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ABSTRACT 

Arrays of phase-locked lasers have been developed for numerous directed-energy applications.  Phased-array designs are 
capable of producing higher beam intensity than similar sized multi-beam emitters, and also allow beam steering and 
beam profile manipulation.  In phased-array designs, individual emitter phases must be controllable, based on suitable 
feedback.  Most current control schemes sample individual emitter phases, such as with an array-wide beam splitter, and 
compare to a master phase reference.  Reliance on a global beam splitter limits scalability to larger array sizes due to 
lack of design modularity.  This paper describes a conceptual design and control scheme that relies only on feedback 
from the array structure itself.  A modular and scalable geometry is based on individual hexagonal frames for each 
emitter; each frame cell consists of a conventional lens mounted in front of the fiber tip.  A rigid phase tap structure 
physically connects two adjacent emitter frame cells.  A target sensor is mounted on top of the phase tap, representing the 
local alignment datum.  Optical sensors measure the relative position of the phase tap and target sensor.  The tap senses 
the exit phase of both emitters relative to the target normal plane, providing information to the phase controller for each 
emitter.  As elements are added to the array, relative local position data between adjacent phase taps allows accurate 
prediction of the relative global position of emitters across the array, providing additional constraints to the phase 
controllers.  The approach is scalable for target distance and number of emitters without loss of control. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1. DE-STAR System Concept 
Recent studies have considered the use of directed energy for 

planetary defense against asteroid impact.  High-intensity illumination is 
directed at a threatening asteroid, evaporating surface material to create a 
reactionary force that alters the asteroid’s orbit.  Directed Energy System 
for Targeting of Asteroids and exploRation (DE-STAR) is a conceptual 
orbiting platform consisting of a planar array of laser fiber amplifiers and 
associated optical elements, and powered by photovoltaics.1,2  The main 
objective of DE-STAR is to use directed energy to deliver sufficient photon 
flux to vaporize a spot on the surface of an asteroid.  A sufficiently large 
DE-STAR array could target near-Earth asteroids (NEAs) from low-Earth 
orbit.  Smaller arrays would be useful for missions that deploy to an area 
near the asteroid, deemed DE-STARLITE.3,4  An operational DE-STAR or 
DE-STARLITE would be capable of serving diverse scientific objectives, 
including spacecraft propulsion5, active illumination for asteroid search and 
orbit refinement6, stand-off composition analysis7, orbital debris removal 
and more; multiple uses of the DE-STAR system are depicted in Fig. 1. 

The design concept of DE-STAR is an array of phase-locked laser 
fiber amplifiers.  A concentrated directed energy beam is formed through	

 
Figure 1. DE-STAR, a proposed laser phased 
array system for planetary defense and other 
scientific purposes. 



precise phase control of individual laser emitters, with phase-locking of among all emitters across the entire array.  
Beams from individual emitters need to coalesce at the target, and the phases of each individual beam need to align so 
that constructive interference occurs, i.e., the combination of individual beams produces an amplified signal at the target. 
 

1.2. Laser Phased Array Concept 
The performance of Ytterbium-doped fiber laser amplifiers (YDFA) has improved markedly in recent years.  

Continuous-wave, multi-kW-class devices are now routine and affordable, germinating many novel applications.8  
Phased array configurations of laser fiber amplifiers have been demonstrated in the laboratory.9,10,11,12,13  A phased array 
design requires a control scheme to ensure that individual beams are in phase in the far-field.  In a standard approach, 
heterodyning systems employ phase feedback based on sampling and comparing the output phase of each emitter to a 
global reference phase, such as produced by a master oscillator.14,15,16  Innovative control schemes such as Stochastic 
Parallel Gradient Decent (SPGD) method combine multiple feedback beams at a single photodetector.17,18,19,20  A 
conceptual phased array design with SPGD control is depicted in Fig. 2.  In a SPGD control scheme, phases of 
individual emitters are adjusted iteratively until the combined signal at the photodetector is maximized.  Field-
deployable systems have also been developed that include object-in-the-loop control to compensate for atmospheric 
turbulence.21,22 
 

 
Figure 2. Stochastic Parallel Gradient Descent (SPGD) control scheme used in existing laser phased array laser 
systems, based on high-power laser fiber amplifiers. 

 
1.3. Motivation for Local Control Scheme 

As depicted in Fig. 2, the SPGD control scheme employs a beamsplitter to sample the outgoing phase of each 
individual emitter.  The design requires the beamsplitter to be optically flat over the combined aperture of the overall 
array.  Alternatively, structural aberrations in the beamsplitter could be characterized during a calibration procedure, and 
compensations could be implemented in the controller.  Such a calibration procedure is capable of compensating for 
static anomalies in the beamsplitter.  It may also be possible for the controller to compensate for some transient 
aberrations that mutate more slowly than the minimum control response time.  These disadvantages are tenable when the 
objective is to build an array with a fixed number of emitters.  That is, careful construction of the array and programming 
of the controller can readily compensate for optical imperfections in system components.  A DE-STARLITE mission 
could be designed around a fixed-sized array, using current phased array designs. 

The DE-STAR concept envisions a more modular approach, whereby the emitter array can be constructed in 
phases by adding individual emitters around the periphery of a growing array.  Based on current designs, if an emitter 
were added to the array, the beamsplitter would need to be expanded to cover the new array aperture.  Replacing an 
existing beamsplitter with a larger one, or adding a segment to an existing beamsplitter, to cover the additional emitter 
would require a re-calibration of the added emitter to the rest of the array.  In the context of an orbiting platform such as 
DE-STAR, re-calibration of the control components is impractical. 

A novel concept for a phased array design and control scheme employs hexagonal emitter cell units that include 
a phase tap structure.  Unit cells are built and calibrated in the factory, and the modular design supports mechanical 
attachment of additional emitter cells to an existing array, without the need to modify or re-calibrate any aspect of 
existing emitter components.  As an emitter is added to an existing array, the control module I/O is updated to 



accommodate the additional sensors and controls.  The phase perturbations in individual beams that must be 
counteracted, namely fast structural vibration and slow thermal drift, can be measured and corrected for with electronic 
phase control in the fiber amplifier chain.  A local control scheme is independent of target and range and is more easily 
scalable in both power and array size.  Structural vibrations in the first, second, and third modes may have large enough 
amplitudes to deflect the beam away from the target. To counteract these vibrations a micropositioner will be employed 
to slightly bend the fiber tip so as to keep it locked on target. In addition, the structure of each beam's cell has been 
optimized to reduce first, second, and third mode amplitudes as much as possible. 

The core idea of the new design is that the relative phases of adjacent beams are determined with respect to a 
target plane.  The relative position between adjacent phase sensors is determined with respect to a mechanical datum that 
is located at the center of a target sensor.  Calibration of individual emitters is accomplished during module assembly, 
and calibration data is added to the array controller.  This paper describes a conceptual mechanical design and phase 
control scheme for beam formation and steering in the context of a directed-energy system consisting of a planar array of 
phase-locked lasers.  The mechanical design and phase control concept are presented in the following sections. 
 

2. MECHANICAL DESIGN AND LOCAL PHASE CONTROL CONCEPT 

2.1. Mechanical Components 
The overall array is built up from individual emitter cells.  Each emitter cell consists of a hexagonal frame that 

supports a conventional optic (Fig. 3).  Alternatively, a thin-film holographic lens with equivalent optical characteristics 
could be used.23  Optical component dimensions are driven by mission parameters.  A hypothetical mission is envisioned 
where the array is deployed to a position near the target, such as DE-STARLITE.  Hypothetical mission parameters 
include production of a beam from each emitter that is 1 m diameter on the surface of a target that is 10 km away 
(0.1 m rad field of view).  With adequate pointing and phase control, individual beams will combine within the 1 m spot 
to produce a ~10 cm spot with highly amplified beam intensity. 
 

 
Figure 3. Conceptual diagram of a 2-element laser phased array architecture. A single phase tap structure 
connects the two emitter cells.  Datum -A- is a mechanical reference location that provides a common 
coordinate system for the target vector and the phase control mechanism.  Mission parameters drive the optical 
configuration.  For a stand-on mission, such as DE-STARLITE, an example might be to seek a 1 m beam on a 
target that is 10 km distant, leading to individual emitter lenses that are ~55 mm diameter. 



 
The requirement for 0.1 m rad field of view establishes the mechanical characteristics of the emitter array.  The emitter 
diameter (fiber diameter) is ≈ 12.5 μ m with a numerical aperture of ≈ 0.22.  The focal length of the lens is: 
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The F# of the lens is determined by matching numerical aperture of the emitter in a medium with refractive index n = 1: 
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The lens diameter for an array cell that produces a beam 1 m diameter on the surface of a target that is 10 km away 
(0.1 m rad field of view) in a medium with refractive index n = 1 is: 
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ൎ 55.45 mm (3) 

The entire emitter array structure is supported by a connecting frame, which includes components that provide 
navigation, guidance and control for the overall array.  Spacecraft attitude sensing and control is based on conventional 
celestial guidance principles, and provides coarse pointing that can be much slower than the beam axis and phase control 
feedback rates.  In the example presented here (0.1 m rad field of view), the rough pointing requirement provided by 
spacecraft attitude control is estimated to be on the order of ~10 m rad.  The requirement is driven by the range of 
motion of x-y emitter positioner that directs the beam axis of each emitter. 

Between adjacent emitter cells is a rigid phase tap structure that measures the output phase of each adjacent 
beam, as shown in Fig. 3.  An infrared target sensor is mounted on top of the phase tap structure, and provides a datum to 
link mechanical features in the emitter cell to the target vector.  The emitter fiber is accommodated through the base of 
the hexagonal frame.  The emitter fiber is secured within the frame by a 2-axis (x-y) micro-positioner.  Moving the 
emitter tip laterally behind the optic alters the beam axis.  Emitter tip adjustments are used to keep the individual beam 
axes directed toward the same spot on the target, ensuring that beams coalesce in the far field.  Beam axis adjustments 
are characterized as intermediate pointing.  The main requirement is to keep the beams from each emitter pointed to the 
same point on the target, so that the overlapping beams coalesce in the center, allowing constructive interference to 
create an amplified signal in the center of the beams.  Using the rough requirement that beams should not drift more than 
one-tenth the beam diameter, the intermediate pointing requirement imposed on the fiber tip micropositioners is on the 
order of ~10 μ rad in the example presented here.  Emitter tip adjustments are independent of the phase control feedback 
scheme, but must occur rapidly enough to counteract low-mode vibrations in the emitter array structure that cause the 
emitter beam axis to wander.  Z-axis movements of the emitter tip are not required for phased-array operation, because 
individual beams do not need to be focused on the target in the conventional sense.  Rather, when multiple beams 
coalesce at the target, i.e., the beam axes are all pointed at roughly the same spot on the target and the beams overlap, 
then flux delivered to the target is maximized whenever all the beam phases are aligned.  So, the only requirements for 
phased-array operation are beam axis alignment and phase alignment.  The emitter tip control scheme is significantly 
simplified without requirements for z-axis alignment.  Individual emitters are kW-class laser fiber amplifiers.  A key 
feature of such amplifiers is that the output phase can be controlled electronically, eliminating the need to physically 
move the fiber tip in the z-axis direction.  Alternatively, phase control could be accomplished by controlling each fiber 
tip in a hexapod with full six degree-of-freedom (DOF) positional movements available.  Finer beam pointing and beam 
steering can be accomplished by phase steering, i.e., adjusting the relative phases of adjacent emitters to produce a peak 
combined amplitude at a specified point within the overall beam diameter. 
 

2.2. Phase Alignment Concept 
As with many optical systems, phase alignment for a laser array must be on the order of λ/10 for quality beam 

formation.24  Achieving adequate phase control requires attention to several key aspects of system design that can affect 
the relative phases of every emitter.  Accurate target acquisition and pointing with respect to a mechanical datum in the 
emitter array is required.  The target vector establishes a phase reference plane, which is normal to the target vector, as 
depicted in Fig. 4.  The output phase of every emitter must be controlled with respect to the phase reference plane.  
Mechanical calibration and relative alignment of optical and mechanical components is necessary.  Due to structural 
vibration, the relative position of optical and mechanical components must be determined within the required control 



feedback time (‘control-time’) for closed-loop emitter phase control.  YDFA drift, thermal changes in the fiber and other 
sources of phase perturbation are accounted for by sensing the relative phase beyond the exit aperture. 
 

 
Figure 4. Conceptual diagram of a phase tap structure illustrating the mechanism for sensing the phase of 
individual elements in relation to the phase reference plane.  The phase reference plane is derived from the 
target vector, using camera and sensor calibration information.  The position of each exit phase tap in the 
mechanical datum coordinate system is measured with 2D-AFM position sensors (shown in Fig. 5).  The 
calculated distance from the phase tap to the reference plane along the target vector provides the reference phase 
for aligning the two emitter phases. 

 
2.3. Camera Calibration and Target Axis in Datum Coordinate System 

The target is viewed using an infrared imaging system, consisting of an optic and an infrared focal plane array 
(IRFPA) that are mounted together in a mechanical housing.  Target acquisition algorithms determine the target centroid 
xc, yc in the IRFPA pixel array coordinate system.25  Using camera calibration information, the target centroid xc, yc is 
then converted to a target axis θT, φT as polar (θ) and azimuthal (φ) directions in the infrared camera mount mechanical 
datum coordinate system, using transformations deduced from innovative calibration algorithms.26,27,28  Conversion from 
image coordinates to the target axis is accomplished using a composite inverse transformation:29 
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where F is the transformation from the target axis to ideal pixel coordinates, D is a lens distortion mapping, and A is the 
ideal affine transformation from scene coordinates to pixel coordinates, all determined during camera calibration. 

The relationship between pixel coordinates and the mechanical mounting is also characterized during 
fabrication.  Precision machining is not adequate for ultra-precision alignment, but statistical calibration/characterization 
techniques are available.30  The statistical approach reduces measurement error and supports ultra-precision alignment 
with 'irregular' machined datum surfaces. 
 

2.4. Phase Tap Position in Datum Coordinate System 
In order to control the phase of each emitter at the target plane, the distance from each phase tap to the target 

plane must be determined within the required control-time.  The phase tap positions within the datum coordinate system 
are determined using technology developed for atomic force microscopes (AFMs).  In an AFM, a molecular tip is 
mounted on the free end of a cantilever.  As the tip is moved across the surface of a sample, molecular-scale movements 
of the cantilever are induced.  A laser is reflected off the back side of the cantilever, and detected at a split photodiode.  
Movements of the cantilever are detected in the changing position of the laser spot on the photodiode.  The AFM 
cantilever provides a ~three DOF measurement system (although typical AFM systems only sense one or perhaps 2 of 
the potential movements).  The mechanism is extended to six-DOF measurement by using an array of lasers, and by 
including a curved reflective surface such as a hyperbolic paraboloid31 (Fig. 5).  The reflected spots are sensed at 2-
dimensional photodiode arrays in the emitter plane.  Changes in the relative position of the emitter plane and reflective 
surface will shift the location of the reflected spots within photodiode arrays.  All six degrees of freedom produce 



independent shifts in the reflected spot locations, allowing full six-DOF relative position determination.  The sensors are 
used to make control-time measurements of the position of the exit phase taps within the local mechanical datum 
coordinate system. 
 

 
Figure 5. Conceptual diagram of a six-DOF relative position measurement scheme, which is a 2-dimensional 
extension of Atomic Force Microscope (AFM) technology.31  Laser emitters are directed at a curved reflective 
surface; reflected spots are sensed in 2-D photodiode arrays in the emitter plane.  Changes in the relative 
position of the emitter plane and reflective surface will shift the location of reflected spots. 

 
Kinematic motions and independent changes in the spot pattern ensure that position determination is invertible for 
simultaneous motions in all degrees of freedom, i.e., for some measured change in the spot location from the nominal 
∆x, ∆y, ∆z, ∆θx, ∆θy, ∆θz, the relative position of the emitter plane and reflective plane can be determined.   The emitter 
plane maintains a rigid spatial relationship within the mechanical datum coordinate system, and the phase tap maintains 
a rigid spatial relationship to the reflective plane.  Using the relative position of the reflective plane, and the rigid 
relationships, the position of the phase tap within the mechanical datum coordinate system is determined. 

The target axis θT, φT in the mechanical datum coordinate system is used to establish the target plane, which 
(arbitrarily) passes through the datum origin.  The plane becomes the phase reference plane, which is: 
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A single phase tap structure connects two adjacent emitters.  A nominal location of the phase taps within the 
mechanical datum coordinate system are determined during assembly calibration.  The target plane is the phase reference 
plane: the control system must seek to align the phases of all emitters to the same value at the target plane.  Deviations 
from the calibrated (mechanical datum) location of the phase taps are determined in control time with AFM relative 
position sensors.  The distance of the phase taps from the phase reference plane can then be determined. 
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Distance along the target vector from the phase tap provides the phase alignment target at the phase tap.  Phase 
alignment is modulo one cycle, e.g., shift the measured phase ϕmeas of an emitter to zero in the phase alignment plane: 
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2.5. Adding Emitters to the Array 
A single phase tap structure connects two adjacent emitters, and establishes a datum coordinate system for 

relative phase alignment of the two emitters in the target plane.  When a third emitter is added to the array, two 
additional phase tap structures are also added, as depicted in Fig. 6. 
 

 
Figure 6. Conceptual diagram of three adjacent cells of a laser phased array.  Three phase tap structures are 
used to connect the adjacent cells.  The relative position between adjacent phase tap structures is determined 
with 2D-AFM position sensors (shown in Fig. 5). 

 
Each additional emitter cell is installed with two pre-calibrated phase tap structures.  The phase tap structures are 
calibrated in the factory so that the nominal positions of the phase taps are known within the mechanical datum 
coordinate system.  Each phase tap structure will have an independent datum coordinate system, and the relationship 
between two adjacent phase taps must be determinable in control-time.  The relative position between adjacent phase tap 
structures is determined with 2D-AFM position sensors (shown in Fig. 5).  The nominal position of the existing tap with 
respect to the two added taps is determinable with angle-side-angle relationships.  The array core is then built up by 
adding emitter cells to the periphery of the existing array, as shown in Fig. 7. 
 

 
Figure 7. Conceptual diagram of adjacent cells of a laser phased array.  The array core is built up by adding 
emitter cells to the periphery of the existing array. 

 
The design is modular and extensible.  A frame for an emitter cell that is to be added to the array is fabricated.  

Two hexagonal tie plates are installed on the bottom of an emitter frame.  The fiber amplifier module is mounted on a tie 
plate, and the fiber is secured on the inside of the frame by installing the fiber tip positioners.  The optic is then installed 
over the face of the frame.  Two phase tap structures are installed on the top of the frame, and calibration procedures are 
performed at the factory, to characterize the nominal relationships between camera coordinates, IRFPA coordinates, the 
mechanical datum locations and the phase tap locations.  Mechanical connection to the existing array is accomplished by 



bolting the free edge of the two phase tap structures to the mating emitter cells in the existing array, and by securing the 
two hexagonal tie straps on the base to the adjacent cell frames. 

When an emitter cell is added to the array, two additional phase taps are also added (Fig. 6).  The two additional 
taps also contain two new IRFPA target sensors.  Each target sensor will generate a target vector in its own mechanical 
datum coordinate system.  A resultant target vector must be determined from the combined information of all individual 
target sensors, and within a common coordinate system.  The relationship between the mechanical datums of two 
adjacent target sensors is determined by 6-DOF position sensors.  A virtual coordinate system is established with its 
origin in the center of the emitter array, and provides a global reference plane.  The global coordinate system is 
established by combining the relative positions of all target sensors.  The position of each phase tap sensor in the global 
coordinate system is determinable from the global position of the associated target sensor mount. 
 

3. CONTROL SCHEME AND BEAM SIMULATION 

3.1. Coarse, Intermediate and Precision Pointing, and Beam Steering 
The preceding discussion of the emitter array architecture forms the basis for a phase feedback control scheme.  

In this paper, it is assumed that spacecraft attitude control (‘rough pointing’, ~10 m rad in the example presented above) 
is adequate, and does not introduce significant pointing jitter into the target acquisition sensors.  The ‘rough pointing’ 
control system operates independently from the ‘intermediate pointing’ (beam axis) and ‘fine pointing’ (beam steering) 
control systems.  The intermediate and fine control systems are based on sensors consisting of phase taps, 6-DOF 
position sensors and target sensors.  Control system actuators consist of x-y emitter positioners (or hexapods), and phase 
controllers.  An array with n emitters has 4n – 6 phase taps, 2n – 3 IRFPA target sensors, and [6(n – 2) + 8n – 12] six-
DOF relative position sensors.  A preliminary assessment of controllability in progress, based on a baseline optical model 
of an array constructed using the principles described in preceding sections.  The remainder of this paper is devoted to 
describing an optical model suitable for incorporating phase perturbations that are expected to exist across such an 
array.32 
 

3.2. Time averaged intensity of Gaussian beams 
The resulting wave fronts from the fiber amplifiers can be modeled as a Gaussian beam. At any point in space, 

the time averaged intensity is given in terms of the symbols listed in Table 1 by: 

ܫ ൌ ܿ߳଴ න ቈܧ଴
ଶ ൬

଴ݓ
ሻݖሺݓ

൰
ଶ

݁
ି௞௥మூ௠൤

ଵ
௤ሺ௭ሻ൨cosଶ ቆ݇

ଶݎ

2
ܴ݁ ൤

1
ሻݖሺݍ

൨ቇ cosଶ ൬tanିଵ ൤
ݖ
଴ݖ
൨൰ cosଶሺ݇ݖ ൅  ሻ቉ (8)ݐ߱

Where 1/q(z) is given by: 

1
ሻݖሺݍ

ൌ
1

ݖ ൬1 ൅
ଶݖ

଴ݖ
ଶ൰
൅

ߣ݅

଴ݓߨ
ଶ ൬1 ൅

ଶݖ

଴ݖ
ଶ൰

 
(9) 

 
Table 1. Terms used in Eq. (8) and throughout this paper. 

Symbol Interpretation Units
I Time averaged intensity of beam W/m 
c Speed of light in a vacuum m/s 
ε0 Permittivity of free space F/m 
E0 Initial beam amplitude N/C 
w0 Beam waist m 
z Forward propagation distance m 
r Radial propagation distance m 

w(z) Spot size m 
k Wave number m-1 

q(z) Complex radius of curvature m 
R(z) Radius of curvature m 
ω Radial frequency Hz 
t Time s 



 
Multiple beams can be simulated and their interference analyzed by summing their individual amplitudes under 

the square. The beams can then be propagated through an arbitrary optical system to focus at infinity. This is modeled 
using the ABCD law for Gaussian beams and is given by: 
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Where A, B, C, and D are the elements of the system matrix for the optical system. This creates an entirely new 
beam with different characteristics. As shown in Fig. 8, the incoming beam strikes the thin lens at z = 0.01 and comes to 
a focus at z = 0.03 
 

 
Figure 8. Left: High-resolution intensity pattern of a single Gaussian beam incident on a thin lens, based on the 
optical model of Eq. (8).  Right: Lower-resolution model results of two Gaussian beams incident on a thin lens, 
showing initial combination of power in the focused signal. 

 
The optical system used for the final control scheme simulations was a Fresnel lens. This is optically identical in the far 
field to a plano-convex lens. Thus, the transfer matrix for a plano-convex lens was used in the calculation to determine 
the system matrix for the modeled optical system. 
 

3.3. Inclusion of Phase Perturbations in the Optical Model 
To model possible non-mechanical phase drift, a time-varying phase term is added to the Gaussian wave front. 

To simulate a measurement from the phase tap, the calculated phase in the nominal location of the phase tap is 
determined for the true phase, and Gaussian noise is added to the calculated value.  A linear Kalman filter is an optimal 
filter to smooth the measurements and calculate the proper phase correction by the electronic phase control which is 
modeled by yet another phase term added to the wavefront. 

For mechanical phase perturbations, an oscillatory directional term is added to the Gaussian wave front. The 
amplitudes and frequencies of these terms come from finite element analysis (FEA) simulations performed in Abaqus on 
the design. To simulate a measurement from the capacitive proximity sensors, the true angular deflection of each cell is 
sampled and Gaussian noise is added. A linear Kalman filter is not able to resolve the oscillations of the structure and as 
such, an unscented Kalman filter will replace it. One method of correction is electronic phase control. This method, 
however, is only applicable to small amplitude oscillations. It is appropriate for higher order modes.  

First and perhaps even second order modes may be too large in amplitude to be corrected by electronic phase 
control. The trade-off is, of course, lower frequency oscillations.  This allows for mechanical corrective techniques. 
Using micropositioners in the two beam-orthogonal directions, the beam can be “steered” mechanically back to the 
target.  The micropositioners are modeled as ideal directional terms taking input from the unscented Kalman filter above.  
Consideration of mechanical limitations must be taken into account if a physical model is to be built. 
 

3.4. Generation of Phase Perturbation Terms 
In the simulation, several terms are added to the Gaussian wavefront equation to introduce various sources of 

phase perturbation.  These additions are listed and described in Table 2. 



 
Table 2. Phase Perturbation Terms 

Type of Perturbation Simulation Method Real-World Analog 

Optical Axis Deflection A rotational matrix transformation is 
applied. 

First and second mode vibrations 
of the structure. 

Optical Axis Correction (large 
amplitude) 

A rotational matrix is applied opposite 
to that above and lagging behind to 
simulate imperfect corrections. 

Micropositioners inside the cell 
cavity. 

Non-mechnical phase drift (i.e. 
thermal, etc.) 

A complex exponential with small 
amplitude and slow phase is 
multiplied by the wavefront. 

Thermal fluctuations and other 
random phase disturbances. 

Phase Drift and Small Amplitude 
Optical Axis Correction 

A complex exponential with small 
amplitude fast phase is multiplied by 
the wavefront 

Electronic phase control in fiber 
amplifiers. 

 

4. CONCLUSIONS 

Current laser phased array designs rely on an array-wide beamsplitter for phase feedback and phase control.  In 
a scenario where an emitter cell is to be added to an existing emitter array, the beamsplitter would need to be replaced, 
and an array-wide control system recalibration would be required.  As such, existing laser phased array designs are not 
so easily extensible.  A conceptual design and phase control scheme is offered that is modular and extensible without 
requiring beamsplitter replacement or full-array re-calibrations.  The technology would be useful if an array were to be 
constructed in stages, such as in low-Earth orbit.  The basic concept for phase control is to align phases of all emitters in 
a reference plane that is normal to the target vector.  A resultant target vector is determined from the combined 
information of all individual target sensors in the array, and within a common global coordinate system.  The spatial 
relationship between adjacent target sensors is determined by 6-DOF position sensors, and the relative positioning is 
used to establish the global coordinate system.  The position of target sensors and phase tap structures within the global 
coordinate system is determinable in control-time.  Phase feedback is determined by the distance of each phase tap from 
the reference plane.  Controllability of an array is being investigated, beginning with optical models that incorporate 
realistic sources of phase perturbations for individual emitters. 
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