DEri=

W X

WEMAE TAE B FERE B FAHIH A7

EER B & #&* E®R B % &*

Numerical Study on the Probability Distribution of
Irradiance through Random Media
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ABSTRACT

One of the important statistical quantities for optical waves through random media is the prob-
ability distribution of irradiance. From phenomenological models, several distribution functions
have been proposed. In this paper, irradiance data are obtained by computer simulation, and by
comparing the proposed distribution functions with simulation data by the moment method, the his-
togram method, and the X2-test, the validity of each distribution function is investigated.
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Table 1. Range of normalized second-order moments.
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