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Abstract—Evaluation of electromagnetic fields caused by the
lightning channel is an appealing topic in order to consider the indirect
effects of lightning on the power lines. A common assumption for
the calculation of electromagnetic fields at the observation point is a
vertical lightning channel, but the fact is that in reality the lightning
channel is seldom vertical on the ground surface. In this study, the
electromagnetic fields due to inclined lightning channel at various
observation points with different angles and with respect to the image
of lightning channel on the ground surface were explored. This study
also proposes general equations that can estimate the electric fields
due to inclined lightning channel through the 2nd FDTD method.
The proposed method supports the notion of vertical lightning channel
while the channel angle with respect to z-axis is assumed to be zero.
This method was validated through the data gathered from five fields:
three at a close distance from inclined lightning channel and two at
intermediate distances from vertical lightning channel. Similarly, due
to inclined lightning channel, the effects of geometrical and current
parameters on the electromagnetic fields are considered. This study
substantiates different coupling models with FDTD structure directly
at the time domain without a need for extra converters.

1. INTRODUCTION

One of the appealing areas under discussion is the electromagnetic
fields due to lightning channel in order to appoint proper protection
level on the power lines and equipments while the electromagnetic
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fields is one of the most influential factors in creating induction
voltage on the power lines [1]. Several studies have been done on
the evaluation of electromagnetic fields due to lightning channel with
the assumption that the lightning channel strikes the ground at a
vertical angle [2]. However, it is known to be tortuous on scales
ranging from less than 1m to over 1 km [3–5]. Moreover, the lightning
channel typically strikes the ground at an angle less than ninety
degrees (with respect to the ground) [6]. Several studies on the
radiated electromagnetic fields associated with inclined and tortuosity
lightning channels have been done while generally the tortuosity
lightning channel is modeled with some individual linear inclined
channel segments [3, 5, 7, 8]. Accordingly, this paper focuses on the
computation of the electromagnetic fields due to the inclined lightning
channel at the observation point in the time domain using second
order FDTD (later referred as 2nd FDTD) Hybrid method. The
method is then validated by the data collected from three fields stricken
by lightning at a close distance from the inclined lightning channel
whereas the channel angle (between lightning channel and z-axis) can
be determined by a high speed camera [6]. In addition, the effects of
the channel angel and observation point angle (between the vector from
channel base to image of observation point on the ground and the image
of lightning channel on the ground surface) on the electromagnetic field
values are evaluated. The results due to inclined channel are compared
with the field values associated with the vertical channel. Also, the
proposed method is validated for vertical lightning channel where the
channel angle is equal to zero. The three fundamental assumptions in
this study are:

(i) The ground conductivity is perfect
(ii) The lightning channel is without any branches
(iii) The current velocity along lightning channel is constant

For the simulation of electromagnetic fields due to lightning channel, it
is necessary to consider both the return stroke current at the channel
base and the lightning channel in a special function and a current
model, respectively. In this study, the channel base current is simulated
by the DU function [9] which is an improved function of Heidler’s
function [10] and is in agreement with the measured current at the
channel base. The engineering models are used in this simulator, since
the return stroke currents at different heights along with lightning
channel are generally expressed by a special function based on the
channel base current and a height dependent attenuation factor in
these models.
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2. RETURN STROKE CURRENT

As mentioned earlier, the channel base current in this study
is simulated by the DU function which can be expressed by
Equation (1) [9]
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where
i01, i02 are the amplitudes of the channel base current,
Γ11, Γ12 are the front time constants,
Γ21, Γ22 are the decay-time constants,
n1, n2 are the exponents (2 ∼ 10),
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For instance, the measured channel bases current from a triggered
lightning experiment in Florida is illustrated in Figure 1. The channel
base current parameters using DU function with respect to measured
current are estimated while the numerical fitting method is applied;
the results are tabulated in Table 1.

A simulation of the channel base current using initial current
parameters from Table 1 is shown in Figure 2.

In this study, the current wave shape along with the lightning
channel is predicted by the engineering return stroke current models,

Figure 1. The measured return stroke current at channel bases from
triggered lightning experiment [6].
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Table 1. Typical values for Diendorfer and Uman channel base current
function.

i01 (A) i02 (A) Γ11 (s) Γ12 (s) Γ21 (s) Γ22 (s) n1 n2

8× 103 3.6671× 103 9.5× 10−8 8.5× 10−7 1.4× 10−6 1.8× 10−5 2 2
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Figure 2. The simulated channel base current using DU function
based on current parameters from Table 1.

Table 2. P (z′) and v for five engineering models based on
Equation (2) [3].

Model P (z′) v

BG 1 ∞
TCS 1 −c

TL 1 vf

MTLL (1− z′
H ) vf

MTLE exp(− z′
λ ) vf

while the focus is on the current by a special function that depends on
channel base current and a height dependent attenuation factor. The
engineering models can usually be presented by a general equation
such as Equation (2). The most common applied engineering models
are namely the Bruce-Golde model (BG) [11], Traveling Current
Source model (TCS) [12], Transmission Line model (TL) [2], Modified
Transmission Line Linear model with Linear decay with height
(MTLL) [2], Modified Transmission Line model with Exponential
decay with height (MTL) or (MTLE) [2]. Theses models are tabulated
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in Table 2 based on the current parameters in Equation (2) [3, 13]
where λ is the decay constant (∼ 2 km) and H is the cloud’s height.
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where:
z′ is the temporary charge height along the lightning channel,
I(z′, t) is the current distribution along the lightning channel at any
height z′ and any time t,
I(0, t) is the channel base current;
P (z′) is the height dependent attenuation factor,
v is the velocity of charge(return stroke current velocity),
vf is the velocity of return stroke front,
u is the Heaviside function defended as
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There are some drawbacks regarding these models. For instance, the
BG and TCS models are not convenient, due to the discontinuity
at current [2]. Whilst the TL model is not a complete model
because it is not considered on the removed charge along the lightning
channel [2, 14]. This model was later modified by the MTLL and
MTLE models. In the MTLL and MTLE models, some charges are
removed from channel with linear cloud height dependent factor and
exponentially rate, respectively [2, 14] This study opted for MTLE
model because of the channel height value is considered as unmeasured
parameter while the value of λ is recommended around 2 km. In
addition, It should be highly remarked that the return stroke velocity
is less than light speed in the free space (c) and is typically assumed to
be between (c/3) to (2c/3) [15] the return stroke current wave shape
at two different heights with respect to the ground surface along the
channel using TL, MTLE and MTLL models are shown in Figure 3
where the channel base current parameters are applied from Table 2.
Note that, the λ and H factors are set on 2000 m and 7000 m for MTLE
and MTLL models respectively while the return stroke velocity is fixed
at 1.3×108 m/s.

3. ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELDS DUE TO LIGHTNING
CHANNEL

Dipole method which is given in Equations (3) to (5) can be used
to show the electromagnetic fields due to vertical lightning channel;
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Figure 3. The return stroke current wave shape at different heights
along lightning channel using TL, MTLE and MTLL models.

Figure 4. The geometry of the vertical lightning channel.
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while the geometry of problem is illustrated in Figure 4 (the ground is
assumed to be perfect) [2, 16, 17]
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where
R =

√
r2+(z−z′)2,

R′ =
√

r2+(z + z′)2,
~Er(r, z, t) is the horizontal electric field due to vertical lightning
channel,
~Ez(r, z, t) is the vertical electric field due to vertical lightning channel,
~Bϕ(r, z, t) is the magnetic flux density due to vertical lightning channel,
z is height of observation point,
z′ is the vertical space variable,
ε0 is the permittivity of free space,
µ0 is the permeability of free space,
β =v

c ,
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The different components of electric field associated with the lightning
channel at a remote observation point can be estimated by the 2nd
FDTD-Hybrid method as presented by Equations (6) to (8) and
the magnetic flux density can be calculated by Equation (5) [16].
It should be noted that, the observation point is held constant
at (m∆y, n∆x, p∆z), the lightning channel is along z-axis and the
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processing time is equal to k∆t
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where σ is the medium conductivity,
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The geometry of problem for estimation of electromagnetic fields due
to inclined lightning channel is shown in Figure 6, with the assumption
that the lightning channel usually strikes the ground surface with an
inclined shape as depicted in Figure 5. The angle between lightning
channel and z-axis is illustrated by θ and is called channel angle (see
Figure 6) Besides the observation point is located above the ground
surface with special angle between the vector from channel base to
image of observation point on the ground (~r) and the image of lightning
channel on the ground surface (y-axis).

Having applied Maxwell’s equations [19] and Lorentz’s gauge [20],
different components of magnetic flux density in the Cartesian
coordinate can be estimated by Equations (9) to (11) which is shown
in Figure 6. Note that, the equations of (9) to (11) could easily be
solved using Gauss-Lobatto quadrature method [21].

~Bx(x, y, z, θ, t) = 10−7×
∫ H1

cos θ

H2
cos θ


− cos θ


y−r′ sin θ

cR (r′)2
∂i

(
r′, t−R(r′)

c

)

∂t
+

y−r′ sin θ

R (r′)3
i

(
r′, t−R (r′)

c

)


+sin θ


z−r′ cos θ

cR (r′)2
∂i

(
r′, t−R(r′)

c

)

∂t
+

z−r′ cos θ

R (r′)3
i

(
r′, t−R (r′)

c

)



 dr′(9)

~By(x, y, z, θ, t) = 10−7× cos θ

∫ H1
cos θ

H2
cos θ




x

cR (r′)2
∂i

(
r′, t−R(r′)

c

)

∂t
+

x

R (r′)3
i

(
r′, t−R (r′)

c

)
dr′ (10)

Figure 5. The video frame for the return stroke lightning channel
during the triggered lightning experiment [18].
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Figure 6. The geometry of the inclined lightning channel with an
observation point above the ground surface.
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where:
r is radial distance from channel base to image of observation point on
the ground surface (r =

√
x2+y2),

r′ is the temporary channel length along lightning channel,
θ is the angle between lightning channel and z axis (the channel angle),
φ is the angle between y-axis and ~r while y-axis is fixed on the image of
lightning channel on the ground surface (the observation point angle),
x is the position of observation point at x axis (x = r sinφ),
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y is the position of observation point at y axis (y = r cosφ),
z is observation point height from ground surface,
~Bx(x, y, z, θ, t) is the magnetic flux density at x-direction due to
inclined lightning channel,
~By(x, y, z, θ, t) is the magnetic flux density at y-direction due to
inclined lightning channel,
~Bz(x, y, z, θ, t) is the magnetic flux density at z-direction due to
inclined lightning channel.

R(r′) = |~r′′−~r′| =
√

x2 + (y−r′ sin θ)2 + (z−r′ cos θ)2.
In addition, the magnetic flux density components in the cylindrical
domain can be estimated by Equations (12) to (14)
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where:
~Br (r, z, φ, θ, t) is the magnetic flux density at r-direction due to
inclined lightning channel,
~Bϕ (r, z, φ, θ, t) is the magnetic flux density at ϕ-direction due to
inclined lightning channel,
~Bz (r, z, φ, θ, t) is the magnetic flux density at z-direction due to
inclined lightning channel,
φ =arccos ( y√

x2+y2
)

The magnetic flux density could also be expressed by Equation (15)
regarding Maxwell’s equations [16].

∇× ~B=µ0

(
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)
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σ ~E+ε0
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where:
~J is the current density,
~D is the electric flux density.

The solutions to curl function in Equation (15) in the Cartesian
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coordinates can be presented by Equations (16) to (18) [22]

∂ ~Ex

∂t
=

1
ε0µ0

(
∂ ~Bz

∂y
−∂ ~By

∂z
−µ0σ ~Ex

)
(16)

∂ ~Ey

∂t
=

1
ε0µ0

(
∂ ~Bx

∂z
−∂ ~Bz

∂x
−µ0σ ~Ey

)
(17)

∂ ~Ez

∂t
=

1
ε0µ0

(
∂ ~By

∂x
−∂ ~Bx

∂y
−µ0σ ~Ez

)
(18)

Therefore, by solving Equations (16) to (18) based on 2nd
FDTD method [22–24] and applying perfect ground conductivity
conditions, different components of electric field can be expressed by
Equations (19) to (21) At the same time, the components of magnetic
flux density are obtained from Equations (9) to (11) and the electric
fields components in the cylindrical coordinates from Equations (22)
to (24)
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where:
~Ex(x, y, z, θ,tk) is the electric field at x-direction associated with the
inclined lightning channel,
~Ey(x, y, z, θ,tk) is the electric field at y-direction associated with the
inclined lightning channel,
~Ez(x, y, z, θ,tk) is the electric field at z-direction associated with the
inclined lightning channel(vertical electric field),
~Er (r, z, φ, θ,tk) is the electric field at r-direction(horizontal) due to in-
clined lightning channel,
~Eϕ (r, z, φ, θ,tk) is the electric field at ϕ-direction due to inclined light-
ning channel,
~Ez (r, z, φ, θ,tk) is electric field at z-direction (vertical) due to inclined
lightning channel,
tk= k∆t.
Computational stability requires the condition specified in Equa-
tion (25). Note that, ∆x = ∆y = ∆z < λe/10 where λe is the wave-
length [16].

∆t ≤ 1

c×
√

1
(∆x)2

+ 1
(∆y)2

+ 1
(∆z)2

(25)

According to proposed algorithm, the current model (in this study
MTLE model) has been entered into magnetic flux density calculations
by i(r′, t−R(r′)

c ) parameter in Equations (9) to (11). Therefore,
the current model effect on the electric field calculations has
been established indirectly through magnetic flux density values in
Equations (19) to (21).

4. RESULT AND DISCUSSION

In this section, the proposed equation reflects on the return stroke
current parameters that were obtained from Table 1. Likewise, the
proposed method is validated via the data from three measured fields.
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By the same token, new equations are corroborated by the data
gathered from the measured fields from vertical lightning channel when
the channel angle (θ) is assumed to be equal to zero. The magnetic
flux density and the vertical electric fields due to an inclined lightning
channel were estimated using TL, MTLE and MTLL models (Figures 7
and 8, respectively) by considering the current parameters obtained
from Table 1 and a fixed return stroke velocity of v = 1.3×108 m/s.

Figures 7 and 8 illustrate that the magnetic flux density values for
three models are almost the same at close distance from the lightning
channel. However, the simulated vertical electric field due to MTLE
model has higher values than the other two models. On the other
hand, by applying MTLE model as the current model, the effect of
return stroke velocity observation point height on magnetic flux density
and the vertical electric filed are taken into account as illustrated in
Figures 9 and 10, respectively. It should be noted that in order to
see the effect of observation point height, the velocity should be set at
v = 1.3×108 m/s.

As demonstrated in Figures 9 and 10, an increase in velocity
results in an increase in the magnetic flux density values but a decrease
in the vertical electric field values. Similarly, as the observation point
height with respect to the ground increases, the magnetic flux density
values boost up and the vertical electric fields decline. The magnetic
flux density and the vertical electric filed behaviors versus the channel
angle and observation point angle changes are shown in Figures 11 and
12, respectively.
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Figure 7. The Magnetic flux density for different important
engineering models (r = 15m, θ = 20◦, φ = 60◦, z = 0, λ = 2000m,
H = 7000 m, v = 1.3× 108 m/s).
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Figure 9. The Magnetic flux density behavior versus different return
stroke velocities and observation point heights (r = 15 m, θ = 20◦,
φ = 60◦, λ = 2000 m).

Figure 11 exhibits that by increasing the channel angle (θ) with
respect to z-axis, the values of magnetic flux density fall. On the other
hand, Figure 12 shows that the vertical electric field is directly depend
on θ parameter and by increasing θ, the vertical electric field values are
increased. In other words, whenever the observation point angle (φ)
goes up to 90 degrees (at a constant value of θ), the values of vertical
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Figure 10. The vertical electric field behavior versus different return
stroke velocities and observation point heights (r = 15 m, θ = 20◦,
φ = 60◦, λ = 2000 m).
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Figure 11. The magnetic flux density behavior versus different
channel angles and observation point angles (r = 15 m, z = 0,
λ = 2000 m, v = 1.3× 108 m/s).

electric field and magnetic flux density drop, as shown in Figures 11 and
12, respectively. In addition, the proposed algorithm is validated using
the three measured fields at different observation point angles (φ) with
respect to y-axis as shown in Figures 13, 15 and 18 for dEz

dt , Ez and Bϕ

respectively as the current parameters are obtained from Table 1 and
the velocity is set at v = 1.3×108 m/s. Additionally, Figure 14 shows
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Figure 12. The vertical electric field behavior versus different channel
angles and observation point angles (r = 15m, z = 0, λ = 2000 m,
v = 1.3× 108 m/s).

Figure 13. The measured dEz
dt (r = 15 m, z = 0, φ = 135◦,

θ = 20◦) [6].

a comparison between the measured derivative of vertical electric field
and the time taken from Figure 13 with simulated results from inclined
and vertical channels.

According to Figure 14, an increase is observed in the simulated
values from inclined lightning channel with respect to similar field at
vertical channel. These values are in line and close with each other
comparing to measured fields. In addition, the simulated field from
inclined channel is in agreement with the increase and decrease in time
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based on measured field. Moreover, the measured vertical electric field
at φ =60

◦
(Figure 15) illustrates two parts for vertical electric field

due to leader and return stroke (part (a)). So, the part of vertical
electric field associated with return stroke indicated in part (b) is cut
off from measured field The comparison between measured vertical
electric field (Figure 15, part (b)) and simulated vertical electric field
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Figure 14. Comparison between simulated dEz
dt due to vertical and

inclined lightning channels with measured values (r = 15 m, z = 0,
φ = 135◦, θ = 20◦, v = 1.3× 108 m/s).

(a) (b)

Figure 15. The measured vertical electric field ((a) associated with
leader and return stroke, (b) associated with return stroke, r = 15 m,
z = 0, φ = 60◦, θ = 20◦) [6].
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as a result of inclined and vertical lightning channel is exemplified in
Figure 16, whilst the current parameters are obtained from Table 1.

Figure 16 demonstrates that the simulated vertical electric field is
compatible with the inclined lightning channel in contrast to measured
field. The vertical electric field values due to inclined channel have
increased compared to similar fields associated with vertical channel.
In other words, the vertical electric field is more effective in the coupling
models and induced voltage values. Thus, evaluation of accurate
vertical electric field values can be influential in predicting the induced
voltage on the lines and setting appropriate protection levels on the
power lines The simulated magnetic flux densities due to vertical and
inclined channel are compared with those of the measured fields in
Figure 18 when applying channel base current from Table 1 and are
depicted in Figure 17. The figure reveals that the magnetic flux density
due to inclined channel is lesser in value than in similar fields due to
vertical channel; however, the difference between the values is negligible
(See Figure 17). Likewise, the simulated results show an agreement
between the two channels in contrast to measured field.

An algorithm is proposed that can support vertical lightning
channel case when θ is set on zero. the simulated magnetic flux
density, vertical and horizontal electric fields, respectively are shown
in Figures 19, 20 and 21 using the proposed algorithm, while the
observation point is located at 10m height above ground surface and
the radial distance from vertical lightning channel is equal 9 km as
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Figure 16. Comparison between simulated vertical electric fields
due to vertical and inclined lightning channels with measured values
(r = 15 m, z = 0, φ = 135◦, θ = 20◦, λ = 2000 m, v = 1.3× 108 m/s).
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Figure 17. Comparison between simulated magnetic flux density
due to vertical and inclined lightning channels with measured values
(r = 15 m, z = 0, φ = 45◦, θ = 20◦, λ = 2000 m, v = 1.3× 108 m/s).

Figure 18. The measured magnetic flux density (r = 15 m, z = 0,
φ = 45◦, θ = 20◦) [6].

expressed in the reference [16]. Note that, the current parameters
are Γ11 = 1 µs, Γ12 = 2µs, Γ21 = 8µs, Γ22 = 30µs, i01 = 19.5 kA,
i02 = 12 kA, n1 = 2, n2 = 2, v = 1 × 108 m

s , λ = 1500 m, when the
DU channel base current function and the MTLE current model are
applied.

Therefore, the comparison between simulation results using the
proposed algorithm and measured fields and other simulation results
from the method in the reference [16] show that the proposed
algorithms are in agreement. On the other hand, the proposed
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Figure 19. The simulated magnetic flux density (r = 9000 m, z = 10,
θ = 0◦, λ = 1500 m, v = 1× 108 m/s).
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Figure 20. The simulated vertical electric field (r = 9000m, z = 10,
θ = 0◦, λ = 1500 m, v = 1× 108 m/s).

algorithm does not rely on observation point angle (φ) when it is
used in vertical lightning channel basis. The proposed algorithm
is more compatible with different coupling models while different
electromagnetic fields components can be estimated in the time
domain.

Figures 22, 23 and 24 show the radial distance (r), the observation
point angle (φ) and the channel angle (θ) effects on the peak
of electromagnetic field components generated by inclined lightning
channel, respectively while the basic current assumptions are obtained
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Figure 21. The simulated horizontal electric field (r = 9000 m,
z = 10, θ = 0◦, λ = 1500m, v = 1× 108 m/s).
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Figure 22. Radial distance effect on the electromagnetic fields peaks
associated with inclined lightning channel (z = 0, φ = 45◦, θ = 20◦,
λ = 2000 m, v = 1.3× 108 m/s).

from Table 1.
Figure 22 illustrates that by increasing the radial distance from

lightning channel, peak of electromagnetic field components drop
and this reduction in the near distance from lightning channel
has a greater rate as compared to farther distances. Whilst Figure 23
shows that by increasing the observation point angle (φ) to 90 degrees,
the peaks of electromagnetic fields have a downward trend until about
90 degrees when they are increased almost symmetrically with the first
half. It is important to mention that the value of observation point
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Figure 23. Observation point angle effect on the electromagnetic
fields peaks associated with inclined lightning channel (r = 15 m, z = 0,
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Figure 24. Channel angle effect on the electromagnetic fields peaks
associated with inclined lightning channel (r = 15 m, z = 0, φ = 45◦,
λ = 2000 m, v = 1.3× 108 m/s).

angle is more effective on the value of x, y and R(r′) in Equations (9)
to (11).

Figure 24 illustrates that by increasing the channel angle (θ), the
peak values of magnetic flux density and dB/dt are reduced while
the peak values of dEz/dt have a rising trend with opposite behavior
compared to magnetic flux density.

In order to demonstrate the behavior of electromagnetic fields in
the presence of a channel base current with higher decay-constant
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Figure 25. The simulated magnetic flux density (solid line) and
vertical electric field (dot line) at different channel angles (r = 2000m,
z = 10, φ = 45◦, λ = 1500 m, v = 1.5× 108 m/s).

using proposed method, Figure 25 shows behavior of both magnetic
flux density and vertical electric field at different channel angles. Note
that, the current parameters are Γ11 = 2 µs, Γ12 = 4.8µs, Γ21 = 20 µs,
Γ22 = 26µs, i01 = 10.5 kA, i02 = 9 kA, n1 = 2, n2 = 2, v = 1.5×108 m

s ,
λ = 1500 m [16]. The results illustrate that by increasing the channel
angle, the magnetic flux density is decreased while the vertical electric
field is increased. Noted that the results at θ = 0 are also validated
with case 3 in reference [16].

In this study, a method was proposed that posse the following
unique features:

1. The electromagnetic field components can be calculated directly
at the time domain needless of employing Fourier transform, when
a realistic channel base current function is applied (such as Heidler
current function).

2. The proposed method can support different observation point
angles (φ), while a number of previous methods just considered
φ = 0 which causes complications when simultaneous field values
at several points are desired [24].

3. The accuracy of calculated fields can be increased by changing the
values of ∆t, ∆x, ∆y, ∆z.

4. The proposed algorithm is compatible with other coupling models
for the estimation of lightning induced voltage. Since the proposed
method has FDTD structure, while the coupling models are
usually introduced by two partial differential equations the FDTD
method is just a common solution to coupling equations [1, 25–
27]. In addition, the proposed method provides different
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electromagnetic field components to be fed to various coupling
models [1].

5. The proposed method is applicable for close and intermediate
distances from the lightning channel.

6. The proposed method can be expanded to the lighting channels
with the shape of a zigzag.

Further, the inclined lightning channel subject can be very beneficial
in increasing the accuracy of the calculated induced voltage in the
coupling models because of these two reasons:

1. Due to the inclined lightning channel, the vertical electric field
values increased compared to the values of the vertical channel.
Thus, it can be more effective on the shape of the induced
voltage wave. Whereas, the lightning induced voltage is directly
dependent on the vertical electric field values in some coupling
models [1, 25, 28–30].

2. Due to inclined lightning channel, the observation point angle
(φ) is an effective factor for the evaluation of electromagnetic
fields. The radial distance between the charge along the lightning
channel and various observation points at different observation
point angles (φ) are different from each other; hence, the inclined
lightning channel can be more effective on the calculation of
lightning induced voltage on the power lines, while the coupling
models rely more on the electromagnetic field components at
different points along the power line [1, 25, 27, 31].

5. CONCLUSION

In this study, the electromagnetic fields due to inclined lightning
channel were estimated using the 2nd FDTD method. An algorithm
was proposed and then validated by three measured fields at a close
distance from lightning channel. The results were compared with
ones in simulated fields from vertical lightning channel. Likewise, the
proposed equations were validated by measured fields from vertical
lightning channel while the channel angle was assumed to be zero.
Moreover, the effects of different geometrical and current parameters
on the electromagnetic fields due to inclined lightning channel were
discussed. It was capable of estimating the electromagnetic fields
associated with the vertical lightning channel in the time domain.
Besides, in order to bond to different coupling models, different
electromagnetic fields components were available in the proposed
method.
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