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1. Introduction

While the rectangular and circular patches are probably the most
extensively studied patch shapes [1-6], the annular ring patch has also
received considerable attention [7-13]. There are several interesting
features associated with this patch, First, for a given frequency, the
size is substantially smaller than that of the circular patch when both
operated in the lowest mode. Second, it can be easily designed for dual
band operation by using a concentric ring structure [9], or by employ-
ing another circular patch [11]. The lowest mode has a very narrow
operating band, but the bandwidth is substantially increased when
operated in some high modes [10,17]. In [7,9], the authors analyzed the
annular ring structure by using an equivalent circuit modal based on a
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transmission line analysis. A spectral domain approach was carried out
in [8] but no attempt was made to model the feed structure. In [10], the
authors treated the structure as a magnetic wall cavity and, the vector
integral equations were established and the resonant wavenumber has
been strictly evaluated, but the input impedance has been calculated
rather crudely by employing the single mode approximation (SMA)
method.

In this paper we shall present a method to calculate the surface
current and the input impedance of an annular ring microstrip antenna
excited by a probe. This method, which has been used effectively to
calculate the input impedance of a circular patch antenna [6], is beyond
the range of validity of the SMA method in [10]. Higher modes effect
of the surface current on the patch and the surface wave due to the
dielectric substrate have been included in the analysis. To do this, we
first formulate the mixed boundary value problem for an annular ring
conductor printed on a dielectric substrate backed by a ground plane.
Expanding the unknown surface current, both TE and TM modes, into
a series containing the eigen functions of the magnetic-wall cavity [2],
the mixed boundary value problem is reduced to the solution of a set of
dual integral equation. The resonant wave number is obtained from the
characteristic equation. Second, we calculate the incident field on the
patch generated by the probe current, together with the field generated
by the induced current on the patch. By imposing the boundary condi-
tion on the patch, the scattering equation of the problem is established.
Finally, by applying Galerkin’s method, the unknown surface current
on the annular ring patch can then be solved. The input impedance
can be derived from the surface current.

2. Formulation

Assume an annular ring carries an arbitrary distribution of cur-
rent be placed at a distance d from the surface of dielectric substrate
backed by a ground plane, as shown in Fig. 1. Using the vector Hankel
transform (VHT) [4], the transverse electric field and electric current
can be expressed as

en(p) = [ kB () Glly) - Kl 1)
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Kalp) = [ by B () Koy 2)

where

~Eyu(p)/ sinng K yn(p)/ sinng

is relate to the nth harmonic of the electric field and electric current
on the patch, respectively.

cosn —-K,n cosn
enlp) = | e ], kn<p>=[ i)l ¢] 3)

(4)

Ko (k) — [Knl(kp)}

Kn2(kp>

is the VHT of the electric current ky(p) on the patch,
J'n(k 2 T (k
— n(kpp) kop (kpp)

H, (k =
Bol) =1 g hp) )
pP

is the kernel of the vector Hankel transform, and

k. ™
Golhy) — | 20 (©)
0 5 (1+ RTF)

is the dyadic Green’s function for the p and ¢ components of the
current in the VHT spectral space. In the above, R™™ and RTF are
generalized reflection coefficients for TM and TE waves, respectively.
They can be expressed as

RTM ie1k, cos ki,d — ek, sin ky,d

= (7)

i1k, cosky.d + €k, sinky.d

RIE i1k, coski,d + pki,sink;,d

" ipiks cos kiod — ik, sin k1.d ()

k‘i == w2ui5i, kiiz == \/k? — kg, 1= O, 1 (9)

and d is the substrate thickness. Imposing the mixed boundary con-
ditions on the plane z = 0, we have

where
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en(p) =0, a1 <p<a (10)

kn(p) =0, elsewhere (11)
where e,(p) and k,(p) are given by (1) and (2), respectively.
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Figure 1. Microstrip annular ring antenna excited by a probe.

3. Galerkin’s Method and Characteristic Equation
for Eigenvalue

In (1) and (2), the current distribution ky(p) orits VHT K, (kp)
is unknown. We can expand the unknowns into a series of basis function
based on the magnetic-wall cavity modal [2,10]. Then the unknowns
can be solved by using Galerkin’s method.

The current on the annular patch corresponding to the field of
TM ,,, modes in a magnetic-wall-cavity is

kn(p) _ {amwnm(p)7 ap < p<az (12)
0, elsewhere
where
nm(p) B g:L:jpwn(/Bnmp/al) ( )
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Vn(Brnmp/ar) = Jn(ﬁnmp/al)NA(ﬁnm) - J;m(ﬁnm)Nn(ﬁnmP/al) (14)

where S, is the mth root of ¥ (8,mc) =0 where ¢ = az/a; . The
VHT of ky(p) in (12) can be derived as

Kn(kp) = am\pnm(kp) (15)
where

5nm/a1 y! (kp)

Ul = | o) H (15
R Ton)
Yom(kp) = ¥n(Brmc) In(kpaz) — Yn(Bnm) Jn(kpar) (17)

For completeness, we have to include the current corresponding to the
TE mode of the magnetic-wall-cavity. The current on the annular ring
corresponding to the field of TE,,;, modes can be written as

bpPrp(p)s a1 < p < az
kn(p) =14 " (18)
0, elsewhere
where
na
_ o ! an(anp,o/al)
¢np(p) = npP (19)
¢/n(0‘npp/a1)
and

¢n(anpp/a1) = Jn(anpp/al)Nn(anp) - Jn(anp)Nn(anpp/al) (20)

where ay;, is the pth root of the equation ¢,(anyc) = 0. The VHT
of ky(p) in (18) can be derived to be

Kn(kp) = bpq)np(kp) (21)

where
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0
P np

and
Znp(kp) = C(f’%(aan)Jn(kpa?) - QS;L(anp)Jn(kpal) (23)

An orthogonal set of vector basis function approaching the current
distribution on the antenna patch can be written as as

M P
kn(p) _ TnZZI amd)nm(P) + I; bp¢np(p)? a; < p<az (24)

0, elsewhere

and its VHT form is

M P
Kn(kp) = Z amq’nm(kp) + Z bpq’ﬂp(’%) (25)
m=1 p=1

We note that with the form of (24), the boundary condition in (11) is
always ensured. Now, by making use of (10), and recalling (1), we have
the characteristic equation expressed as

| ok ) - Gily) Ky = 0 (26)
0

Substitute (25) into (26) and multiply both sides of (26) by pi/}flj and
p‘b;kv respectively. The superscript ¢ implies transpose. Integrating
with respect to p from a; and as, we have, after invoking Parseval’s
theorem

M
ZamAW+2b A =0, j=1,2,....M

M
> amAL *Zb AP =0, k=1,2,....P

m=1

where
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A;@?ﬁ = /0 dkpkp Ul (ky) - G(kp) - Uj(kp) (28)
AVY = 4% = / dkok, Wty (ky) - G(ky) - @ii(k,) (29

Nontrivial solution can exist if the determinant of Eq. (27) vanishes,
that is

det [Aij} = flkig) =0 (31)

Thus the resonant wave number kip is evaluated. Generally, kip is
complex with a small negative imaginary part. This negative imaginary
part accounts for the radiation loss.

4. Fields Excited by the Probe

We wish to obtain the field solution of a printed antenna under
a probe excitation. To do this we have to obtain the primary field in
the upper half-space due to a finite-radius vertical probe embedded in
the first layer of a stratified half-space as shown in Fig. 2. Using the
dyadic Green’s function formalism we can show that the z-component
of the electric field, due to a vertical probe of length L and radius R
with uniform current I in an unbounded medium &1, p1 , is [5]

—IL [> k3 ki L , .
EP = — _P g d ilklz(z+§)
1z drweq /0 dky ki, SINe < 9 ) € JO(ka)JO(kpR)7

T @)

where sinc(x) = sin(z)/z, and the superscript P stands for the probe.
The upper sign is chosen when z > —(d — L)/2 and the lower for
z < —(d+ L)/2. Using the transmission and reflection properties of
cylindrical waves [14] we conclude that the field in the upper half-space
is
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# 471’(.081 pklz

—IL (> K L\ ;
Ef. —/ dk,—"-sinc <lez> ethrs(2+5)
0

(1—|—RTM ik1.d )XTM
1 — RIMRIM ¢2ik1-d

Jo(kpp)Jo(kpR) (33)

where
REM _ Stz —Sihie - yerar oy pra (34)
K €jkiiz +5ika7

4
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. <R
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Figure 2. A probe embedded in a stratified medium.

In a printed patch antenna application e, o, correspond to a highly
conductive ground plane implying that RTM = 1 and L = d. For a
probe location at p = &b, using the addition theorem|[18], we have the
field transverse to z direction due to the probe ([15], p.215):

EP :pzcosm;s / dk ik, Py (k) ), (kop)e™=>
(35)

_¢Zsmn¢/ dk ik, P ( )an(l:) ) k=7
o
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Since the harmonics are orthogonal to each other, we need only to look
at each of them independently. In terms of VHT the n th harmonic in
(35) when z =0 can be written as

Epn(p)/ cosng

el (p) =
"= (o)) sinno

] N /Oo dkﬂkﬂﬁn(kpp) : Sn(kp) (36)
0

Sn(ky) = %(2 - 50n)Jo(k:pR)Jn(kpb)ﬁa(kp) . [1} (37)

Now we have derived the expression of the transverse field on the
printed patch, it comes from two sources: the incident field excited
by the current I on the probe and the field produced by the induced
current k,(p) on the patch. Substitute (36) into (10) and (11), and
take into account of the copper loss on the patch, we have

el (p) +enlp) = —Zkn(p), a1 <p < ay }
(38)

kn(p) =0, elsewhere

namely

[ b B 0) - Glky) - K )

+ / Ak ke (ko) - Sulky) = —Zokn(p), . < p < as (39a)
0
m —_—
/ dkyk,Hy(kop) - Kn(ky) = 0, elsewhere (390)
0

where Zs = \/wp/io is the surface impedance of the printed patch
due to the finite conductivity of the metallic patch. From (39), with
the exciting current I on the probe the unknown current distribution
k,,(p) can be solved.
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5. Galerkin’s Method with Singularity Subtraction

When the microstrip patch is being excited by a probe as shown
in Fig. 1, the current distribution on the patch in the vicinity of the
probe has a singularity due to the singular nature of the field around
the probe, which result in slow convergence in Eq. (39). This case can
be improved by decomposing the patch current into two parts. The
first part contains the singular nature of the feed point and, satisfies
the boundary condition, while the second part needs only to satisfy
the boundary condition. Thereby

Jo(p) =35 (p) + I (p) (40)

Where J9 and J® stand for the singular and regular parts of the
patch current, respectively. J SS can be chosen as the patch current of
a lossy cavity with magnetic-wall under a probe excitation in order to
accelerate the convergence [5], and J£ can be chosen in the form of
(24). Under such circumstances, we note that (39b) is always ensured.
Therefore we need only to concentrate on Eq. (39a). For brevity, we
only write the VHT of the nth harmonic of J¥ here, the derivation
of J¥ can be found in Appendix A, that is

I ko Jo(koR) Ty (kb) 1
K5 (k,) =— (2 — 60,22 4 P
n( P) 7_(_( 0 ) k’% o k%g 0
Lo soikiado(kuR) | 0 (o) (41)
4 On 1sJ0\Vls Kn2)(kp)

In order to accelerate the convergence of Eq. (39), ks in (41) can be
chosen to be the wave number of the magnetic-wall-cavity filled with
lossy medium, so that

kis = — (42)

where ki is the resonant wavenumber of the microstrip patch res-
onator predicted by Eq. (31). The expression in (41) consists of both
the singular and the reflected wave terms. Considering the excitation
and using the singularity subtraction, we can rewrite (39a) as
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where

GZ(k,) = G(k,) + 17, (44)

where K%(k,) and K3 (k,) stand for the VHT of the regular and the
singular term of the induced currents on the patch, respectively. I is
the unit dyad. Equation (43) can be converted to a matrix equation by
applying Galerkin’s method similar to that in deriving (27), we have

amAww+Zb AV =BY j=12,...,M

17 1095

s ¢ _ o
m AL +§bA =B, k=1,2,...,P
1

3
I

where the matrix element A;; can be obtained from (28) through (30)
with G replaced by GZ, and

BY = _/OO dkoky Wy (Kp) - (Su(kp) + GZ(k,) - Ky (k,))

0
BY = _/o dkph,®Y, (kpp) - GZ(Ky) - K (k)

Equation (45) constitutes a system of M+ P linear algebraic equations
and can be solved by first obtaining its elements through numerical
integration. From (45), the unknowns (a,,b,) can be solved, and the
surface current can be evaluated by substituting (am,b,) into (24), in
conjunction with (40).
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6. Input Impedance of the Probe Excited Antenna

After the patch current have been evaluated, the input impedance
of the microstrip annular ring antenna under a probe excitation can
be derived. A stationary formula for Z;, is [15]

Zin = —— [ B, 30V (46)
2 Jy,
Where V' is the region where J distributes, J is the current on the
probe and E; is the total electric field in the substrate layer. The
electric field inside the cavity is contributed from two sources: the
current on the patch and the current on the probe, namely

E, = E + E} (47)

where Ef and ET designate the field produced by the induced surface
current on the patch and the exciting current on the probe, respectively.
Therefore Eq. (46) can be written as
Tin= -2 [ B 3av — L [ BS. 301 (48)
SR PRy Mo 2 Jy ot
The ﬁpst item is relate to the self impedance of the feeding probe and,
for e~™! dependence, it can be well approximated by [16],

1
Z, = Zwudjo(lﬁR)Jaré”(klR) (49)

Since the probe is assumed to have only a uniform z-component of
J in (48), Hence The electric field due to the induced current on the
patch is given by [5]

o0

1Cco8Sn o0 ) '
Eigz = Z 2wgl¢ i dkpkﬁKnl(kp) (elk’lzz + R{zMezklz(z—f—d))

1+ R™ Ik
’ 1+R{2M62ik1zd n( p,0>

(50)

where K,1(k,) denotes the first element of the vector K, (k,), with
the probe current distribution given by
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§(p— @bl = R) , (22
AP = Vg (22 1)1z 51
27[p — ] i) (51
where B(x) is a box function defined as zero when |z| > 1. Making use
of (48)—(51), we can obtain the input impedance after some algebraic
manipulation as

Zin =2 +L§:/mdk KK (k)kz(l_—RTM)J(kz R)J,(k,b)
B =
(52)
where

M
Knl(kp) = Kﬁgl(kp) + Kfl(kp) = Kﬁgl(k’p) + Z anm@nml(k‘p) (53)

m=1

where ayp, is obtained by solving Eq. (45).

7. Results and Discussions

The surfaces current expansion coefficients a,,, derived from (45)
are used in (24) and (40) to compute the surface current on the annular
ring patch, and in (52) to compute the input impedance.

Figure 3 is a vector plot showing the surface current distribution
on the annular ring patch. Figure 4 shows the |J| component distri-
bution along the x-axis when the structure is at resonance, f =2.88
GHz, and at off-resonance, f=2.8 GHz. From the plots, the singular-
ity at the feed point is clearly depicted. In Figure 4, we note that at
resonance, the eigen modes of the structure are highly excited while at
off-resonance these modes are poorly excited. This indicates that the
TM 1; mode of an annular-ring structure is a high quality resonator
at such a thin substrate.
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Figure 3. Surface current distribution on an annular ring patch operated
at TM;; mode, f = 2.80 GHz. R = 0.1 mm, a; = 7.1 mm, as = 2aq,
d =0.05a1, b= 1.7a;,e, = 2.65,0 = 5.8 x 107, tan § = 1073, The number of
basis function are: M =1, P =0, and N = 50.

—f=2.8 GHz
—f=2.88 GHz

o
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2
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Figure 4. Current distribution along x-axis at resonance, f = 2.88 GHz,

and at off-resonance, f = 2.80 GHz. Parametric values are the same as
in Figure 3.
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Figure 5. Input impedance comparison of an annular ring patch operating
in TM;;. Parametric values are the same as in Figure 3 except b = 1.05a;.
M =1,P =0, and N =1 are used in Galerkin’s method.
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Figure 6. Input impedance comparison of an annular ring patch operating
in TMo;. R=0.1 mm, a3 = 14 mm, ag = 2a1,d = 0.05a1,b = 1.05@1,ET =
2.65,0 =5.8x107,tand =103 M =1,P =0, and N = 2 are used.
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Figure 5 through Figure 7 show the comparison of the calculated
input impedance between the Galerkin’s method and the single mode
approximation (SMA) method, which apply to the computation of dif-
ferent mode’s operation. For comparison, Fig. 5 and Fig. 7 use the same
parametric values as in Fig. 7 and Fig. 8 in reference [10], respectively.
From Fig. 5 and Fig. 6, we note that the points where the reactance
plots cross zero obtained by Galerkin’s method are about 0.3% higher
than that from the SMA method. This is because the SMA method
depends on the assumption that the substrate thickness is nearly zero,
while Galerkin’s method does not have a harsh requirement on the sub-
strate thickness. As indicated in [10], the resonant frequencies of TM 1
modes of the annular-ring structure increase monotonically verses the
increasing of the substrate thickness. Therefore, when operating at
such modes, the SMA method always yields a lower resonant frequency
than that of the actual resonant frequency. From Fig. 8, where a much
thicker substrate has been assumed in computation, we can see that
the deviation between the two methods reaches 1.9% at such a d/ay
ratio.

—Galerkin’s
—SMA's

26 27 28 |29 3 3.1

f (GHz)

Figure 7. Input impedance comparison of an annular ring patch operating
in TMy5. R = 0.1 mm, a; = 32 mm, as = 2ay,d = 0.05a1,b = 1.05a1,¢, =
2.65,0 =5.8x 107, tand = 1073. M =2, P =0, and N = 1 are used.
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As for Fig. 7, where the input impedance of the TM 12 mode
is plotted, we can see that the resistance plots agree well while the
reactance plots shows some discrepancies. This is because that the
SMA method does not include the inductance arising from the feed
point while the Galerkin’s method does [5,16].

In Figure 9, the convergence testing results have been presented,
the various plots show the effects of increasing the number of basis
functions in (25). We note that the deviation between the successive
plots becomes less as the number of basis functions is increased, con-
firming the convergence of this method.

A number of experiments were carried out for the verification of
the analysis. Figure 10.1 through Figure 12.1 show the comparison
of the computed results using Galerkin’s method with the measured
ones, with the structure operated in TM 11, TM 97 and TM 12 modes,
respectively. The results obtained by using SMA method are also plot-
ted for comparison, we note that the former is more close to the mea-
sured data than that of the later. The measurements were conducted
in the HP8510B network analyzer. Figure 10.2 through Figure 12.2
are Smith-Chart plots produced in the network analyzer that indicates
the measured input impedance of the microstrip annular ring antenna
specified in Fig. 10.1 through Fig. 12.1, respectively. The measured
data should be converted into the probe center since the readout data
is the impedance at the interface of the connector. The distance, in-
cluding an N-type to 3.5 mm adapter, between the calibrated interface
and the probe center, by converting into the air-filled transmission line,
is 37.7 mm. Convert the measured data point by point, the third curves
in Fig. 10.1 through Fig. 12.1 can be obtained from Fig. 10.2 through
Fig. 12.2, respectively.
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Figure 8. Input impedance comparison of an annular ring patch operating
in TM;;. Parametric values are the same as used in Fig.5, except d =
0.2a1. Again M =1,P =0, and N =1 are used.
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Figure 9. Plots showing the convergence of Galerkin’s method for in-
creasing number of basis function. Parametric values are the same as

used in Figure 8.



Input impedance analysis of a microstrip antenna 195

- Galerkin's
- SMA’s
- Measured

Figure 10.1. Input impedance comparison between computed and mea-
sured results for TM1; operation. R = 0.65 mm, a; = 16.5 mm, as = 33.0
mm, d =2.0 mm, b =24.8 mm, ¢, = 2.95,0 = 5.8 x 107, tand = 1.8 x 1073.
M =1,P =0, and N =1 are used in Galerkin’s method, f = 1.1 ~ 1.3.
step=20 MHz.

322

REF 1.0 Unlte

a 200.0 wiinits/
€.7996 0 -39.129 a

START 1.100800000 oMz
STor 1.300000000 GHz

Figure 10.2. Smith-Chart plot of input impedance measured in HP8510B
Network Analyzer, TM; operation. The coaxial adapter should be taken
into account for comparison with the computed results shown in
Figure 10.1.
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- Galerkin's
+SMA’'s
--Measured

Figure 11.1. Input impedance comparison between computed and mea-
sured results for TMy; operation. R = 0.65 mm, a; = 32.0 mm, as = 64.0
mm, d =2.0 mm, b =34.0 mm, ¢, = 2.95,0 = 5.8 x 107, tan§ = 1.8 x 1073.
M =1,P =0, and N =2 are used in Galerkin’s method, f = 1.15 ~ 1.25
GHz, step=10 MHz.

%22 z

REF 1.8 Unlts

e 200.0 wiinlts/
14.299 0 -18.920 @

START 1.130800080 OHz
sTOoe 1.230008000 OHz

Figure 11.2. Smith-Chart plot of input impedance measured in HP8510B
Network Analyzer, TMs; operation. The coaxial adapter should be taken
into account for comparison with the computed results shown in
Figure 11.1.
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- Galerkin's
-~ SMA’s
- Measured

Figure 12.1. Input impedance comparison between computed and mea-
sured results for TM 5 operation. Parametric values are the same as used
in Fig.11.1. M =2, P = 0, and N = 1 are used in Galerkin’s method,
f =258 ~2.72 GHz, step=10 MHz.

Figure 12.2. Smith-Chart plot of input impedance measured in HP8510B
Network Analyzer, TM 2 operation. The coaxial adapter should be take
into account for comparison with the computed results shown in
Figure 12.1.
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8. Conclusion

In the above, we used the current on the surface of the probe as
the primary source to determine the induced current on the microstrip
annular ring patch. The dyadic Green’s function in stratified media has
been employed in order to account for the surface wave. The current on
both the probe and the patch has been taken into account in obtain-
ing the input impedance. Numerical experiments show that the above
analytical procedure yields good convergent result even in the case of
thick substrate. Measurement concerning the input impedance have
been conducted to verify the analysis. The measured data show that
this analytical procedure significantly improves the accuracy in the in-
put impedance computation of the microstrip annular ring antennas in
comparison with the single mode approximation method.

Appendix A

Consider a probe of radius R with uniform z-directed current I
radiating between two parallel plates. There is only outgoing radiation
since reflection is absent. For e™™! dependent the field is given by [15]

wpl [ Jo(kpR)Jo(kop)
EY = 5 / dk,k, 152 % £
™ Jo 1s = ™p (Al)
wul

= —T.]o(k‘lsR)Hél)(k‘lsp), p < R

We have used superscript S to denote the singular nature of the field

at p = 0. For a probe displace to p = xb, the use of the addition
theorem[18] shows that the field is given by

o0

Jo(k1sR) 2(2 — don) COS NP

n=0

HY (k1b) o (krsp), p<b

wpl
Bf = —==

(A2)
Jn(k1sb)HY (k1sp), p> b

In the case of an annular-ring patch printed on the upper surface,
instead of the infinite large metallic plate, magnetic walls are present
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at p = a; and p = ag reflected waves are generated giving the field
as

I oo
Bf, = =5 Jo(ksR) (2 = Gon) cosng
n=0

{ Hr(zl)(klsb)Jn(klsp) + Aan<k15p) + B”N”<k15p>’ P < b

Jn(klsb)HT(ll) (klsp) + Aan(klsP) + BnNn(klsp)a p> b
(A3)

By requiring that the tangential H-field be zero at p = a1, p = a9,
namely,

we have
HW (k13b)J! (k1say) + AnJ! (kisar) + BpN! (kysai) = 0
(A4)
Tn(k1s0) HEY (krsas) + A, J) (kisaz) + By N) (kisaz) = 0

from (A4), A, and B, can be expressed as

An )

Tn(k1sb)HY (kysas) N, (kysar) — HSY (ki) J! (k1sar )N, (kysa)
J) (k1sa1) N} (k1saz) — J) (k1saz2) N} (k1sar)

By,

HY (k1) T, (kysaz) — Jo(krsb) HSY (krsas)
= 7 7 7 7 Jn(k1sar)
Jn(k‘lsal)Nn(lﬁsag) — Jn(k‘lsaz)Nn(lﬁsal) )

We can Still rewrite (A3) as
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s _ - _ wpd > Jo(kpR)Jn(kpb) Jn (kpp)
EY, —7;)(2 don) COS N i /0 dk,k, s

- e > (2= bon) cos ngJo(k1s R) [AnJn(k1sp) + BnNo(krsp)]

4
n=0
(A6)
The transverse magnetic field in the cavity can be expressed as ([15],
p.215)

—iweq
k‘2 k2,
In the above, ki, equals zero if we only consider the dominant mode

in the cavity. The surface current on the patch can then be obtained
as

Hi, =V, x 2B}, (A7)

J¥ =nxHp,=—-%x Hy, (A8)
Substitute (A7) into (A8), we have

’Lw€1 N Z(/.)Sl
J9 = = 32XV, x3EY = W —~V.E (A9)
Substitute (A6) into (A9), we have
I & > Jo(k,R)Jy, (k,b)
J5 = 2 — Son dkyk2 =L £
s 27_‘_1;)( 0)/0 P™p k%s_k;Q

(peosnodtiye) - b o))

_ iiklsjg(klsR)
S (2~ bon) (,a cosng f(k1sp) — dsin nqs%pfn(klsp))
n=0 s

(A10)

where
fn(klsp) = Aan(klsp) + BnNn(klsp)
fvlz(klsp) = Anj;z(klsp) + BnN;L(klsp)
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In general, we can write the conjugate current on the electric patch as

I > Jo(kpp) Jn(kpb) | Tu(Kpp)
kgp:_g(sn/ dk k2 2R 2o e e
( ) 27T( 0 ) 0 Pp kg _ k%s mt]n(kpp)
I . f/ (klsp)
+ =(2 = don)ikisJo(kisR) | 0" All
4( ‘ ) ! 0( ' ) klspfn(klsp) ( )

Apply the vector Hankel transform on Eq. (A11), we have

I ke Jo(k,R) Jn (k,b) [1
KS = (2= by, P P
+ L2 = Son)ikisdo(kisR) K (ky) (A12a)
4 on 1sJ0\/vls K,(f)(kp)
where
k,Gp(k,) — k1sF) (k,)
1 _ Py P n\FKp
KM (k) - (A12b)
KV (k) = ——Fu(ky) (A12¢)
k1sk,

Gr(kp) = a2 fr,(k1sa2) Jn(kpaz) — ai f,(k1sa1) Jn(kpar)
Fo(kp) = fn(kisaz)Jn(kpaz) — fn(kisa1)Jn(kpar)
FTIL(kﬂ) = a2fn(klsa2)<]1lz(kpa2) - alfn(klsal)J;z(kpal)

When we choose kis that is close to the wave number of the magnetic
wall cavity filled with lossy dielectric medium, and recall from Eq. (14),
we can conclude that

J;L(klsal)N,/@(kpag) — Jé(klsag)N,/@(k:pal) = 0 (Al?))
thereby

frll(k‘lsaz) = 0, and f;(lﬁsal) =0 (A14)
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Therefore Eq. (Ab)can still be simplified as

Jn(klsb)N;L(klsal) - Nn(klsb)t]{l(klsal)
Ih(k1sa1) Ny (kisaz) — J} (kisa2) Ny (kisar)

An = Z'N,:l(klsaz)

Jn(klsb)Nq{L(klsCIZ) - Nn(klsb)Jrfl(klsGQ)
Jh(k1sar) Ny (kisag) — Jp (k1saz) Ny, (k1sa1)
(A15)
The first term in Eq. (A12b) tends to be zero, thus (A12b) can also be
simplified as

By, = —ilJ] (kisa1)

—kisF, ’rlz(kﬂ)
= —" (A16)
k2 — ki,

Hitherto, the field in the annular-ring cavity together with the induced
current on the patch produced by the probe current have been ob-
tained.
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