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Abstract

Transmission characteristics of a linear double rectangular taper is analysed by the trans-

mission matrix of the taper.

The total transmission matrix of the taper is obtained by

multiplication of transmission matrices of sm4ll taper sections which is devided into uniform

length along the taper axis.

The VSWR calculated from the transmission matrix is compared with those of Johnson

and Matsumaru.
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Fig. 2. Lossless uniform transmission line.
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Fig. 5. VSWR curve versus number of division.
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