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To address the importance of sound extinction by densely aggregated biological
entities, a systematic theoretical study of this problem is presented. The physical insight into
the extinction phenomenon is given. The agreement between theoretical and experimental
results is discussed.

INTRODUCTION

Sound extinction by biological scatterers, fish and zooplankton, is important for
studying sound propagation in the ocean and should be carefully evaluated [6]. Moreover, in
fisheries and zooplankton acoustics, the influence of sound extinction by biological targets on
abundance and/or biomass estimation can be significant and has been discussed [6, 13]. Such
an influence should be taken into account in interpreting the acoustical measurements,
especially when a densely aggregated or an extended population is involved [3, 9, 12, 28, 30].

To obtain the physical insight of sound extinction, the sound absorption and scattering
by biological scatterers have been studied theoretically and experimentally.

Various methods of measuring extinction cross section of biological individuals have
been developed and can be generally categorised into three methods. The first one is the direct
method, which is based on direct measurements of sound attenuation by biological targets [5,
6, 11, 12, 18, 20, 21]. The second is the indirect method, which includes analysing collected
echosounder data using the parameter fitting method [8, 13]. The third method, the reference
target method, is widely employed now and is based on the linearity of the measured area
backscattering coefficients for the reference target and fish. Flat sea bed below the fish
aggregation [10, 34], or a standard metal sphere suspended beneath the aggregation [1, 25], or
both [24] have been used as reference targets.

By employing the developed methods, the extinction measurements have been made for
various fish species and within a wide acoustic frequency band. The results of the
measurements at high frequencies 20 — 420 kHz are described in the papers [1, 3, 5, 8, 10, 13,
18, 20, 21, 24, 29, 34], while the results for low frequencies, 0.3 — 5 kHz, are reviewed in [6].
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Unfortunately, data involving sound extinction measurements for zooplankton are not
readily available.
Extinction cross section, 0 ,,,, can be presented by the following two ways [22]. Firstly,

it can be expressed through the total scattering cross section, which is defined by the
scattering amplitude of target, f(7,k), and describes the scattering in all directions:

Ge.l‘i‘ = O—tl +o—.\' ? (1)
Secondly, the forward scattering theorem can be applied:
O,y =4 /x)Im f(I,0), )

f(i,k) describes the scattering from i to & directions, i and £ are unit vectors for the
incident and scattered waves, respectively, i =k for forward scattering and /= -f for
backscattering. Here o, denotes the absorption cross section, Im means the imaginary part of,
Kk describes sound wave number, k¥ = 27 f/ ¢, where ¢ is the sound speed in sea waler.

The bistatic scattering amplitude, f(7,k), is important in both these approaches. It is
this characteristic that should be studied to obtain the solutions for the extinction cross
section. Both analytical and numerical methods have been developed to study the bistatic
scattering.

Analytical methods enable us to obtain the exact and approximate solutions. The exact
solutions that are based on the method of variable separation have been used only for limited
class of scatterer geometries and types of scatterer surfaces. A review of these methods is
presented in [26]. Approximate methods, on the other hand, can be used to a much wider class
of scatterer geometries and surface boundary conditions. Many approximate methods are
based on the Kirchhoff integral theorem [2, 14, 33, 36, 37]. These methods differ in ways of
the theorem simplification. The approximation solutions for scattering by finite slender bodies
of revolution have been developed [23, 33, 36, 37]. Since these solutions are all based on the
modal series representation, they can be referred to as Mode Based Deformed Cylinder Model
(MB-DCM). Other approximate methods include the Kirchhoff Approximate Method (KAM)
[14], the Geometrical Theory of Diffraction (GTD) [2], and the Phase Compensated Distorted
Wave Born Approximation (PC-DWBA) [4]. However, these approximate methods all have
their intrinsic limitations. The MB-DCM is more appropriate for elongated axisymmetric
shapes of individual targets and near broadside incidence. The KAM and GTD are applicable
only at high frequencies, while the PC-DWBA is reasonably accurate for weakly scattering,
fluid-like scatterers only.

In order to solve the problem over a wider range of target parameters, numerical
techniques have been developed. A review on the numerical methods, such as T-matrix
method, Volume Integral Method, Matched Asymptotic Expansions Method, Boundary
Integral Method and Conformal Mapping Approach, can be found in [7, 26]. However, these
methods can suffer from computational diffrculties.

To describe low frequency scattering by fish, the approximate and numerical
approaches have been developed. A wide review can be found in [6]. The developed methods
correctly consider the coupling effects in case of fish schools.

The MB-DCM method is a very versatile method. It has been used in a wide range of
acoustic scattering applications including sound extinction by fish [35] and zooplankton [15-
17]. There are a few reasons for the success of this method. Firstly, this method is relatively
simple and computationally efficient. Secondly, it may be applied to any axisymmetric body
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of any material composition. Thirdly, results obtained from this method has been compared
with those obtained from the exact solutions. The comparison has been done for the
backscattering by rigid prolate spheroid [33] and for the backscattering and forward scattering
by a fluid-like prolate spheroid [16, 17]. Good agreement has been achieved. Moreover, the
range of off-broadside orientations, within which the MB-DCM is still accurate, has been
defined based on a careful study of the model over a wide range of shapes and material
properties of the scattering targets [26, 36]. It is also important that this method allows to
describe sound scattering by fish at both high (ka >/, where a is scatterer characteristic
transverse size) and low frequencies (ka < I). However, it is necessary to be careful in
application of the approach near the resonance.The mentioned versatility of the MB-DCM is
the reason why in this paper we choose this approach to describe the sound extinction by
aggregated fish at high and low frequencies and by densely aggregated weakly scattering
zooplankton.

The paper is organised as follows: in Section 1, the general parameterised averaged
solutions for extinction cross section are presented for fish and zooplankton. They take into
account the differentiation of scatterers in the geometric characteristics, target geometrical
shape and orientation, and in bioacoustic parameters such as density and sound speed
contrasts of scatterer material. It is important to note that in the previous studies, the
averaging has been made for zooplankton only [16]. Moreover, only the non-averaged
extinction cross section of individual fish has been considered earlier [35]. The different
approaches to the extinction problem are discussed in this section. In Section [I, the
dependence of the averaged extinction cross section on various parameters are analysed. The
results of the previous sensitivity analysis are also discussed. In this section the comparison
with results obtained from the PC-DWBA approach is made for weakly scattering
zooplankton. The comparison with experimental data is presented in Section IIL. :

1. MB-DCM APPROACH AND ECHO AVERAGES: GENERAL FORMULAE.

In this section we present the MB-DCM approach to study acoustical scattering by fish
and zooplankton.

One of the important questions in modelling sound scattering by objects is how to
describe their complicated geometrical shapes. Prolate spheroids have been widely used to
model the shapes of elongated scatterers - fish and zooplankton [4, 16, 17, 33, 35, 37] since
the exact modal series solution of the scattering by a prolate spheroid is available [4, 16, 17,
33, 37]. These exact solutions can be used to verify any approximate analytical models.
Moreover, there is a good agreement between the model predictions and the measurement
data [35]. In the modelling work presented in this paper, fish body and its swimbladder are
described by fluid-like and gas filled prolate spheroids. The fluid-like prolate spheroid is also
used for describing the shape of the weakly scattering zooplankton.

In case of aggregated biological targets, it is important to take into account their
differentiation in geometrical and acoustical properties. We introduce a parameter array
a ={a;} [i=1,2...5] to describe the properties of ith target. The parameters o, o, 03, 0 and

o denote respectively the semi-minor or major axis lengths of the prolate spheroid (a or /),
target aspect ratio (e = [ / a), scatterer orientation (), and the contrast parameters of target
material, 4 and g. The sound speed and density contrasts are defined respectively as h=¢,/¢

and g=p;/p , respectively, where p, and ¢, are density and sound speed inside the

scattering target, and the parameters p and c refer to quantities of the surrounding water.
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The extinction cross section, averaged over @, should be used when aggregated
biological scatterers are involved. The averaged extinction cross section can be expressed as

<O oy >a=[[da Wy(@)o . 3)

ext

where the function W, (@) represents a multi-dimensional probability density function (PDF)
of @ . For simplicity, a Gaussian PDF is used for each parameter ¢; and the statistical
independence of the different parameters is assumed. Therefore, the multi-dimensional PDF,
W, (), can be expressed as:

. 1
Wo@ =T | — e [-@i-a 125, D] | @
=12 Sa'

Here and in what it follows &; and S, represent the mean or averaged values and the

standard deviations of the respective distributions. Using Eqgs. (3), (4), the forward scattering
theorem, Eq. (2), and the MB-DCM solution for the forward scattering amplitude [33], we
obtain the solutions for the averaged extinction cross section of fish and fluid-like

zooplankton.
1.1. SCATTERING BY FISH

It has been shown that both fish body and swimbladder can be important in sound
extinction by fish [35]. If we assume that the scattering amplitudes from the fish body and
swimbladder are added incoherently, the averaged total extinction cross section normalised by

the square of the mean fish length [, can be expressed as
t W b
O ext O ext O oxr
= , )

where the brackets ( ) means averaging over the semi-minor axis length of fish body a, fish

body aspect ratio ¢, =1[;,/ay,, fish orientation 6. and the contrast parameters g, and hs. The

W

b , . .
extinction cross sections of fish body, <0'e.w>: and swimbladder, <0'm>, can be described as

b,sw
<G”’ > 2R 6y -5)) kap k)
- LN [ . Jdeb exp _(_b___zﬁ_& Jd(kab)(kab)exp _S"’—_ZC.I_Q)_ *
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mS;mh Seh ey (kay) 259}; 28ka,,
1 o0
*Re{ Jdu ¥ b, (11,65, (kayR,), g,h)}, (6)
0 m=0

where S;, =S, . For fish body, Ri= R, = 1. For fish swimbladder, R; =l /I is the ratio

of the mean major axis length of the swimbladder to that of the fish body, while R, =a, /a,
is the ratio of the mean semi-minor axis length of the swimbladder to that of the fish body.
The parameters g = g, and h=h,, are for fish body and g = g, and h = hy, for swimbladder.
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The explicit form of the modal coefficient b,, is given in [16, 17, 33]. The integration variable
u denotes the co-ordinate along the major axis of the prolate spheroid, normalised by the half
of its length.

In Eq. (6), the averaging over the aspect ratio has been performed analytically and it is
exact. The averaging over the contrast parameters has been done by the approximate Method
of Steepest Descend (MSD). The integrals over the fish orientation and body semi-minor axis
(over kay, ) can be calculated numerically. In the previous study [35], only the extinction cross
section of individual fish has been considered. Here we present the parameterised solutions
for the extinction cross section averaged over fish geometric and bioacoustic parameters.
These solutions enable the further analysis of the parametric dependencies of the averaged
extinction cross section and make the computations less intensive.

1.2. SCATTERING BY FLUID-LIKE ZOOPLANKTON
The following general formula for the averaged extinction cross section, normalized by

the square of the individual mean length ([ ), has been obtained in [16]:

2 -2
(ka — ka) ~{(h=h)
iy

(G )T =2 (k)" 51,5,8) " [[d(ka) dh exp| —2—2
ZSI:.H ZSh

it
.Rel:jdu me (ka,h, g)] ] (7

0 0
where averaging over the aspect ratio has been made exactly; averaging over the density
contrast and orientation has been done using the MSD; the extinction cross section can be
averaged numerically over the sound speed contrast and semi-minor axis length (over ka ).

For zooplankton, the averaged analytical solution has been obtained also on the basis of
the PC-DWBA model [16]. The comparison [16] of the PC-DWBA with the MB-DCM
averaged solutions has demonstrated that the former is much simpler and much more efficient
computationally. In addition, the PC-DWBA provides deeper physical insight into the
extinction problem.

It should be noted that Ye has developed an improved model to describe the scattering
by a slender body [36, 37] and has shown that the MB-DCM presented in this paper is a
special case of the improved model [36]. It can be demonstrated that for our current analysis
the difference between the two methods is small for the forward scattering by fluid-like and
gas filled bodies for near broadside incidence (not shown). Therefore, both methods should
give the same results for the extinction cross sections of fish and zooplankton.

2. MAIN FEATURES OF SOUND EXTINCTION BY DENSELY AGGREGATED FISH
AND ZOOPLANKTON.

In this section, based on the solutions presented above, we investigate the dependence

of the averaged extinction cross section on various parameters by presenting a systematic
sensitivity analysis. Such an analysis is important to understand the fundamentals of sound
extinction phenomenon.
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2.1 DEPENDENCE ON ka PARAMETER.

72 : :

The dependence of the reduced target strength, (10log(< o, >/[ ) on dimensionless
parameter k@, for fish body, swimbladder and whole fish is presented in Fig. 1. The
computations are made, using Egs. (2), (5), and (6), with the following computation
parameters: for swimbladder — the sound speed and density contrasts are respectively 0.23 and
0.00129, and for fish body — the mean contrasts are both equal to 1.04. Fish body mean aspect
ratio is 32, the ratio of mean length of the swimbladder to that of the fish body, Ri=0.3, and
the ratio of their mean width, R,=0.5. For the orientation distribution - the mean incident
angle of 0° and the standard deviation of 5° are used. For the distribution over aj, S o, =01,
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Fig. 1. Dependence of reduced target strength on parameter k @, for fish.
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Fig. 2. Dependence of reduced target strength on parameter k & for zooplankton.
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Three lines in each plot correspond to the swimbladder, fish flesh and the whole fish.
The results indicate that an increase in fish length and acoustic frequency (increase
ofk @, parameter) causes a decrease in the extinction cross section due to swimbladder. In

contrast, the extinction cross section of fish body (over the entire k), range) and whole fish
(for kaj,> 4) increases with kaj,. The relative contribution of fish flesh to the total extinction
cross section increases with k@, and achieves 64% at kay,= 15.

The numerical results for the averaged extinction cross section for weakly scattering
zooplankton are illustrated in Fig. 2 [16]. The dependence of 10log(<o, >/I%) on
dimensionless parameter k@ is presented for two approaches, MB-DCM and PC-DWBA.
The figure is obtained based on Egs. (2), (7) for MB-DCM and the equation given in [16] for
PC-DWBA. The computation parameters are S, = 0.2 a, € =32, S, =0.2¢, h =1.0279 and
S, =0.25(h -1). Two curves in the figure refer to the different models as indicated. The

comparison demonstrates that the difference between the two solutions increases with growth
of k@, . The discrepancy is about 2.5 dB at ka=10.

2.2. SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS.

To illustrate the influence of the bioacoustic properties of fish flesh on the extinction,
we, using Eqgs. (2), (5) and (6), compute the normalised averaged extinction cross section over
the entire possible range of the contrast parameters g, and hj,. Results for small ka,= 0.3
and large ka,= 10 are presented in Fig. 3 and Figs. 4a-b, respectively. Figures 4a and 4b
correspond respectively to fish body and whole fish. The computation parameters are the
same as those when obtaining Fig. 1.

Figures 4a, 4b demonstrate that the averaged extinction cross section is more sensitive
to the sound speed contrast than to the density contrast at large k@, for both fish body and
whole fish. However, for small k@, the results are presented only for fish flesh (Fig. 3). In
this case the contribution of fish flesh to the total extinction cross section is too small (see Fig.
1) that the averaged extinction cross section of the whole fish is not sensitive to the fish flesh
contrasts. Moreover, in contrast to the case of large ka,, the fish flesh extinction cross

section 1s sensitive to both contrasts at small ka,, .

sSw

pENS 2 sw\ -2
It is interesting that both <crw>/ [ and <o ,x,>/ [ are inversely proportional to the

mean aspect ratio of fish body, (Eq. (6)). In other words, an increase in fish swimbladder or
fish body elongation causes a decrease in normalised averaged extinction cross section.

To analyse the sensitivity of the extinction cross section to the orientation, the
orientation dependence of the imaginary part of the forward scattering amplitude should be
studied (see Eq. (2)). For forward scattering only the dependence of the modulus of scattering
amplitude has been analysed previously [36]. It has been demonstrated for fluid-like and gas-
filled prolate spheroids that the sensitivity to the orientation is more significant at larger ka .

Using the MB-DCM, we have analysed the dependence of the imaginary part of forward
scattering amplitude over the narrow orientation range (including =15 degree - deviations
from the broadside incidence). The slight dependence has been demonstrated for fish body
and fish swimbladder over the entire k a,, - range (not included in this paper).
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Fig. 3. Sensitivity of reduced target strength (dB) to contrast parameters at k a, =0.3 for fish
flesh.
1.08

1.06-

sound speed contrast

1.02
1.02 1.04 1.06 . ; 1.04 1.06

density contrast

density contrast -17.0

Fig. 4. Sensitivity of reduced target strength (dB) to contrast parameters at k a,= 10 for fish
flesh (a) and whole fish (b).

The sensitivity analysis for fluid-like zooplankton (for non-averaged quantities only)
has been performed in [4, 16, 17]. It has been shown that the extinction cross section slightly
depends on the geometrical shape of the individual scatterers. Moreover, the extinction cross
section is more sensitive to the sound speed contrast than to the density contrast. Based on
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these results, it can be summarised that the averaged extinction cross section also slightly
depends on the geometrical shape of the individual scatterers and is sensitive to the sound
speed contrast. In addition, from Eq. (7), we can conclude that the normalised and averaged
extinction cross section is inversely proportional to the mean aspect ratio 2 .

3. COMPARISON WITH MEASUREMENT EXTINCTION DATA.

The comparison between the theoretical results and the experimental data is required for
verification and development of scattering models. Unfortunately, because of the lack of
readily available field and laboratory experimental data, the comparison is not possible for
zooplankton. However, as it has been indicated in the INTRODUCTION section, the
measured data for fish are available. In Fig. 5 we compare the measured extinction cross
section data with the numerical results obtained based on the MB-DCM. The data are
presented from the scattering measurements involving Northern anchovy collected by Davies
[5], Saithe by Foote [8], Japanese anchovy by Hashimoto [18], Yellowtail (72 cm), Sea bream
(31 cm), and Spotted mackerel (29.2 cm) by Ishii et al. [20] and [21], and Pacific herring by
Burczynski et al. [3].

mean ka for fish body

( 5 10 15 20 & Davies 20 kHz, 10.6 cm

= calculation results

—y

-

Foote 38 kHz, 35.1 cm

]

Foote 120 kHz, 35.1 cm

Hashimoto 50 kHz, 8.6 cm

Ishii 25 kHz, 72 cm

normalised averaged
extinction cross section

Ishii 50 kHz, 72 cm

Ishii 100 kHz, 72 cm

L2
L

Ishii 25 kHz, 31 cm

® m p

Ishii 50 kHz, 31 cm
Ishii 100 kHz, 31 cm
Ishii 200 kHz, 31 cm

E ¢ »

Ishii 25 kHz, 29,2 cm

Ishii 50 kHz, 29,2 cm

Ishii 100 kHz, 29,2 em

»

@ Jehii 200 kHz, 20,2 em

0,01 -

Fig. 5. Comparison of theoretical and measured results.

Because of the scattering experiment complexity, a direct comparison between the
measured data and the model predictions with a set of controlled parameters is extremely
hard, if it is not impossible. It is more realistic to evaluate theoretically the bounds of the
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variability of the extinction cross section in terms of the predictable and reasonable parameter
limits.

Taking into account the fact that the normalised averaged extinction cross section
increases with the density and sound speed contrasts, and decreases with the aspect ratio, we
present two theoretical curves in Fig. 5. For the top curve, the mean sound speed and density
contrasts of fish body both equal 1.08, and the mean aspect ratio of fish body is 16, while for
the bottom curve these values are 1.03 and 32, respectively. These two curves can be
considered as the theoretical bounds of the extinction cross section of fish. The other
computation parameters are similar to those in obtaining Fig. 1. In calculating ka,, for the
measurement data, we have assumed that the mean fish body aspect ratio equals 20. Fig. 5
demonstrates that all measured data except for one (Hashimoto, 50 kHz) fall into the domain
bounded by the two theoretical curves. It can serve as a guide to the applications of the MB—
DCM to the theoretical studies and interpretations of sound extinction by marine animals.

4. SUMMARY

A review of the theoretical and experimental studies of sound extinction by fish and
zooplankton has been given. The MB-DCM has been applied to the extinction problem.
Differences between this method and the other methods (PC-DWBA and Ye’s approach [36])
including their advantages and limitations have been discussed.

The parameterised MB-DCM analytical expressions of the normalised averaged
extinction cross section of fish and weakly scattering zooplankton have been obtained. These
expressions are convenient for analytical and numerical analysis of the major parameter
dependencies. The analysis of these dependencies has been presented for the averaged
extinction cross section of fish and zooplankton.

The analysis has demonstrated the following features of the extinction phenomenon:

1. The extinction cross sections both of the whole fish (for larger k @, ) and zooplankton (over

the entire k @ range) increase with growth of scatterer size and sound frequency (kay, ). The
relative scattering contribution of the fish flesh to the total extinction cross section increases
with & 6_1'.;] 5

2. At high ka, the averaged extinction cross section of fish is independent of the density
contrast. However, at small k@, the fish flesh extinction cross section is sensitive to both
sound speed and density contrasts, while the whole fish extinction cross section is
independent of fish flesh properties. For fluid-like zooplankton the influence of the sound
speed contrast is more significant than the influence of the density contrast.

3. Normalised and averaged extinction cross section is inversely proportional to the target
mean aspect ratio for whole fish and for zooplankton. A reduction in elongation results in an
increase in the normalised extinction cross section.

The comparison with the published results of absorption measurements has been made
for fish. The agreement between the measured data and the theoretical predictions based on
the MB-DCM confirms the applicability of the MB-DCM approach to the extinction
problem.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS.

This work is partially sponsored by the Institute of Oceanology, Polish Academy of
Science, (the sponsor programme 2.7), the U.S National Science Foundation (OCE-9730680),

and the Comer Science and Education Foundation.



Hydroacoustics vol. 4 (2001) 79

REFERENCES

1. F. Armstrong, E. J. Simmonds, D. N. MacLennan, Sound losses through aggregations of
fish, Proc. IOA, Vol. 11, 35 - 43, 1989. :

2. D. Brill and G. C. Gaunaurd, Approximate descriptions of the sound fields scattered by
insonified, submerged, ribbed, flat—ended cylindrical structures, J. Acoust. Soc. Am., Vol. 93,
71 —79;1993.

3. J. J. Burczyfiski, R. L. Johnson, H. Kreiberg and W.B. Kirchner, Acoustic estimation of
dense aggregations of fish in sea pens, Rapp. P. v. Reun. Cons. Int. Explor. Mer., Vol. 189, 54
— 64, 1990.

4. D. Chu and Z. Ye, A Phase — Compensated DWBA representation of the bistatic scattering.
Weakly scattering objects: application to zooplankton, J. Acoust. Soc. Am., Vol. 106, Pt. 1,
1732 — 1743, 1999.

5. L. E. Davies, Attenuation of sound by schooled anchovies, J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 54, 213 -
217 1973

6. O. Diachok, Effects of absorptivity due to fish on transmission loss in shallow water, J.
Acoust. Soc. Am., Vol. 105, 2107 — 2128, 1999.

7. D. T. DiPerna and T. K. Stanton, Sound scattering by cylinders of noncircular cross
section: A conformal mapping approach, J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 96, 3064 — 3079, 1994.

8. K. G. Foote, Analysis of empirical observations on the scattering of sound by encaged
aggregation of fish, Fiskeridir. Skr. Ser. Havunders, Vol. 16, 423 - 456, 1978.

9. K. G. Foote, Correcting acoustic measurements of scatterer density for extinction, J.
Acoust. Soc. Am., Vol. 88, 1543 — 1546, 1990.

10. K. G. Foote, E. Ona and R. Toresen, Determing the extinction cross section of aggregating
fish, J. Acoust. Soc. Am., Vol. 91, Pt. 1, 1983 — 1989, 1992.

11. M. Furusawa, K. Ishii, and Y. Miyanohana, Simultaneous calibration method for precise
measurements of target strength of fish and attenuation of sound by schooled fish, Proc. of
Symp. Fish. Acoust. (ICES FAO), 1 — 18, Bergen, Norway, 1982.

12. M. Furusawa, K. Ishii, and Y. Miyanohana, Attenuation of sound by schooling fish, J.
Acoust. Soc. Am., 92, Pt. 1, 987 — 994, 1992.

13. M. Furusawa, K. Ishii. Y. Miyanohana and Y. Maniwa, Experimental investigation of an
acoustical method to estimate fish abundance using culture nets, Jpn. J. Appl. Phys., Vol. 23,
Suppl. 23 - 1, 101 - 103, 1984.

14. G. C. Gaunard, Sonar cross section of bodies partially insonified by finite sound beams,
IEEE J. Ocean. Eng. OE - 10, 213 — 230, 1985.

15. N. Gorska, Evaluation of sound extinction and echo interference in densely aggregated
zooplankton, Oceanologia, Vol. 42, 1 - 20, 2000.

16. N. Gorska, D. Chu, Some aspects of sound extinction by zooplankton, submitted to J.
Acoust. Soc. Am.

17. N. Gorska and D. Chu, Some aspects of sound extinction by zooplankton, Proc. of 5"
European Conference on Underwater Acoustics, ECUA 2000, Lyon, France, Vol. 2, 1467 —
1472, 2000.

18. T. Hashimoto, Characteristics of ultrasonic wave transmitted horizontally in the water,
Rep. Fish. Boat. Lab., Vol. 2, 55 — 58, 1955.



80 N. Gorska, D. Chu

19. H. Ikuno and K. Yasura, Numerical calculation of the scattered field from a periodic
deformed cylinder using the smoothing process on the mode matching method, Radio Sci.,
Vol. 13,937 — 946, 1978.

20. K. Ishii, M. Furasawa and Y. Miyanohana, Measurements of attenuation of sound by
schooling fish, Tech. Rep. Nat. Res. Inst. Fish. Eng. (Fish Boat and Instr.) Vol. 4, 73 — 94,
1983.

21. K. Ishii, M. Furasawa and Y. Miyanohana, Measurements of attenuation of sound by
schooling fish, Proc. Acoust. Soc. Jpn., March 1985, 715 - 716, 1985.

22. A. Ishimaru, Wave Propagation and Scattering in Random Media v.1., Academic Press,
New York, 14, 1978.

23. M. C. Junger, Scattering by slender bodies of revolution, J. Acoust. Soc. Am., Vol. 72,
1954 — 1956, 1982.

24. D. N. MacLennan, F. Armstrong, E. J. Simmonds, Further observations on the attenuation
of sound by aggregations of fish, Proc. IOA, Vol. 12, 99 - 106, 1990.

25. K. Olsen, Sound attenuation within schools of herring, ICES CM, B:44, 15, 1986.

26. C. Partridge and E. R. Smith, Acoustic scattering from bodies: Range of validity of the
deformed cylinder method, J. Acoust. Soc. Am., Vol. 97, 784 — 795, 1995.

27. T. A. K. Pillai, V. V. Varadan and V. K. Varadan, Sound scattering by rigid and elastic
elliptical cylinders in water, J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 72, 1032 - 1037, 1982,

28. A. Reinen and J. Dalen, Correction for an unknown extinction cross section in acoustic
fish abundance estimation, Proc. of Int. Conf. Sonar Signal Processing (Inst. of Acoust.),
Loughborough, England, | — 7, 1991.

29. I. Rottingen, Relasjoner mellom integrete ekkointensiteter og fisketettheter, Cand. Real.
Dissertation, University of Bergen, Bergen, Norway, 1975.

30. I. Rottingen, On the relation between echo intensity and fish density, Fiskeridir. Skr. Ser.
Havunders, Vol. 16, 301 - 314, 1976.

31. M. L. Rumerman, Application of the Sommerfeld — Watson transformation to scattering
of acoustic waves obliquely incident upon cylindrical shells, J. Acoust. Soc. Am., Vol. 91,
2501- 2509, 1992.

32. M. L. Rumerman, Increased accuracy in the application of the the Sommerfeld — Watson
transformation to acoustic scattering from cylindrical shells, J. Acoust. Soc. Am., Vol. 90,
2739 - 2751, 1990.

33. T. K. Stanton, Sound scattering by cylinders of finite length. III. Deformed cylinders, J.
Acoust. Soc. Am., Vol. 86, 691 — 705, 1989.

34. R. Toresen, Absorption of acoustic energy in dense herring schools studied by the
attenuation in the bottom echo signal, Fish. Res. Vol. 10, 317 - 327, 1991.

35. Z. Ye, On acoustic attenuation by swimbladder fish, J. Acoust. Soc. Am., Vol. 100, 669 -
672, 1996.

36. Z. Ye, A novel approach to sound scattering by cylinder of finite length, J. Acoust. Soc.
Am., Vol. 102, 877 — 884, 1997.

37. Z. Ye, E. Hoskinson, E. Dewey, R. K. Diug and D. M. Farmer, A method for acoustic
scattering by slender bodies. I. Theory and verification, J. Acoust. Soc. Am., Vol. 102, 1964 —
1976, 1997.



