter po-
sitions, each of the spots will have a slightly different
offset. This spread in amounts of offset gives rise to an
apparent phase distortion that is more complex than a
simple tip-tilt-type error.

The apparent angular offset of the spot that is nomi-
nally at (r, S) is given by the expression [(1/4)7D?]!
[Adr'W(x'/D) [dsu(s/S)n"[u(s/S)r' + v(s/S)r, s], where

x ifOstl'

0 if otherwise

v(x) = 8

Taking note to distinguish between V, (the gradient,
or two-component vector derivative, with respect to the
two components of r) and V,» (the corresponding vector
derivative with respect to r’), we can write

n¥[u(s/S)r’ + v(s/S)r, s]
= [1/v(s/S)IV,n[u(s/S)x’' + v(s/S)r, s]. (9)

Thus, based on the above expression for the spot’s appar-
ent angular offset (and recognizing that actual spot offset
has the opposite consequence, i.e., the negative of the con-
sequence of an apparent offset in viewing), we see that
this second contribution to the measured phase gradi-
ent can be written as (—)[(1/4)7D?]™* [dr'W(x'/D) [ds
[u(s/8)/v(s/S)IV,n[ u(s/S)x' + v(s/S)r, s].

Combining these two contributions, we can write for
the measured phase gradient

-1

V,o(r) = kf dsu(s/S)Vonlr, s) — k(% 7rD2>

><fdr’W(r’/D)fds[,u(s/S)/v(s/S)]
X V,.n[ u(s/S)r’ + v(s/S)r, s]

—1
— V,ik[ dsu(s/S)n(r, s) — k(% 771)2)
x f dr'W(r'/D) f ds[ u(s/S)/v(s/S)]
X n[ w(s/S)r’ + v(s/S)r, 8]] : (10

Obviously, then, except for an additive constant, which
is of no interest to us as it represents no more than a
piston-type contribution, we can write
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-1
o(r) = k/ dsu(s/S)n(r, s) — k(% 7TD2>

X[dr’W(r’/D)[ds[,u(s/S)/v(s/S)]
X nl u(s/S)r' + v(s/S)r, s1. (11)

With this result in hand we now proceed to consider
the nature of the measurement error, first removing the
piston-type and the tip—tilt-type portions of the error.

4. PHASE-MEASUREMENT ERROR

We are now in a position to write an expression for ¢ (r) —
¢(r) that could be substituted into Eq. (4) to give us an
expression for the AGS adaptive-optics system’s effective
phase-measurement error e(r). It is useful, however, to
separate this expression into three parts, writing

e(r) = €, (r) + €yr) + €(r). (12)

The €(r) term pertains to the effect of the turbulence be-
yond the AGS laser backscatter range S, which perturbs
the propagation path of true interest to the user of the
adaptive-optics system but which the AGS laser reference
source does not probe. This term corresponds to the first
of the four mechanisms, discussed in Section 1, which give
rise to the focus anisoplanatism effect. For this term we
can see from consideration of Eq. (2) that

-1
&(r) = (% 7rD2> f dr'W(xr'/D)[1 + (4/D)*(r - x)]

<k f " as[nlr, s) — n(x'.5)]. (13)
S

The other two terms pertain to the difference between the
effect of the turbulence that is closer than the backscat-
ter range, i.e., to the difference between what we wish
we could measure, namely, % || ‘;’ dsn(r, s), and the mea-
surement that we obtain, namely, ¢(r). We have split
this difference into two parts. The first of these two
parts corresponds to the second mechanism that produces
focus anisoplanatism, basically the inability of turbulence
located near the AGS backscatter region to shift the ap-
parent position of the AGS spot significantly. The second
of these two parts represents all the rest of what is ob-
tained from Eq. (4). It can be considered to correspond
to the sum of the third and the fourth mechanisms dis-
cussed in Section 1 as giving rise to focus anisoplanatism.
Making reference to Eqgs. (2), (4), and (11), we write

1
€, (r) = (% 7TD2> f dr'W(r'/D)[1 + (4/D)*(r - r')]

X ka dsn(r, s) — kf dsu(s/S)n(r, s)}
— |:kf dsn(x’, s) — k/ dsu(s/S)n(x’, s):“

1 1
= (Z 7TD2> kf dr'W(xr'/D)[1 + (4/D)*(r - x)]

X f dsv(s/S)[n(r, s) = n(x',s)], (14)
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-1
€,(r) = (% tz) f dr'W(x'/D)[1 + (4/D)%(x - r')]

-1
X (% WD2> kf dr"W(x"/D)

X |f dsl u(s/8)/v(s/S)In[ u(s/S)x" + v(s/S)r, s]

- f ds[ u(s/S)/v(s/S)Inl w(s/S)E" + v(s/S)r', s]]

—2
=<%7TD2> [ dr’'dr"W(x'/D)W(x"/D)

X [1+ (4/D)*(r - r’)]f ds[ u(s/S)/v(s/8)]

X {n[ u(s/S)r” + v(s/S)r, s]
= n[ u(s/S)r" + v(s/S)r', sl}. (15)

The reason for separating the error e(r) into these three
parts pertains to the argument that these three compo-
nents may be considered to be statistically independent.
That €(r) should be expected to be statistically indepen-
dent of €),(r) and of €,(r) follows from the mostly quite
separate regions of the propagation path in which they
originate. That €),(r) and €,(r) should be expected to be
statistically independent follows from the very different
physical nature of the processes associated with the two.

5. MEAN-SQUARE ERROR
o2 FORMULATION

When we substitute Eq. (15) into Eq. (5), carry out the
squaring, and recognize that the cross terms have, in our
approximation, zero value, we can write

-1
. (% WD2> [ axwamidemr)

+ (ley@)I?) + (leg, (0)*)]. (16)

Substituting Egs. (13)—(15) into Eq. (16), expressing the
square of a multiple integral as a doubly multiple integral,
and collapsing the ensemble average angle brackets () so
that they contain as little as possible except the random
refractive-index functions, we write

o?= O'TZ + O'llz + O'lzz, amn

where

-1
o2 = (% 7TD2> [ drW(x/D){|e&(r)|?)

=k (— wD) f f dsds’ ff drdr,dr,

X W(r/D)W(r1/D)W (rs/D)[1 + (4/D)*(r - r1)]
X [1+ (4/D)*(r - v2)]{[n(r, s) — n(r1, s)]
X [n(r, s') — n(re, s, (18)
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—1
o2 = <% WDZ) f drW(r/D)le,(r)*)

=k (— 7D > [/ dsds’ [/ drdridr,

X W(r/D)W(r1/D)W(r2/D)[1 + (4/D)*(x - r1)]
X [1+ (4/D)*(r - r2)1{v(s/S)[n(r, s) — n(ry, )T}
X {v(s'/S)[n(x, s') — n(ry, s, (19)

—1
o2 = <l WDZ) f drW(r/D)|er)[?)

=k (— wD > ff dsds’ ff/f drdr;drodrzdr,

X W(r/D)W(r1/D)W(ry/D)W (xr3/D)W(ry/D)
X [1+ (4/D)*(r - v2)][1 + (4/D)*(r - r4)]
X AL u(s/8)/v(s/S)Hnl u(s/S)r1 + v(s/S)r, s]
= n[u(s/S)ry + v(s/S)ry, s u(s'/S)/v(s'/S)]
X {n[ u(s'/S)rs + v(s'/S)r, s']
—nlu(s'/S)rs + v(s'/S)ry, s'TH).  (20)

Inside each set of ensemble average angle brackets in
Egs. (18)—(20) there are four products of refractive-index
variation functions, n(r,s), and from these products
we could nominally form four (times three) refractive-
index covariance functions. Instead, however, so that
we can make use of Eq. (1), these products are recast
as the square of differences, and operations of the form
ab = —(1/2)(a — b)? are carried out. {One may justify
the apparent neglect in this replacement of the [—(1/2)a?]
term and the [—(1/2)b?] term by noting that there are
as many positive-signed products as there are negative-
signed products in each of the (three) sets of four products
and by further noting that all the [—(1/2)a?] terms and
the [—(1/2)b2] terms, which we seem to be ignoring, to-
gether total to zero.} Performing this set of (three times)
four replacements and then applying Eq. (1) gives rise to
a set of terms, each of which has the form CZ(3)[|f (s)r —
g(shr'|? + (s — s)?]¥3}. [The f(s) and the g(s) factors ap-
pearing in this expression represent functions variously
of the forms u(s), v(s), and 1.] For each of the three
sets of four terms there are two such terms with a posi-
tive sign and two with a negative sign. That there
are an equal number of positive- and of negative-signed
terms in each set allows us to make the replacement for
each term of {CX(3)[If(s)r — g(s)r'|2 + (s — )23} =
{CXR(SIf (s)r — g(s"T'|? + (s — s")2a]”® — (s — s/)?3).
With this replacement it is appropriate to reformulate
the s and the s’ integrations, integrating over the vari-
ables s = (1/2)(s + s’) and s = s — s’. The limits on the
S integration (taken as the outer integral) are 0 and S for
the o,(r) and the o(r) expressions and S and « for the
oy(r) expression. The limits on the s integration (taken
as the inner integral) are complicated (involving s) but
are, for the most part, of the order of the magnitude of
S for the first two and of infinite order for the third.
Note that f(s) and g(s) never take values whose magni-
tude is greater than unity, and also note that S >> r and
S >>r/. Thus we can see that each of the four terms in
each of the three integrands, each of which has the form
{CR(Sf(s)r — g(sHr'|2 + (s — s)2al¥® — (s — )23}, is
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very small when s = s — s’ is much larger than the mag-
nitude of r and r’, and note that this condition is reached
long before the value of s approaches the limits of the s
integration. This fact allows us (1) to replace the lim-
its on the s integration by *<« and (2) to consider that in
evaluating the u(s), u(s’), v(s), and v(s’) factors in the
integrand we can consider s to have such a small value
that we can make the approximations s =5 + (1/2)s = s
and s’ =35 — (1/2)s = 5. This calculation sets the stage
for making use of the result that!!

_ 2a TIr{2 - @) ,
C2a+1 T1-a)
R(a) <2, (21)

fm dx[(1 + x2)* — (x2)“]

from which it follows that [, ds[(4% + %)V —
2.9144A%3,
Following this procedure, we can recast Eq. (18) as

_3 .
o = (%)2.91441@2(% 7702) [s dsC%(3)

X f/ drdrdroW(x/D)W (r1/D)W (ry/D)

23] =~

X [1+ (4/D)*(r - r1) + (4/D)*(r - 13)
+ (4/D)*x -ri)(r - r))(—Ir — ral® — Jr — B
+ vy — rol™®) (22)

and Eq. (19) as

=
ot = (—%)2.9144/&(% WD2> [d§[v(§/S)]2C§,(§)
X f/ drdrdroW(x/D)W (xr1/D)W(rs/D)

X [1+ (4/D)*(r - v1) + (4/D)*(r - 1r3)
+ (4/D)*x - ri)(r - r)l(—lr — vl — [r — B
+ |rp — o). (23)

Applying this procedure to Eq. (20), we obtain

-5
g,% = (—%)2.9144/&(% 7TD2>

x [ ds[ w(/S)PLr(5/S)] *C2(5)

X ffff drdr,drodr3drsW(x/D)W (r1/D)W (ry/D)

X W(rs/D)W(ry/D)[1 + (4/D)*(x - x3) + (4/D)*(r - x4)

+ (4/D)!(x - vo)(r - ) K u(5/8)F ey — w5>

— |u(3/8)r1 + v(s/S)r — pu(5/S)rs — v(5/S)ry™

— |u(5/S)r1 + v(5/S)r1 — u(5/S)rs — v(5/S)rl?

— |u(5/8)r1 + v(5/S)rz — u(5/S)rs — v(s/S)ral>}.
(24)

We are now ready to turn our attention to the reduction
of these results to a form that is easy to evaluate.

David L. Fried

6. ANALYTIC AND NUMERICAL
REDUCTION

Equations (22)—(24) can all be significantly simplified if
we make use of the facts that [(1/4)7D2]™! [drW (x/D) =
1, [(1/4)7D?]* [drW(r/D)(r - ¥') = 0, and [(1/4)7D?]*
[drW(x/D)(x - v)(r - ¥") = (D/4)*(r' - ¥""). These facts
allow us to reduce Eq. (22) to the form

,2 o
o = (%)2.9144/&(% 7TD2> fs dsC%(s)

X f dI‘]_dI‘2W(I'1/D)W(I'2/D)

X [1+ (4/D)2(x1 - r2)llr; — rol™®

o -2
— (L )o.914482D% f dsC%(s) 1
2 s 4

X f dridesW(r)W(rs)
X [1 + 16(1‘1 . 1‘2):”1‘1 - I‘2|5/3 (25)

and Eq. (23) to the form

o, % = (%)2.9144/32(% 7TD2>2 fo  ds[o(s/S)ECE(s)
X f f dr,dr,W(r;/D)W (ry/D)
X [1+ (4/D)2(x1 - r)llr; — rol™®
= (%)2.91441@@5’3 fos ds[v(s/S)]QC]%(s)(% 7r>_2
X f drydr, W (r)W(rs)
X [1+ 16(x; - ro)]le; — raf™?. (26)

Treating Eq. (24) in the same way, we obtain

o2 = (%)2.9144/32(% 7TD2> [0 ds[ u(s/S)I"?

% [r(s/S)] 2C2(s) f f drdrsW(r./D)W (rs/D)

-2
X |—|r1 —rg|”® + (% 7TD2> ff drydr,W(ry/D)
X W(rs/D)[1 + (4/D)2(rs - r4)]

X |ry — 13 + 5(s/S)(ry — I‘4)|5/3}
s
= (%)2.91441@%5/3 [0 ds[u(s/S)HV3
1 \?
X [v(s/S)]2CI%,(s)<Z 77') f dridresW(r)W(rs)

—2
X |—|r1 —rg|”® + (% 77-) f drodrW(rs)
X W(rg)[1 + 16(xry - ry)]

X |ry — 13 + n(s/S)(rs — r4)|5/3} ’ 27
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where
n(s/S) = v(s/S)/u(s/S). (28)
Making use of the facts that!?

-1
_ %(2/77')[005_1(}() ~x3 - 2x2v 1- X2] (29)

and that

-1
(% 77') f de(x + %X)W(x - %X)
= (2/m)[cos™H(X) — XV 1 - X2%], (30)

along with an understood change of the variables of in-
tegration from r; and ry to the sum and difference vari-
ables X = r; — rp and x = (1/2)(r; + ry), we can reduce
Egs. (25) and (26) to

o2 = <%)2.9144k2D5/3 fs i dsC%(s)(16/w)
1
X f dXX®[3 cos™1(X) — X(7 - 4X*V 1 - X?]
0
1 21)5/3 - 2
— <—)2.9144k D f dsCL(s)B , (31)
2 s
1 S
o2 = <E>2.9144k2D5/3/;) ds[v(s/S)PC%(s)(16/ )
1
X f dXX®[3 cos™H(X) — X(7 - 4X%V 1 - X?]
0
1 S
— (§)2.9144k21)5/3 fo ds[v(s/S)ECH(s)B,  (32)
where
1 -2
B = <Z 7T> [ dl‘2d1‘4W(I‘2)W(I‘4)(1 + 161‘2 . I'4)

X ey — 1yl?3
1
= (16/7r)f dXX¥[3 cos 1(X)
0
- X(7-4X%V 1 - X?]
= 0.0391243738. (33)

The remaining task is the reduction of the expression
for 01,2 given by Eq. (27).

Introducing the function (X, z) defined by the equa-
tion

-2
FX,2) = (% w> [[ arsarweaweon + 160 - x)

X 1X + n(2)(rs — ro)??, (34)

where 1denotes a unit vector with some arbitrarily chosen
orientation, we can now rewrite Eq. (27) as

S
o2 = (%)2.91441@%5/3 [0 ds[ u(s/S)I[w(s/S)] 7

1

-2
XC%,(S)(Z 77') [ dridrsW(r)W(rs)

X [=lry — r3l® + f(Ir1 — 3, /9)]. (35)
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Making the same change of the variables of integration in
Eq. (34) as was used to reduce Egs. (25) and (26), going
from re and ry to x and x’, and then using Eqgs. (29) and
(30), we can reduce the expression for f(X, z) given by
Eq. (34) to

—2
fX,2)= (% 77) ff dx’de(x’ + %X)W(x’ - %x)
X [1 + 16<x’2 - %xz):||1X + n(2)x/|*?

-1
= (%77) fdx|1X + 7](2)X|5/3

X (2/m)[3 cos L(x) — x(7 — 4x®)V 1 — p?].
(36)

It can be shown that

2
(27r)_1f do(a® + 2ab cos 6 + b2)%% = Iy(a, b), (37)
0

where
— 56| Jo(a/b) ifa<bd )
IO(a; b) - (Clb) l]o(b/a) fa=b (38)
with
o 2
s [ tw-se T _
Jole) = a ZO[ L(n + 1)1"(—5/6)} ¢ for a =1.
(39)

Using Eq. (37) and treating the x integration as an in-
tegration in polar coordinates, we can further reduce
Eq. (36) to the form

1
(X, 2) = (16/7) fo xdx [ X, n(2)x]
X [3 cos (x) — x(7 — 4x®)W 1 — x2].  (40)

Making a change of variables of integration for Eq. (35),
going from r; and r3 to the corresponding sum and differ-
ence coordinates X = r; — r3 and x = (1/2)(r; + r3), and
then using Eq. (30) to allow the x integration to be accom-
plished (and further carrying out the angular part of the
X integration, treating the X integration as an integration
in polar coordinates), we obtain

S
% = (%)2.91441@21)5/3 fo ds[ (s/S)Y

X [v(s/S)]"ZCNZ(s)(IG/Tr)]:XdX

X [eos (X)) — XV 1 - X?][f(X, s/S) — X°°].
41)

At this point we have gone as far in the reduction of our
expression for 01,2 as appears possible. Further effort
concentrates on casting the expression in a form that is
as convenient as possible for numerical evaluation.
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FX)=
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(16/77)[012dz[Q(X/z) — 1][3 cos™(z) — 2(7 — 4221 — 22]

1 - (49)

(16/77)/0 2dz(z/X)%3[3 cos1(z) — 2(7 — 422)V/1 — 22]

Substituting Eq. (40) into Eq. (41) and making use of

the fact that

1
(16/77)[0 xdx[3 cos Hx) — x(7 — 4x®)W1 — x2]=1,
(42)

as well as utilizing Eq. (33), we can rewrite Eq. (41) as
s

g,2 = (%)2.9144k2D5/3f ds[ w(s/S)]*3[v(s/S)] 2
0

X Cf,(s),B(lG/w)/;leX[cos’l(X) - XV1-X2]

It is now helpful to gather up the results, recalling that

o? =012 + 0,2 + 0,2 [Eq. (9)] and writing

o2 = 2.9144k2D%? fs dsgi(s/S)C%(s), (50)

S
Olyors” = 2.9144k2D53 fo dsgly 00 (s/S)CE(s), (51)
with

gilx) =128, g1 (x) = 128G (x).

(52)

g (x) = 2Bx7,

1
(16/77')]; xdx{Io[X, n(s/S)x] — X33 cos *(x) — x(7 — 4x®)V1 — x2]

X

(16/7r)folxdxx5/3[3 cos 1(x) — x(7 — 4x2)v/1 — x2]

(43)

At this point it is helpful to introduce the function @ (x)
defined by the equation

—5/3 “ F(n - 5/6)
3]

2
T(n + 1)1“(5/6)} @y x<1

wes (n-5/6 | ’
“ I'(n —5/6 —onn -
ZO[ Tn + 1)1“(—5/6)} (=) x=1
(44)
and notice, by reference to Eqs. (38) and (39), that
Io(a, b) = a®*Q(a/b). (45)

This expression allows us to rewrite Eq. (43) as
s

.2 = (%)2.9144k2D5/3f ds[ u(s/S)*3[v(s/S)] 2
0

1
X C?v(s)ﬁ(la/qr)fo XdXX¥cos™H(X) — X1 — X2]

The basic computational task is now the evaluation of
G (x), which requires the evaluation of F(X). We accom-
plish the former by calculating F(X) and fitting an easy-
to-evaluate function to the data for F(X). We then use
this function in the calculations of G(x). The key fea-
ture of the F(X) function is that, as is shown below, it
has a value near unity for X less than approximately
0.3 and then falls rapidly to zero for larger values of
X. Our approximating function captures this behavior
quite adequately.

7. PRESENTATION AND
DISCUSSION OF RESULTS

In Figs. 1, 2, and 3 are shown the @(z) results, the F(X)
results, and the G(x) results, respectively. Figure 1 ac-
tually shows a function of @(Z). The function Q(Z) is
rather uninteresting in appearance, showing up on a
log—log plot as almost a straight line, a —5/3 power law

X

(lﬁ/w)ﬁlxdx{Q[ﬁ} - 1}[3 cos 1(x) — x(7 — 4x®)V1 — x2]

1
(16/77')/0 xdxx53[3 cos™1(x) — x(7 — 4x2)/1 — x2]

(46)

Taking note of Eqs. (7), (8), and (28) and seeking to cast
the expression for 0,2 in a form similar to Eqgs. (31) and
(32), and further changing the notation for some of the
variables of integration, we can recast Eq. (46) as

S
o = (l)2.9144k2D5’3 [0 dsG(s/S)C(s)B,  (4T)

2
where
1-x?2] (" t(1 - x)
Gx) = (16/77)[ e MO dttF[Tx}
X [cos Hx) — xv1 — x2], (48)
with

transitioning to a —2 power law at x = 0.3. To show a bit
more of the nature of @(z), Fig. 1 presents [Q(z) — 1]z'¢
rather than a direct plot of @(z).

In Fig. 2, rather than a direct plot of F/(X), 1 — F(X) is
shown. Also shown in Fig. 2 is an approximation func-
tion defined by the equation

F(X)=1-[1+ (aXP) 545, (53)

where a = 13.396532 and p = 1.5943507. [Use of this
approximation played a vital role in carrying out the
integration of Eq. (48) in a timely manner.] Figure 3
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Fig. 1. Q(z) presentation. The function Q(z) is defined by
Eq. (44). If plotted directly in log—log form, it appears very
nearly to be a straight line with a —2 slope. In fact, it is very
close to having a —5/3 slope for small values of z but is close
to having a —2 slope for large values of z. By plotting the
function [Q(z) — 1]z1V6 as is done here, we bring out the
details of Q(2).

shows G(x) along with a 5/3 power line that is asymptotic
to G(x).

Figure 4 provides a basis for comparing the relative
magnitudes of the effects associated with g, (x) and gy, (x),
plots of G(x) and x2, as well as their sum, which seems
to approximate a 5/3 power curve quite well. Finally,
Fig. 5 provides a basis for comparison of the range-
dependent effect of focus anisoplanatism demonstrated
when one is using a single laser backscatter reference
spot and when one is using the essentially infinite den-
sity array of references that are analyzed here. For this
purpose one may consider the function E(x), which is
defined such that the mean-square focus anisoplanatism
phase error ¢? is given by the expression

o? = k2D%? fow dsE(s/S)C%(s). (54)
For the multiple-references case we have
E(x) = 2.9144[gi(x) + g, (%) + g ()] (55)
For the single-reference source it has been shown that*!3
Biow(x) ifx=1
Ble) = [Ehigh(x) ifr>1 (56)

where
Eowl(®) = A[1+ (1 - x)°?]
— B[®h1,Fi[—"Ys, —6; 2; (1 — x)°]
— 10/13(1 — x) , Fy[— Y6, Y6; 3; (1 — x)?] — 811453},
(57
Enign(x) = A, (58)

with A =0.05701166152 and B = 0.9179724217. Exami-
nation of Fig. 5 makes it clear that for altitudes well
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below the backscatter altitude the use of multiple sources
reduces the focus anisoplanatism factor E(x) by ap-
proximately a factor of 6. Interpreted in terms of the
aperture diameter D, which yields a particular level of
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Fig. 2. F(X) presentation. The function F(X) is defined by
Eq. (49). The function is very nearly equal to unity for small
values of X and goes to zero very rapidly for X much greater
than approximately 0.3. It is this rapid transition from its
near-unity value to a nearly zero value that establishes the role
that F(X) plays in Eq. (48) in setting the value of G(x). What
really matters are that the function falls off rapidly and just
where the transition pointis. By plotting 1 — F(X) [rather than
F(X) itself] we place emphasis on these features and distance
our attention from irregularities in the shape of the curve in
its rapid falloff. Also shown here is the approximation to F(X)
defined by Eq. (53). It is this approximation that was used in
calculating values for G(x).
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Fig. 3. G(x) presentation. The function G(x) is defined by
Eq. (48). The straight line is a simple x%3 power law, which
is shown as being asymptotic to G(x). The values of G(x) are
calculated by use of the approximation for F(X) given by Eq. (53).
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Fig. 4. Presentation of g|(x) and g|,(x). The two functions
are defined by Egs. (52). Each is shown after multiplication
by 2/B. The lower straight line represents gj;(x) [or rather
2g1,(x)/Bl. It has a slope of —2. The curve represents g,(x)
[or rather G(x) = 2g),(x)/B]. The upper (nearly) straight line
represents the sum of the two curves, with a slope of —5/3. It
is interesting to note how the comparative significance of the two
effects associated with gj;(x) and with g|,(x) [going back to the
distinction made in Eq. (12) between ¢|; and €),] changes at a
range approximately equal to one sixth of the backscatter range.

focus anisoplanatism, this translates into approximately
a factor of 2.5 in allowable diameter. This factor is
useful but hardly represents an elimination of the focus
anisoplanatism problem as has previously been suggested
by others.

Note that the curves in Fig. 5 draw together as the
value of s approaches the backscatter range S, and of
course beyond the backscatter range there is no differ-
ence in the focus anisoplanatism contribution, regardless
of whether we use one or an infinity of reference spots.
To see what the implications of the smaller difference at
higher altitudes are, a nominal C% model (the so-called
Hufnagel—Valleys; model), shown in Fig. 6, was consid-
ered, and d, was calculated for the two approaches, with
the value of dy being such that o2 = (D/d)*?, so that

" -3/5
do = k6/5|:f dsE(s/S)Cf,(s)} . (59)
0

Results for dy as a function of backscatter altitude (for
vertical propagation) for a wavelength of A = 1.0 um are
shown in Fig. 7. Only for rather high backscatter alti-
tudes does there appear to be much advantage to con-
sideration of a multiplicity of laser reference spots, but
in that case there may be something worth pursuing, al-
though obviously it is not sensible to think in terms of an
infinity of reference spots. Use of a smaller number will
reduce the performance below what is calculated here, al-
though not by much.

In this regard note that Fried and Vaughn!* previously
carried out a detailed analysis (much too long for pub-
lication) of the focus anisoplanatism demonstrated when
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an optimally spread set of three references sources in an
equilateral triangle pattern is used. We assumed a lin-
ear position-dependent weighted combining of the mea-
surement results derived from each of the three sources.
We found that with three references the composite sys-
tem had a dy value that was the lesser of the infinite
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Fig. 5. E(x) presentation. The function E(x) is defined by
Eq. (65) for the case analyzed here, in which an essentially
infinite density of AGS reference spots is assumed, whereas =Z(x)
is defined by Eq. (57), as obtained from Refs. 3 and 11, and
applies when there is only a single AGS reference spot. The Z(x)
curve for the single AGS reference spot is the upper curve of the
two. For small values of x this curve is approximately a factor
of 6 larger than the E(x) curve for the infinity of AGS reference
spots. The quantity x should be understood as corresponding to
the normalized range, i.e., the range s over the backscatter range
S. The quantity E(x) determines the mean-square phase error
o2, as given by Eq. (54), and determines the effective aperture
diameter do, as given by Eq. (59).
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Fig. 6. Refractive-index structure constant CI%;. The results
shown here are for the so-called Hufnagel-Valleys; turbu-
lence model.
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Fig. 7. Sample results for dg. Results are calculated for a
propagation path (from the ground) going straight up through
the atmosphere, with a zenith angle of zero. The wavelength
is A = 1.0 um. The results shown here are calculated with
Eq. (69). The upper of the two curves corresponds to the use
of an infinitely dense array of AGS reference spots, whereas
the lower curve corresponds to the use of only a single AGS
reference spot. Even at the highest altitude (100 km) the sep-
aration between the two dy values corresponds to a factor of
only approximately 2.5. If shown on a log—log plot the two
curves would be seen to be nearly parallel at the higher altitudes,
implying that this factor of 2.5 would not be improved even if
we could somehow work with a higher AGS laser backscatter
altitude. Still, the difference between 6 and 15 m is not really
trivial. (Analysis that is not presented here suggests that most
of this factor-of-2.5 advantage could be obtained by use of just
six, rather than an infinity of, AGS laser reference spots.)

number of sources’ value of dy and +/3 times the d, value
for a single reference. With three sources the system
could at most increase the telescope’s effective aperture
area by a factor of 3. Considering the results shown in
Fig. 7, we infer from the three-spot result that, even for
the very highest reasonably ponderable backscatter alti-
tude (with the 90-km-altitude mesospheric sodium layer
as the scatterer), the most that could be gained would
be provided by six or seven laser spots, providing an in-
crease of approximately a factor of 2.5 in the usefully
compensated diameter of an adaptive-optics system. For
lower backscatter altitudes only lesser increases are pos-
sible. For higher backscatter altitudes, if such were pos-
sible, we can infer from consideration of Fig. 5 that no
greater improvement is available.

There may be other ways of pushing laser backscatter
AGS adaptive-optics systems to larger useful diameters,
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but the use of a multiplicity of reference spots rather
than only a single spot can yield an improvement of only
roughly a factor of 2.5.
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