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Abstract—Radio-telescopes or ground-station antennas can, if
pointed, act as a radar target with high radar cross-section (RCS).
Space-based Synthetic Aperture Radar (SAR) data confirmed it
at 5.3GHz for a modified ground-station antenna. Operational
ground-station antennas cannot be modified. The latter antennas
might operate at frequencies well above the radar band. The
radar signal could be scattered with high RCS from such an
antenna, with less influence due to a load (receiver). The antenna
geometry should be precisely known to derive its RCS. BIOMASS
SAR operates near 435 MHz (P-band). Results are given, also
for BIOMASS antenna itself. Large antennas in an array as in
Westerbork are of potential interest, located on an East-West line,
nearly perpendicular to ascending and descending polar orbits.
Related material is discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

A recent paper [1] discussed calibration aspects for
BIOMASS. Its SAR will operate in a 6 MHz band near 435
MHz [2]. Radio-telescope antennas have been mentioned as
radar target of opportunity with a requirement for antenna
pointing but it has not been elaborated beyond one sentence
in [1]. This paper intends to provide additional information
and suggests subjects for further investigation. Ground station
antennas have been mentioned [3] as potential target for
the SAR of the European Remote sensing Satellite (ERS)
though with an uncertainty for the RCS value. There was
a first mentioning of Westerbork radio telescope antennas
(Fig. 1) in an internal memo in Estec Antenna Section in
1985. A potential additional one-way pattern measurement
was mentioned for a part of ERS SAR elevation pattern, with
different antennas in the East-West interferometer array. It has
not been elaborated further at the time.
A development of active transponders has been undertaken for
ERS [4]. Dedicated antennas were needed with stringent side-
lobe requirements derived at Estec to cope with direct and
bi-static scattering effects nearby the transponder location. It
led to a small, low side-lobe level antenna [5] developed by
ERA in UK.

A very good absolute accuracy resulted for the SAR of ERS
following a calibration campaign. The SAR has been used for
assessment of RCS of ground-station antennas in Russia, at
the time permitted by the ERS mission manager. First results
have been presented in the CEOS working group meetings in
Moscow [7] and at Estec [8]. The type of target was expected
to be used also for a Russian SAR on the Priroda platform on
MIR station. Further investigations confirmed RCS stability

Fig. 1. Westerbork radio-telescope. (Copyright Astron [19]).

of a ground-station antenna observed with ERS. Interesting
results were reported [6] but for a modified antenna, see Fig.
2. The derived RCS stability is shown, see Fig. 3 (from [6]).
A simple scattering structure is noticed in the focal area: just
a small flat square plate. Such antenna modification is not
allowed in an operating antenna. Such a plate assists to extend
an angular domain for a high mono-static RCS value, but with
limitations also. It just so happens that such a configuration
scenario compares with a focal plane scenario as present in a
Westerbork antenna.

The use of ground-station antennas as a potential target
came back again during the start of initial investigations of
a potential P-band SAR mission. Suggestions have been put
forward in [14], [15]. The argument is that many operating
ground-station antennas are ”below cut-off” at P-band fre-
quency. The antennas can offer potentially a large mono-static
RCS with their scattering properties in lower bands, which are
less modified by receiver reflection properties. Moreover, such
a target benefits from antenna stability and pointing properties
(designed for the shorter wavelength). SAR data have been
collected at 5.3GHz to explore the subject again [14], [15]
but really P-band data are needed. Initial estimations have been
derived using Physical Optics (PO) [15]. Results were also
derived with the Method of Moment (MOM, [11], [12]) but
based on limited geometrical information. Nowadays various
tools, based on MOM can handle scattering structures, which
are very large in terms of wavelength. Predictions can be made
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Fig. 2. Antenna with plate near Moscow, radar target used in [6] with ERS
SAR.

Fig. 3. RCS data for antenna Fig. 2 [6].
.

using more detailed structural configuration aspects especially
in the focal region. Accordingly a revisit is made here with a
secondary objective to complement [1].

A. RCS aspects

RCS is commonly defined as in Eq. 1.

σ = lim
r→∞

4πr2

∣∣∣ ~Es(~r)
∣∣∣2∣∣∣ ~Ei(~r)
∣∣∣2 (1)

with position vector ~r, the scattered field ~Es(~r) and the
incident field ~Ei(~r). A plane wave is assumed as the incoming
field from a SAR satellite, properly normalised. Eq. 1 presents
a relation between incoming and outgoing power flux densities
without phase information.
The scattered field forms together with the incident field a
total field ~Etot (Eq. 2). The total field is complex and with its
polarisation state and can be predicted in principle.

~Etot(~r) = ~Es(~r) + ~Ei(~r) (2)

The scattered field results from a surface current distribution
induced on the scatterer by the incident plane wave field.

The latter current distribution is determined by solving an
electrical field integral equation (EFIE) derived on the basis
of a boundary condition for the electric field. A solution is
derived with the Method of Moments (MOM) and a scattered
field can be derived subsequently. A physically large antenna
or radio telescope is considered as a large structure. Precise
configuration properties differ from antenna to antenna. Details
need to be known, especially in the focal region. Accordingly
one has to derive models for analysis of each antenna consid-
ered and antenna configurations can be quite different.
The complex scattered field with its polarisation state is
available. It is potentially more desirable than just RCS values
(no phase) to enable further detailed analyses. An antenna
example is a 22 meter radio-telescope RT22 in [15] but
detailed configuration parameters were not available at the
time. More detailed geometry data have been used here for
RT22 [16].
A 12 meter ALMA antenna and a 25 meter Westerbork an-
tenna are considered with strut and blockage effects included.
The Westerbork antenna is of particular interest, as there is a
sort of cut-off aspect because of passive high-pass filters in
all array elements in the focal plane array. The filter prevents
signals below 800 MHz to enter front-end circuitry and thus
to reduce interferences (Apertif focal plane array, 121 Vivaldi
elements, [17], [19]). Figure 13 shows more details.
As a sort of curiosity the scattered field from the BIOMASS
12 meter antenna itself is shown (a P-band ”selfie”). It is
noted that the mono-static radar cross section is quite high
with interesting polarisation properties.

B. BIOMASS mission scenario

BIOMASS SAR will fly at 666 kilometer altitude in a polar
orbit, left-looking when ascending with an orbit-inclination
of 98◦. The synthetic aperture length is assumed here to
be such that SAR processing is carried out over a synthetic
aperture length (∼ 24km) corresponding to an angular width
of about 1.8◦ (well within the real aperture beam-width
indeed). Assumed values serve to indicate principles, they are
not necessarily the implemented values. The response from a
radar target (for calibration or ”of opportunity” ) should be
stable and preferably not vary over the length of the synthetic
aperture. A high RCS value is of interest well enough above
the noise floor. A value of 85dBm2 has been requested for
calibration purposes but such a value is difficult to achieve
with a large passive target like a radio telescope or Earth
station antenna. Values achievable for passive targets can be
available (more around ∼ 60 to ∼ 65dBm2 or less). Still such
targets of opportunity can be of interest. The resolution cell
for the P-band SAR is close to 50x5m2 (elevation x azimuth),
dictated by bandwidth and (circular) SAR antenna size as well
as azimuthal 1st ambiguity. A passive target like a ' 25m
antenna will extend over more resolution cells. It is an aspect
deserving more investigations.
An active radar transponder might realise higher RCS values,
but it must then rely on high enough and stable amplification
between (small) receive and transmit antenna with a low gain.
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”Small” in terms of wavelength presents still a physical size
in P-band. An antenna has been proposed [9] with potentially
suitable side-lobe requirements to reduce multi-path and pos-
sibly bi-static scattering near the transponder. Antenna pattern
aspects and dimensions are indicated in [9]. A 2 meter aperture
size is noted for a P-band horn as transponder antenna. The
impact of bi-static scattering has not been reported. The horn
proposed by DLR [9] has also a low on-axis mono-static RCS
and if it is well matched, it provides very little re-radiation.
The horn is claimed to be patented but is in fact a well-known
dual-mode corrugated horn. The active transponder provides
an artificial target. Also it has finite dimensions and ”fits in a
resolution cell” of the BIOMASS SAR.

II. LARGE ANTENNAS AND ESTIMATIONS OF THE
SCATTERED FIELD

Every antenna acts as a scatterer, in fact scattering is needed
in order to have reception and there is structural scattering.
An antenna operating in higher frequency bands can act as a
scatterer in P-band. We assume a perfect conducting antenna
structure for the principles. Illuminating an antenna with a
plane wave causes forward and backward scattering as well
as re-radiation and in case of reception also absorption. If
for instance the feed is below cut-off (or contains a filter) the
antenna structure with feed still provides scattering, depending
on precise antenna and feed structure but with less impact due
to receiving circuitry. Below some estimations are given three
types of radio telescope antennas and as a curiosity also for
the Biomass antenna itself (a P-band ”selfie”). The Westerbork
antenna deserves further attention, as it can be an element in
a group (array) and all elements have a high RCS value. It is
very stable and an antenna is an array element of a larger array
of such antennas at very precise distances on an East-West line,
potentially an ideal scenario for targets of opportunity. It can
provide a specific scenario with less elements, systematically
positioned at certain distances East-West. The East-West line
is close to the SAR elevation plane or 82◦ or 98◦ with respect
to the BIOMASS inclined orbit plane.

A. RT22 radio telescope

The RT22 antenna has been observed by Envisat at 5.3GHz
[14], [15]. More precise RCS predictions are now given
for P-band based on configuration details from [16]. An
assumption is made for dimensions of the focal container.
A strut configuration and other focal area details are not
included in the RT22 model. The resulting model for the
Cassegrainian configuration is used for a comparison. The
sub-reflector (diameter of 1.51m) is towards a lower limit for
Physical Optics (PO) in P-band. Three approaches have been
used to serve a comparison, namely:

1) PO for main- and sub-reflector,
2) PO for main- and MOM for sub-reflector,
3) MOM for the complete antenna configuration.
Figure 4 shows the RT22 radio-telescope. Figures 5, 6 and

7 present a result for the separate three cases, at 435MHz.
A comparable trend is observed with also differences. The

Fig. 4. Radio-telescope RT22 in Simeiz, Krim, [16].

incident plane wave is axially incident at θ = 0◦, linearly
polarised, Discrepancies become more pronounced for plane-
wave incidence at increased angles >∼ 1◦ but not shown here.
The forward scattering is comparable to the RCS of a disk of
22 m, as expected to assist to create a shadow zone behind the
antenna. The PO analysis is still reasonable for a sub-reflector
∼ 2λ in size. A peculiar shape for the mono-static response
is observed. A PO analysis at 5.3GHz shows a broadening
effect at higher frequency as well, even more pronounced.
One could recall measured results with Envisat (figure 11
in [15]). Analyses with GRASP (well known antenna design
tool, [10]) required verification of levels for calculation of
the scattered field in terms of dBm2. Classical targets with
anticipated responses have been used (sphere, disk, corner
reflector) to confirm such levels and allowed a reading directly
in dBm2. Results derived here supersede a MOM analysis
result presented previously in [14], which was not correct. A
supportive clarification by Ticra is acknowledged [13].
The three approaches show mono-static on-axis responses
several dB’s lower than the forward scattering, with a specific
shape and indicating a limitation to reach a high RCS for
such antenna as RT22. Similar observations have been made
for other antenna configurations (Yebes, FGAN, ESA 35m,
Pico Veleta, IRAM) all with specific and different antenna
properties. It is clear that detailed structural information is
needed to obtain reliable predictions for targets of opportunity.
One can predict responses for other (circularly, elliptically)
polarised incoming plane waves.

Responses have been derived over a small angular interval,
related to an available synthetic aperture length (a fictive
assumption of 24 km). The mono-static complex response
would be needed over the synthetic aperture length. It can
also be expressed as a function of angle. The strategy sofar
in earlier measurements has been to point a ground-station
antenna towards the expected satellite position, when it is at
the shortest range distance (predictable with orbit analysis).
Pointing with accuracies of a few hundreds of a degree or
less is usual daily routine for radio astronomers. A note
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RT22, PO on main- and sub-reflector 
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Fig. 5. RT22, PO on main- and sub-reflector.

RT22, PO main- , MOM sub-reflector
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Fig. 6. RT22, main: PO, sub-reflector: MOM.

RT22, MOM main- and sub-reflector
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Fig. 7. RT22, MOM for complete antenna model.

can be made that in the SAR processing one has correction
possibilities (for ERS-2 SAR at end-of-life it was needed as
it could be a few degrees to cope with platform pointing

BIOMASS 12m antenna, RCS, phi=90deg
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Fig. 8. BIOMASS antenna, P-band ”selfie”.

problems). However if the precise complex scattered field is
known and stable as function of angle, a SAR response would
be derived, with a characteristic typical for the specific ground-
station antenna considered, even when it is slightly larger than
a few resolution cells in size.

B. BIOMASS antenna

The BIOMASS offset antenna with its four patch element
sub-array provides a scattered field as well to an incoming
plane-wave. In the absence of detailed information an estima-
tion is given, using a 12 meter offset reflector and a panel
with four 0.48λ patch elements, grounded in the centre on
a front-plate. No feed network is considered (knowledge of
the complete geometry will lead to the refined result). An
incoming plane wave (linear polarisation assumed) is scattered
and has when outgoing a cross polarisation which is nearly
twice as high as one is used to for the (one-way) antenna
pattern of such offset antenna. The mono-static RCS is rather
high, with a clean response as there is no effect of struts
and blockage (compared to other front-fed examples). Such
antenna can act as a clean target of opportunity with high
RCS, though - being in space - for a terrestrial based radar.
It also has its specific polarisation response, due to the offset
effect. The estimated scattered field for a plane perpendicular
to the offset plane is shown as a ”P-band selfie” of BIOMASS
antenna, see Fig. 8. The ray-tracing (see Fig. 9) shows the shift
for the 0◦ plane (offset plane) and the depolarisation in the
90◦ plane, thus a very interesting polarisation sensitive target
of opportunity but it would be there in space (so suitable for
a radar on the ground...).

C. ALMA radio telescope antenna

An ALMA antenna has been modelled with struts included
and a circular cavity between secondary focus and main reflec-
tor. Geometry parameters can be found in the ALMA memo-
series (ESO, NRAO) and experience assists here further. The
”European” antenna has been assumed with single struts to
the edge of the main reflector. The sub-reflector and cavity
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Fig. 9. BIOMASS in- and outgoing rays (0◦ and 90◦ plane).

ALMA Antenna, mono-static RCS
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Fig. 10. ALMA radio-telescope, mono-static response (435 MHz).

diameter are near to ∼ 1λ. Accordingly its scattered field
cannot be calculated accurately with PO and MOM must be
used. A high mono-static RCS results for a complete antenna
as target. A result for the scattered field is shown in Fig. 10
for a mono-static response and axial incident linearly polarised
plane wave). The on axis RCS value is near to 51.5dBm2

and includes effects of struts and blockage. Just an x-directed
current component (phase) is shown in Fig. 11. An additional
analysis confirmed a stable level over an angular range of 1.8◦

corresponding to earlier indicated assumptions. Such a test
showed stability or relative constant level in back-scattering.
The forward scattering corresponds closely to a value of
55.3dBm2 as for a circular disk of 12m with a mono-static
back scattering ∼ 3.8dB below that level.
It is interesting to compare differences between an ALMA 12
meter antenna and a 12 m offset antenna as for BIOMASS
(see Fig. 8). Differences in level and polarisation properties
are noticed: antennas with similar diameter have quite different
scattering properties.

Fig. 11. ALMA Copol Current component, relative phase.

D. Westerbork antenna

A model was made for a Westerbork antenna, based on
geometry parameters available from various sources, mainly
from [19]. The focal plane array is specific and contains 121
Vivaldi elements with an 800 MHz high-pass filter in each
element [17]. The filter prevents 435 MHz to enter the front-
end. An assumption is made that incoming waves (plane wave
spectrum for the angle subtended by the reflector) are reflected.
The precise and effective impact of the focal array with filters
needs to be analysed, this time for structural scattering and
reradiation at P-band. Tools have been developed potentially
useful [19], [18] at Astron and Eindhoven University of
Technology. An assumption here is taken that there is a perfect
reflector positioned at (assumption) the focal distance, which is
not true but serves the purpose. Localisation with respect to the
focus has impact on the scattered field and precise analysis is
necessary. The reality is probably a location of a quasi-planar
equivalent surface slightly in front of the focus towards the
reflector.
Array elements are spaced in a diagonal grid. Element spac-
ings are near to 8cm in the 45◦ direction, providing a quasi
wire-grid loading for the incident plane wave spectrum. Quasi
because of the filter located nearly 1

4λ away from the front
surface, another reason to analyse in more detail. As men-
tioned it is simulated with a reflecting plate in the focus. Figure
12 illustrates the focal plane array and its elements. Note the
structural support, which is not included in full detail in the
model either and which will have its effects at 435MHz, more
than for the assumed model here. The effect of scattering by
struts leads to a reduction for the on-axis mono-static RCS
(∼ 0.5dB was noted). A variation in level of the scattered
field has been noticed for θ >∼ 1◦. It is also a reason why
pointing should be accurate.
Figure 13 shows the sketch for rays corresponding to plane
wave incidence and 0.3◦, 0.6◦, 0.9◦ incidence. It is observed,
how expected smearing starts for off-axis directions. The
maximum and first side-lobe (partly) of a focal field (nearly
an Airy function) are noticed on top of the focal plane which
simulates the focal array front-face. It becomes clearly more
asymmetric when going off-axis with the incident plane wave
direction. Nevertheless stability of the RCS level has been
verified over an 1.8◦ angular interval with the antenna model.
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Fig. 12. Westerbork antenna, focal array, element and filter (Copyright Astron)

Fig. 13. Model focal container with indication with rays

A representation of the current distribution shows such effects
in detail when going off-axis (see Fig. 14), with on-axis plane-
wave incidence on the left and incidence at 0.9◦ on the right.
One observes the deformation of intensity of currents on the
focal plate (lateral shift) as well as the appearing change in
intensity on the sidewall of the focal container. The scattered
field starts to increase slightly when going to larger incidence
angles before dropping down.
The scattered field is predicted for 0◦ and 0.9◦ incidence (see
Fig. 15 and Fig. 16 respectively), both at 435MHz. Figure 17
shows the response for a 45◦ plane for a plane wave incident at
0.9◦ in the 0◦ plane. A polarisation ratio is noted near -30dB
in the direction back to the satellite. It shall be investigated for
the range of directions as occurring for the synthetic aperture
length and beyond (related to processing windows chosen as
well in SAR processing. The satellite moves as a sensor along
the orbit and samples in a time-sequential manner the synthetic
aperture).

E. The Westerbork East-West array configuration

A systematically located and specific target scenario is of
potential interest. The Westerbork array of 14 radio telescope
antennas (or a sub-set) could act as such a specific target
scenario with specific and accurate inter-element distances,

Fig. 14. Currents for 0◦ (left) and 0.9◦ incidence

Westerbork, 435MHz, 0 deg (mono-static on
axis)
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Fig. 15. Westerbork, scattered field, 0◦ incidence

Westerbork, 435MHz, at 0.9 deg
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Fig. 16. Westerbork, scattered field, 0.9◦ incidence

extending to 2.7km [19].
Most antennas are spaced at 144 m spacing, the interval
between antenna 10 and a next antenna can be as small as
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Co/Cross (lin), 45 deg plane, PLW @ 0.9 deg
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Fig. 17. Westerbork, scattered field, 45◦-plane, 0.9◦ incidence

36 meter, it can be followed by a possible spacing of 48
meter. The remaining two antennas (13 and 14) are at a larger
distances. A spacing of 36 meter is formally below a resolving
capability of the BIOMASS SAR (elevation direction). The
distance projected on the ground azimuthal track is close to
an azimuth resolution capability also. The East-West line is
very close to the SAR elevation plane. A SAR response for
two antennas spaced 36 meter becomes a complex addition,
which could be estimated (complex, amplitude and phase and
polarisation-state). A maximum would appear for in-phase
addition, but it exactly depends on orbit configuration and SAR
processing. BIOMASS SAR would not be able to resolve such
targets completely. It would make the target scenario unique.
One can select more targets obviously, like the interval of 48
meter distance and also other distances, but then at 144 meter.
Accordingly a systematic specific target scenario (”of op-
portunity”) results. Each Westerbork antenna is mounted on
an alt-azimuth positioner. All antennas are nicely aligned on
polar axes for East-West movement. It gives similarity in
effects on the East-West line as caused by structure and struts
for each antenna with symmetries potentially to be exploited
for ascending and descending orbits (it provided perhaps the
most accurate polarimeter already in the late seventies of
last century). Figure 18 sketches three 25 meter Westerbork
antennas relatively spaced (36 m and 48 m) as targets of
opportunity on an East-West line and the assumed direction
of a satellite track on ground. Obviously the side-looking
SAR satellite passes to the East or to the West depending
its (ascending or descending) orbit.

F. An RFI aspect

A demand exist not to use P-band SAR within coverage
areas of certain terrestrial radars, related to ITU frequency
allocations. Westerbork is geographically potentially within
such a coverage area. It would prevent transmissions by
BIOMASS over the Westerbork location. With a satellite-
speed in orbit near to 7.2km

sec only a transmission of some tens
of seconds would be needed over Westerbork. If so possible a

Fig. 18. Three antennas spaced 36m and 48 m respectively

collocation with the active and or DLR transponder could be
another asset, perhaps even on site,

III. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Scattering properties of large radio telescope antennas have
been discussed and new analysis results have been presented
for 3 radio telescope antennas and for the BIOMASS SAR
antenna itself. As such it is considered to complement material
presented in [1] where only one sentence has been devoted
to large ground station antennas as target of opportunity with
pointing aspects. It has been found that there can be large RCS
values associated, but there can be limits for maximum levels
as well as peculiar shapes for mono-static responses, which
can be on the other hand of interest as well. It depends on
precise antenna structural configuration information: detailed
geometrical information is needed for prediction tools.
High dynamic ranges occur in analyses and specific small
detailed information can be needed in focal regions, thus
reflectors large in terms of wavelength next to details small
in terms of wavelength.
Obviously convergence aspects need to be checked. Using
different methods like PO and MOM or combinations assists to
obtain further confidence in predictions. Such assessment can
be useful again every time when another antenna configuration
is investigated.
One would need to obtain transmission time over Westerbork
because of a specific frequency allocation situation. But the
Westerbork radio-telescope array remains an interesting target
scenario (of opportunity) with antennas at precise specific
distances, with interesting resolution aspects related and with
antenna dimensions larger and smaller than resolution cell
dimensions of the BIOMASS-SAR.
In conclusion it might be of interest to investigate this and
various related aspects as well in more detail.
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reflector antennas observed with space-based Synthetic Aperture Radar.
6th European EUCAP Conf. Prague, pp 1086-1090, 2012.
bibitemTicra http:\www.ticra.com

[16] A.V. Antiyufejev, S.Yu, Zubrin, V.V. Mishenko, I.I. Zinshenko, A.E
Volvach, V.M. Shulga. Investigation of the antenna parameters of RT22
KrAO at a wavelength of 3.42mm. RadioFysika and RadioAstronomia,
2009, T.14, No4, c.345-352 (in Russian).

[17] W.A. van Cappellen, J.G. Bij de Vaate. Status update on APERTIF,
Phased array feeds for the Westerbork radio-telescope. URSI General
Assembly. Beijing, China, 2014.

[18] R. Maaskant. Analysis of Large Antenna Systems, PhD Thesis TU
Eindhoven. Eindhoven, NL, 2010.

[19] http://www.astron.nl

40th ESA Antenna Workshop − Antenna Developments for Terrestrial and Small-Space Platforms
8-10 October 2019, Noordwijk, The Netherlands

http://www.esa.int/Our_Activities/Observing_the_Earth/ESA_s_Biomass_satellite_goes_ahead
http://www.esa.int/Our_Activities/Observing_the_Earth/ESA_s_Biomass_satellite_goes_ahead
http://sarcv.ceos.org/documents/
http://sarcv.ceos.org/site_media/media/documents/S22.1_Reimann.pdf
http://www.ticra.com
http://www.fasant.com/
http:\www.ticra.com
http://www.astron.nl

	I Introduction
	I-A RCS aspects
	I-B BIOMASS mission scenario

	II Large antennas and estimations of the scattered field
	II-A RT22 radio telescope
	II-B BIOMASS antenna
	II-C ALMA radio telescope antenna
	II-D Westerbork antenna
	II-E The Westerbork East-West array configuration
	II-F An RFI aspect

	III Concluding remarks
	IV Acknowledgement
	V Bibliography
	References

