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SEE
- 37

q *

3

T

ol A
Jaehyung Lee, Si-Hong Choi, Jun-Goo Kang, Jong-Soo Choi and Young-Key Kim

Comparison of Conventional and Spherical Beamforming Methods
M

R CEL

e

I xfolol o gk 9%
o AVIE

Al

A

)

B

K
ojn
HAr

~

ojn

iy
=l

—_—

N

oF
o)
o
op
4
i

—_—

)

ek

o
=

ol A

g

3k
H
=

0.
o

=

9]
= 7lwolt}h. o 7)o Abgto]

3l

PR

1

LI
k.

2 A4 ojzlolel
ERERE R

A
oA A1z t ol

}

9
pal

=2
=

al

F= o<l

R EEE

ofgllolE o]

o

yi

3=
T

bl 74 wlola=

o]
Ul

Ho

fLs

T 7)ol MM A
gejel 7@ vhol
IEEE]

=74

9]

L

fu

i

kel
pil

&%
QiAo wlo|22E ofelo] 7|4

14 ofelols} 3

puls

of o

T

K

2ol wel 3 Pesh 9AE Wy

o] g o]

o el

Al

23]

—_

TR

=

i
o}

<)
|

nzel

Nr

s

S

~o
o B o

o|

o
TR

L
T

3

1)

olglol 8] 7k gl
L

Joll wheh A

A x

star gkl o

[e)

)
S|

of )

]

[e]
fnl

0

Z(t) = Zwmym(t_Am)

453

%%

o
pil

1.

$k AARA AgHE 7

fl oF

Al Aol

[3)

i

k<]
i

3}

pud

3} A8
. jchoi@cnu.ac.kr
821-6683, Fax : (042) 825-9225

914

oA e
o] 4]

T
ll
E-mail

ol

T



w(s,.s, ka) = 4;z2|"b (ka) ZY (5,)Y," (s,)

(4)

e amplitude

= HEE=

(mode

3% thedt 2ok

b, (ka) = j. (ka) - rj1 Eka; h (ka)

! AE A5

coefficients) & Z+# T3¢ 7

®)

_0_
o

o w(k,s) =
Fopgol el 7Y 23}

=
-_TX

x

el
e

oo o >

i

ot

T

O ofh

N
>‘n

(]

0
Sy

T

w o 2
L

o U10 1‘"[

=gl
0Q
w

i
o
rlo

gi‘lo—ﬂ_“r—?&u

N
=~

N,

°

off &
-
jan}
N

tlo o
ot N

lo
o
- K

e

N 2o (o oo e Nl H 2 X
(o

jat)
o

454

theta, elevation [deg)

180.00 000

150,00

--6.50
120,00+

--13.00

13500 180.00 22500 270,00 315.00 360,00

phi, azimuth [deg]

90.00

45.00

Fig 1. Beam power map of conventional beamforming

when sinusoidal noise source of 1 kHz is present
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Fig 2. Comparison of MSL of conventional beamforming

(1) Earl G. Williams, “
Radiation
Holography,”

and spherical beamforming
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Fig 3. Comparison of beamwidth of conventional
beamforming and spherical beamforming
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