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Fig. 4 Insertion loss for double wedges
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Fig. 6 Insertion loss for double barriers in Fig. [5]. W = 1.89
m x=5m y=15m x=7Tm y=2m and

A =3.17 m (taken from Fig. 8 in Ref. [6]).
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Fig. 10 Insertion loss of the doubly incliaed barrier when
S=(15m, 0.5m), and R=(-10m, 1.5m)
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