Transforming the hattlefield:

The laser’s edge
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An engineer at Lockheed Martin
Space Systems’ Sunnyvale, Calif.,
campus works with a low-energy
tracing laser to perform optical
alignment on the ABL’s multi-
beam illuminator.

ore than a decade has passed since re-
Msearchers at Lawrence Livermore Labs

set a world record for laser power—more
than a quadrillion watts of energy from a device
called the Petawatt laser (a petawatt equals one
million megawatts). That record shot, on May
23, 1996, exceeded all of the electrical power
generating capacity of the U.S. by more than
1,200 times, but was of such short duration—
less than a trillionth of a second—that it would
have provided only enough power to burn a
100-W lightbulb for 6 seconds.

Today a variety of laser technologies are
used for everything from industrial welding to
eye surgery to CD and DVD drives. Military lasers
guide “smart” weapons to their targets, have led
to a new generation of devices for high-quality
night vision, can be used for high-speed/high-
bandwidth satellite-to-satellite communications,
destroy incoming mortar and artillery shells, are
the basis of a new “PHASR” (personnel halting
and stimulation response) rifle, and are being
developed to shoot down ballistic missiles.

The military currently is concentrating on
two primary types of lasers—chemical, which are
capable of the highest useful power generation
(100 kW-1 MW) and are small enough to be
packed into an aircraft, and solid-state, which
currently generate only about 25 kW but are
considerably smaller and have significant logis-
tics advantages. Basically, chemical lasers provide
the kind of long-range, high-power beam needed
for strategic targets, such as ballistic missiles.
Solid-state lasers have tactical application on the
battlefield against smaller, less resistant targets.

Controversial ABL
Perhaps the best known—and most controver-
sial—laser weapons program is the Airborne
Laser (ABL), funded by the Missile Defense
Agency and being built by Team ABL: Boeing
Missile Defense Systems, responsible for pro-
gram management, modification of a 747-400
freighter aircraft, systems integration, and the
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Laser technology has advanced far faster, and found a greater number of
applications, than its earliest developers could have imagined. lts many
civilian uses today range from eye surgery to welding to compact discs to
DVD players. As new systems such as the Airborne Laser and others are
demonstrated, military planners are taking a second look at the myriad
ways in which laser weaponry will be transforming the battlefield.

battle management system; Northrop Grumman
Space Technologies, building the laser systems;
and Lockheed Martin Space Systems, which is
responsible for the target acquisition and beam
control systems.

“We’re having to prove a lot of things for
the first time,” MDA’s ABL program director,
Col. John Daniels (USAF), tells Aerospace Amer-
ica. “The targets are unique and the test processes
and conops [concept of operations] are new
ground—not just the technical challenges, but
all the things involved with testing a high-
energy weapon from an airborne platform.

“I would classify all these as normal devel-
opment challenges on an extremely complex,
complicated system. We have an airplane with
a lot of hardware on board, and as we continue
to add components—such as the track and bea-
con illuminator lasers—you encounter normal
hardware/software integration issues.”

Daniels also says the program suffers from
misconceptions about laser technology in general
and its ABL applications in particular, from being
able to shoot targets through inclement weather,
to counteracting a laser beam with a shiny sur-
face on the target missile, to being overwhelmed
by multiple launches, even if most are decoys.

“We orbit at a pretty high altitude, above
the tops of clouds, above the weather, and we

normally shoot up, above
the horizon where we are
orbiting. Ballistic missiles
burn for several seconds at
that altitude, above the
clouds. The shot altitude
may vary a lot between a
medium and long-range
missile, but we can engage
up to a substantial altitude,”
he notes. “I can’t really dis-
cuss specific countermea-
sures or how effective they
might be; I can say we have an active program
looking at countermeasures and are addressing
those we need to address.

“In terms of a salvo launch, we need capa-
bility that a speed-of-light weapon will provide.
I can’t be specific, but we can track multiple
missiles with our infrared search-and-track sen-
sors; once we negate one missile, we can slew
the turret and negate a second target.”

Aircraft and support systems
While the plan is to modify the 747 for airborne
refueling, the chemicals used by the laser do
have a “shelf life,” and the aircraft will need to
land to replenish them at some point. How the
needed chemicals will be taken to airfields des-

In 1966 the Petawatt laser

reached more than a petawatt
(a quadrillion watts) of peak
power, although it lasted less
than a trillionth of a second.

by J.R. Wilson
Contributing writer
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The ABL will reside in the nose
of a modified Boeing 747-400.

ignated for that effort—and where those airfields
might be—is still being worked out.

Meanwhile, the prototype aircraft and its
laser and control systems continue to move for-
ward, starting with “first light” from the laser
(on the ground in an aircraft mockup), then on
to flight-testing the aircraft itself with a new 6-
ton nose, to incorporating the kill laser’s sup-
port systems.

“The aircraft has been fitted with the full
beam control/fire control system, and the beam-
and-track illuminator lasers are installed, and
all preparations for the high-energy laser are
completed,” says Boeing vice president and ABL
program director Greg Hyslop. “We will measure
active track and atmospheric compensation in
early 2007, then begin installation of the high-
energy laser at Edwards and go through a test
buildup of activation and generation of light on
the ground, working up to a lethal demonstra-
tion against an actual boosting missile in 2008.

“The program has been retiring risk, attack-
ing and solving technology problems as they
have arisen through these various phases. But
the next couple of years will be the most diffi-
cult as we bring more and more functionality
into the system. The last two years of a devel-
opment program are always the hardest.”

Enabling technologies and challenges
Hyslop says ABL comprises a number of en-
abling technologies, from the chemical oxygen-
iodine laser (COIL) and demonstrating it was
capable of long-duration runs at lethal levels
to the resonator that forms and shapes the beam
to the proper timing and mixture of chemicals
and the efficient generation of photons to point
and jitter control (all of which are passively
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cooled) to the safe operation of a high-energy
laser inside an aircratft.

“To get to the long-duration runs with the
high-energy laser, we had to overcome a num-
ber of challenges in terms of how the optical
system performed and the control systems for
those optics. In terms of the chemical systems,
each for the high-energy laser is brought on one
at a time, and we had to work through a num-
ber of problems as we did that. Once they were
brought on line, they stayed up and remained
tuned,” Hyslop says.

“For the beam control system, [the focus]
really has been integrating the hardware and
software to enable it to perform so you can mea-
sure in flight how stable the system is, which
tells you how to mitigate jitter in flight. Out of
last year’s flight tests, we got very good correla-
tion between the sources of vibration and the
actions taken with hardware and software; hope-
fully we have brought it down to a level needed
for a lethal demonstration, and if not, what will
be needed to do that. So far, the data have shown
us what to do to attack any source of vibration.”

How it works
The ABL will begin with passive detection of a
boosting missile’s plume as it breaks above any
cloud cover; then a nested set of sensors will
provide an ever-narrowing field of view and
finer resolution.

“That series of handoffs is the problem. You
fire the track illuminator once you have a very
tight lock, then measure the return to get a good
state vector for the target, walking the track laser
up to the nose of the missile, then back down
to where the rocket’s fuel is located,” Hyslop ex-
plains. “Doing that from many miles away is dif-
ficult. We have good simulation that tells us how
the tracker works and good models of boosting
missiles we can use. We also have models of air-
craft motion.

“Now we have to go out and collect real
flight data, tracking a simulated missile signal
using a plume generator on a ‘Big Crow’ aircraft,
which has a white missile body painted on the
side and a number of heat lamps simulating the
plume. The side of the aircraft has sensors to pick
up where we illuminate it with our tracking
lasers, so we can score how we are doing. That
will give us the ability to have a repeatable, mea-
sured engagement, where we know what we are
putting out and what Big Crow should be seeing;
then we can anchor our models based on that.”

While one smaller, solid-state laser is track-
ing the missile, a second is dealing with how at-
mospheric conditions will affect the high-en-
ergy kill beam between the ABL and its target.



“Think of the wavefront of the laser as a
sheet of paper; the atmosphere would crumple
the paper by the time it hits the missile. You want
to measure that, so the beam actually leaves the
airplane crumpled and, when it hits the missile
body, it is flat and focused again,” Hyslop ex-
plains. “The beacon illuminator is close to the
same wavelength as the high-energy beam, but
much lower power. So you illuminate with the
beacon, measure the return to get the deforma-
tion along that optical path, then a series of de-
formable mirrors uses that information to defo-
cus the high-energy beam before it leaves the
airplane. Once the loops converge, you can fire
the high-energy laser.

“To actually go through that engagement
sequence requires only a few seconds; the kill
time depends on the range to the missile. It is
all automated, with no operator intervention—
other than the ability to break off if there is a
problem. And it can move very quickly (from
one target to the next). How many missiles are
in the air also is a factor and you may run out of
time, which is why you have a multilayer sys-
tem. A boost effort will take care of a lot of the
threat and make it easier for the next layer; be-
ing airborne and operating at the speed of light,
it can do very well against a salvo.”

Skyguard
Northrop Grumman also is pursuing the appli-
cation of ground-based high-energy chemical
lasers through programs such as Skyguard,
which was introduced in July 2006 to defend
fixed areas, like air bases or cities, against rock-
ets, artillery, and mortars.

“It uses a chemical laser in the megawatt
class (the actual power level is classified), based
on our Tactical High Energy Laser [THEL] pro-
gram, which we finished testing at White Sands
in 2005, shooting down 46 rockets, mortars,
and artillery shells—100%,” says Mike McVey,
VP of Northrop Grumman Directed Energy Sys-
tems. “We improved that technology to create
Skyguard, which we are making available both
to the U.S. government and internationally.”

He says a chemical laser was used because
that technology is mature and because a com-
plete Skyguard system could be built and in-
stalled within 18 months; by contrast, it will be
at least three years before solid-state technology
approaches the necessary power output. In ad-
dition, solid-state lasers are roughly 15% effi-
cient—it takes nearly a megawatt of power to
produce a 100-kW beam. And although chem-
ical lasers are larger to begin with, their power
output can be increased with comparatively lit-
tle increase in system size.

“We could put a Sky-
guard in Washington, D.C., to
protect the entire city from
any kind of asymmetric threat,
such as a short-range missile
fired from a barge, or the air-
ports from shoulder-launched
rockets. We are studying that
application with DHS,” McVey
says. “Because cities don’t
move, the chemical supply
isn't a problem. But armies do
move. So for a fixed site, chemical is pretty at-
tractive; but the solid state is more attractive if
you need mobility.”

Changing minds
No Skyguard systems had been sold by the end
of 2006, but McVey says the battles Israel fought
with Hezbollah in southern Lebanon that year
changed a lot of minds about whether air and
even ground forces alone could defeat hidden
or mobile rocket launchers.

“Chemical lasers could and should have
been operationalized some time ago. The dam-
age in the Israeli-Lebanon conflict might have
been negligible if we had set up a Skyguard. We
had the technology to shoot down everything
that was fired in that conflict, but neither the
U.S. nor Israel did so,” he says, noting it was a
decision based on what was known and be-
lieved at the time.

“Before the recent attacks, the threat seemed
to be declining. Second—and this belief exists in
the U.S. as well—there is a belief we can solve
the problem with air power, we can shoot the
shooter; Lebanon proved that wasn't true. [Sky-
guard] is an expensive system to bring into op-
eration, and you have to make priority calls
based on the threats you have. Now it is seen as
a problem they need to solve.”

McVey compares the adoption of laser
weapons to the hurdles that have always faced
any new technology, from the long bow to air-
planes to radar to UAVs.

“We are just beginning to open our eyes at
every level—industrial, medical, military—in
terms of lasers. We are at the sunrise point of
this technology wave. And when we put these
tools in the hands of soldiers, as when we put
them in the hands of doctors, they will find new
and innovative ways of using them,” he says.
“And when the power levels get higher, I be-
lieve the day will come when laser rifles exist;
you never run out of bullets, you can go from
nonlethal to lethal. It will change the battlefield
as dramatically as did the introduction of gun
powder.”

During THEL testing, which fin-
ished in 2005, 46 rockets, mor-
tars, and artillery shells were
shot down.
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Transforming warfare

While the chemical laser may always be the best
at producing the highest power beams from a
system small enough to be useful, efforts are be-
ing made to raise the solid-state laser at least into
the 100-kW range. One such is the Army Space
and Missile Defense Command’s Joint High-
Power Solid-State Laser (JHPSSL) program. In
early 2006, the Army awarded competitive con-
tracts to Northrop Grumman Space Technology
and Textron Systems to develop “military-
grade” solid-state technology that would enable
high-energy laser systems aboard ships and air
and ground vehicles to defend against incoming
threats. A decision on which system to pursue
is expected in 2008-2009.

Lockheed Martin, while not a producer of
laser devices, looks to take its ABL role into other
military laser programs as they evolve, “marry-
ing those with systems engineering and beam
control to turn them into weapons for the

Educating tomorrow’s workforce

Roy Hamil, technical director of the Laser Division at AFRL’s Directed Energy
Directorate, says there is another looming problem that is impacting the national
labs, universities, industry, and the military—and ultimately could cost the U.S.
any chance of maintaining a technology lead in lasers, among other things.

“Nationwide, our technical workforce is aging, and we have to think very
carefully about what we are going to do to abate that problem,” he says. “For-
eign students [filling U.S. university classrooms] are one thing, but American
students don’t seem to be going into the technical disciplines in the numbers
they used to, back when the space program was so hot in the 1960s. Our prob-
lem isn’t unique, but it is necessary for us to have people who also satisfy the
requirements for security clearances, which is very difficult to do with foreign
students or employees.”

To address that on a small scale, AFRL has begun a program with the
University of New Mexico and New Mexico Tech to use their graduate stu-
dents in research programs that will help them qualify for PhDs. That program
is capable of handling a maximum of only eight students at a time, however,
so more such efforts are needed nationwide, involving many government labs,
industry, and academia, Hamil adds; but an interest in the hard sciences,
which require a lot of work to master for far less monetary reward than other
careers, first must be fostered among the very young.

“Children today are trained from the earliest ages by cartoons on TV that
depict the engineer or scientist as someone who isn't quite normal or able to
fend for himself. There is always a hero who takes whatever idea is generated
by the scientist and saves the day. Children, | think, adopt that mindset. They
don’t want to be the guy sitting in the corner; they want to be the hero. You
can't have that image painted from the earliest days and then expect them to
transition to going into a technical field in later life,” he says.

“The level of math and science education in elementary and secondary
schools is improving, but there is still a lot of room for improvement. Today
those classes are electives rather than mandatory, as they once were. So you
end up with a populace that not only doesn’t go into technical fields, but has
problems making decisions in our technical society. People need to be talking
about this problem, because it could have profound implications in the
future—not just in lasers, but in a general sense.”
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warfighter,” according to Doug Graham, vice
president of advanced programs.

“The Army has an RFP out now for a beam
control technology developer and system inte-
grator to partner up with the JHPSSL device,
while the laser is being developed, then roll it
all under a system integration contract in 2009.”

The company also is providing beam con-
trol technology and systems integration in a
partnership with General Atomics on a DARPA
program to develop a high-energy liquid laser
area defense system. Graham says that program
hopes to develop a 150-kW laser by 2008-2009.

“They are liquid from the perspective of
having fluids in the cavity, but are solid state.
They are much more compact and so could be
put on a tactical platform, from aircraft to
wheeled vehicles. The good news about being
compact is fitting on a small platform, but you
also are generating a lot of heat that needs to be
dealt with. So some designs have a fluid inside
the cavity for active cooling of the laser while it
is operating,” he says, adding the advances be-
ing made in laser technology, across the board,
support it as an increasingly important part of
the ongoing transformation of the military.

“If you look at the progress that has been
made, there is good reason to believe solid-state
lasers will achieve their objectives in the next
two or three years. Once that happens, we will
have the initial group of the next generation of
weapons systems, where you can't use kinetic
weapons. In southern Lebanon and northern Is-
rael, for example, the only viable technology to
deal with that kind of threat is a directed-energy
weapon. So once this technology is matured and
we can show the warfighters it can be packaged
in a way to be operationally suitable to them,
there will be an enormous market for even the
first generation.”

Northrop Grumman’s McVey concurs. “I
really think laser weapons will completely trans-
form the battlefield. On aircraft at low power,
to take out radar sites and power lines with
great precision, I can hit something the size of a
fist at 10 km. So aircraft could use it for air-to-
ground or, with greater power, to take out mis-
sile sites and protect themselves against air-to-
air missiles, which essentially would make the
aircraft immune to ground-to-air and air-to-air
missiles. The Navy also can use it to deter small
boat or jet ski attacks at the small end all the
way up to missile defense,” he says.

“Solid-state lasers bring you nonlethal to
lethal capability and a bottomless magazine—it
will keep shooting as long as you have electric-
ity, unlike current ship or aircraft defenses or
attack systems requiring missiles, bullets, or



bombs. Solid-state lasers also are pennies per
kill, compared to hundreds of thousands up to
millions of dollars per missile. Lasers also have
one-fourth the life-cycle cost: You don't have to
maintain it—it’s not mechanical, so it doesn’t
break down, and it doesn’t need depot resupply.
So both on the ground for the Army, in the air
for the Air Force or at sea for the Navy, it will be
much better than the systems they have today.”

Air Force research

The Air Force Research Lab’s Directed Energy
Directorate at Kirtland AFB is looking at four ar-
eas of laser research: chemical, such as the di-
rectorate-invented COIL used on the ABL; solid
state, including the growing area of fiber lasers;
low-energy applications, such as medical; and
effects experiments, looking at the lethality of
lasers on a variety of targets and materials.

“COIL uses chemicals to transfer energy
from excited oxygen to iodine, then lases the io-
dine. Recently we've looked at how large and
efficient such a system can be in a military sense
and found it has troubles on the logistics trail
from the amount of chemicals used, which are
not normally found in the military inventory, so
we also are looking at an electrically pumped
oxy-iodine laser,” says Roy Hamil, AFRL Laser
Division technical director. “That has been lased
within the last couple of years, and there is
some promise there, although that is still in its
infancy. In the gas laser area, we also are inter-
ested in the alkaline metals—cesium and rubid-
ium—which have the potential for 80% electri-
cal efficiency.

“In solid state, fiber lasers are beginning to
show great promise. Several companies have
shown near-diffraction-limited output on the
order of 3 kW with 20-25% efficiency out of a
single fiber. We're looking at coherently phasing
anumber of fibers together to get into the 100-
kW regime. At the lab, we are building a test
bed with 16 arms of 200 W each to demonstrate
phasing together.”

Competition from abroad

As the military continues evolving toward a
lighter, faster, modular force operating in a net-
work-centric, integrated battlespace, lasers are
being seen as potentially crucial to all phases of
communications—ground, air, and space. But
while many see lasercom as a mandatory devel-
opment for future U.S. military dominance,
some fear the country is falling behind interna-
tional competitors in pursuing it—despite its
technological maturity.

“There is no science involved in lasercom
anymore—it is purely engineering,” asserts Dave

_— il

Begley, director of technology and business de-
velopment at Ball Aerospace & Technologies in
Boulder, Colo. “We can put a system together,
fly it, and make it work, with proper funding.
We have demonstrated all the key elements—
high bandwidth, GEO backbone, user access to
that backbone, and user terminals.

“It is a constant push and pull with Con-
gress, showing the technology is really ready for
primetime. There are still steps we need to go
through to make certain we have all the technol-
ogy bases covered, but there are no technology
roadblocks. What we need is a demonstration
of the technology with operational performance
capability, so after you demonstrate it, you can
use those same assets for an operational sce-
nario. We need to do that with U.S. industry-
generated and -produced hardware.

“Experiments done by national labs provide
the kick, the proof of principle; but a govern-
ment-funded, industry-based demonstration of
the technology with residual operational value
is the real key to going forward.”

The French and Japanese have conducted
space-based tests the U.S. has yet to emulate,
Begley adds, despite lab tests showing the base
and performance technologies could exceed
what those countries did—if industry gets the
funding needed to launch its systems into orbit.

“Once we've done that, we'll be able to pro-
vide communications services to the users, the
LEO and airborne platforms, that will surpass
anything anybody has ever imagined and really
break the bandwidth constraint for the war-
fighter and decision-makers,” he insists. “In
terms of lasercom, we can send 40 times the
content of the Encyclopedia Britannica in 1 sec.
So we have the capability—we just have to get it
into space.

“The labs do a great job of technology ad-
vancement, but there is a problem in efficiently
and effectively transferring that knowledge to
the industry base to leverage and provide ser-
vices to the government. The labs’ charter is to
push technology, to be the pointy end of the
spear, but it takes industry to bring that tech-
nology to an operational system.” A

A technician at Northrop Grum-
man Space Technology checks
diagnostic instruments used to
monitor IR laser beams fired by
a laboratory demonstrator for
the JHPSSL program.
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