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Abstract: Modern optical systems send and receive ultra-short temporal pulses (USP).  While ultra-

broad band antennas do exist in the microwave region (e.g., log-periodic antennas, or, concentric 

loop antennas), their short temporal response is typically limited by the antenna's large dispersion, 

hence, resulting in a substantial pulse broadening.  Here we show that loop antennas may exhibit 

USP attributes – below 400 ps (or, an equivalent coherent band pass exceeding 2.5 GHz) with only 

three loops, or, a single, thick loop. 

 

I. Introduction 

Ultra-short optical pulses (USP) are well-known for many applications; from laser ablation, 

communication, light detection and ranging (LIDAR), and medical applications [1-2].  The 

RF/microwave versions is typically limited by large antenna dispersions.  In the past, we showed 

that broad-side dipole array and two, side-by side diamond-shape antennas array may be 

constructed as to produce ultra-short pulses - as narrow as 100 ps (or, coherently, a broad 

bandwidth, larger than 10 GHz) [2-4].  With ultra-wide bandwidth (UWB) applications in mind [5], 

concentric loop antennas have been shown to possess a large bandwidth of ca 1 GHz [6-10].  

Related applications with concentric antenna arrays (not to be confused with the shape of the 

antenna itself) have been proposed, as well [11-12].  Missing is a direct evidence that such 

construction is not only wide-band but also capable of transmitting and receiving ultra-short pulses, 

say, narrower than 1 ns.   

We concentrate on planar loop antennas which amenable to conformations.  The loop's width and 

the gaps between loops translate to the coupling between loops and affect the ability of the antenna 

to transmit and receive short pulses.  We concentrate here on a single and 3-elements antenna that 

are connected to a common transmission line and show that the system can transmit pulses of 260 

ps and receive pulses shorter than 400 ps.  

II. Simulations 

We compare mainly three structures: the well-known single thin loop, concentric 3-loop and a solid, 

thick loop antennas.  A single-loop antenna (Fig. 1a, 2a) exhibits a relatively narrow-band radiation, 

of less than 200 MHz in the vicinity of f0=1.2 GHz (Fig. 3a), f0 being the center frequency.  A 

concentric 3-loop antenna exhibits a much broader band (~1.25 GHz in the range between 1.25 to 

2.5 GHz; Figs. 1b, 2b, 3b).  A single exciter is placed horizontally at the loops' bottom (1 V onto an 

equivalent impedance of 50 Ohms).  The simulations were conducted with Comsol and the 

transmitter/receiver pairs are shown in Fig. 2.  The resistance of the ports varies as a function of 

frequency: between 40 to 60 Ohms.  The standing wave ratio (SWR) of the concentric loop antenna 

is shown in Fig. 2c.  
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(a)       (b) 

Figure 1.  Simulations: (a) A single loop antenna. (b) 3-loop antenna. The central loop has the 

same dimensions as the loop in (a).  

 

(a)      (b) 

Figure. 2.  Simulations: a pair of single (a) and 3-loop antennas (b) – the transmitter is on the right 

and the receiver is on the left. 

 

(a)      (b) 

Figure 2.  Simulations: (a) S-parameters for a single loop antenna. (b) S-parameters for 3-loops, 

equally spaced antenna 
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Figure 3.  Simulations: standing wave ratio (SWR) for 3-loop, equally spaced antenna. The 

horizontal line is placed at SWR=2 and alludes to a bandwidth of more than 1 GHz.  

As mentioned earlier, having a broad-band antenna does not guaranties formation of USP at the 

receiver end.  The temporal response to a transient (a step function) for the two structures is shown 

in Fig 4a,b.  The single-loop antenna cannot sustain a sharp input transient into the transmitter.  

This is also exhibited by the receiver response.  On the other hand, the concentric 3-loop antenna 

exhibits both good input response by the transmitter and a reasonably good output response by the 

receiver.  The input current in port 1 (the transmitter) is generated by a 1 V bias over 50  input 

impedance of the transmitter and the output current in port 2 (the receiver) is measured at the end 

of the 50  transmission line of the receiver. 

In Fig. 4 we notice a ca 1 ns delay in the receiver's response due to time-of-flight and "ringing" at 

5.5 ns; the latter is the result of back-and-forth propagation. That "ringing" is absent from a single 

loop and also is absent from the experimental results, probably, because the reflection from the 

receiver is not as substantial.   

 

(a)       (b) 
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(c)     (d) 

Figure 4.  Simulations: (a) a single thick loop antenna – input current (at the transmitter) and 

output current (at the receiver).  (b) 3-loop antenna – input current (at the transmitter) 

and output current (at the receiver). The signal input (port 1 - the transmitter) has 

substantially narrowed.  The output signal (port 2 - the receiver) has also narrowed but 

not as substantially as the transmitter. (c) A single, thick loop antenna and its temporal 

response (d).  

As with other USP antennas, and unlike a broad-band frequency antennas, the gap between loops 

does not have a large impact on its temporal behavior.  The small dip at f=1.7 GHz in the S-

parameters of Fig. 2b shifts a bit with no effect on the SWR.  In fact, a single loop (Fig. 4c-d) whose 

width is composed of the sum of all loops' widths (including the gaps) has a similar or better time 

response as the concentric 3-loop antenna.  

III. Experiments 

A pair of 3-loop antennas have been fabricated by a lift-off process resulting in Fig. 5.  The antenna 

pair were placed, facing each other at a distance of ca 25 cm.  A 1 MHz to 8 GHz VNA (Copper-

Mountain Technologies) was used.  

 

Figure 5.  Experiments: the antenna on FR4 dielectric and its SMA connector.  The cut in the 

FR4 is the result of fabricating two antennas on the same substrate.  
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III.a Frequency-domain results: 

The S-parameters for a 3-loop antennas are presented in Fig. 6a.  The experimental standing wave 

ratio (SWR) is shown in Fig. 6b (see simulations in Fig. 3 for comparison).  Both results corroborate 

the simulations. 

  

(a)      (b) 

Figure 6.  Experiments: (a) S-parameters in dB and (b) Standing wave ratio (SWR) of S11.  

III.b Time-domain results: 

Time domain results are presented in Fig. 7.  Shown are the linear magnitude of the S-parameters. 

There is a relative delay between pulses of ca 1 ns due the distance between antennas.  The linear 

magnitude of S11 exhibits a full width at half maximum amplitude (FWHM) of 260 ps for the total 

signal that includes the entire pulse.  The linear magnitude of S12 exhibits a FWHM of 380 ps.  If 

the concentric loop is made solid (Fig. 4), there is little pulse variations from the three concentric 

loop case.  SWR<2 of the solid loop exhibits frequency range between 1.25-3 GHz (Fig. 6b). 

 

(a)      (b) 

Figure 7.  Experiments: linear magnitude of the S-parameters as a function of time (one way). 

The full width of the signal at half maximum amplitude (FWHM) of the S11 was 260 ps 

(accounting for the entire pulse) whereas the FWHM of the S12 was 380 ps.  A 1 ns 

propagation delay between the recorded pulses is also noted. (b) Solid thick loop (Fig. 

4): FWHM of the S12 was 380 ps, as well. 
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The broadening is related to a non-planar wave that propagates between the two close-proximity 

antennas in addition to the effect of the transmission line(s) (TL).  Nevertheless, even with this pulse 

broadening, the coherent bandwidth of the entire transmitter/receiver system is ca 2.6 GHz.   

Could we do better in terms of TL broadening? One may form an inward-tilted, or outward-tilted TL 

as shown in Fig. 8 in order to affect the excitation phase.  Typically, the VNA is expressed in 

voltages and so are these curves. 

  

(a)      (b) 

  

(c)      (d) 

Figure 8.  Simulations: (a,c) Slanted feeding transmission lines and their voltage response (b,d).  

Note the reflection effect at 6 ns.   

Could we extend the concept to a larger number of loops? Presently, the design is limited by the 

relative excitation phase between loops.  Slanted TL may help a little bit as shown in Fig. 8c.  In 

Fig. 9, simulation for a slanted solid loop, whose radius extends from 1.8 to 4.8 cm show a bit 

improvement due to the extended bandwidth. The deficiency may be corrected by a common 

feeding point and dividers that produce the same excitation phase for each loop [3,4].  

0 2 4 6 8 10
-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

port2

port1 x 1/10

V
o

lt
a

g
e

 (
V

)

Time (ns)

0 2 4 6 8 10
-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4
V

o
lt
a

g
e

 (
V

)

Time (ns)

port2

port1 x 1/10



  

Figure 9. Simulations: Slanted feeding transmission line to solid loop and its voltage response. 

IV. Conclusions 

Loop antennas that exhibited a coherent bandwidth of 2.6 GHz, resulting in a pulse widths of <400 

ps have been simulated and experimentally characterized.  
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