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Measurements of Bistatic Sea Surface Scattering Signals
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126—kHz bistatic sea surface scattering measurements were conducted in the shallow waters off the east
coasts of Korea, The range from source to receiver was altered to change the scattering angle at the grazing
angles of 38° and 52°. Unlike bottom scattering signal, the arrival time and the amplitude of sea surface
scattering signals were varied due to the fluctuation of sea surface, The measured forward scattering
strengths were compared to model predictions of Kirchhoff approximation and small slope approximation,
In overall, the tendency of the scattering strengths showed reasonable agreement among the experimental
data, Kirchhoff approximation, and small slope approximation,
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