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Abstract By means ofM onte Carb smuhtin of the process hatphoon transferring i the water the depolarization of the
pohrized laser beam n the ocean is studied as well as the effect of different ocean optical properties The depolarization of
different sea depth & obtained The result shovs that seawater with bts of particles p hyes great part in the depolarzatbn of the
pohrized laser beam W hen the pohrized hser transn ittes san e d stance under seaw ater itw ill tum nio depolarized laser The
particles w ih difference size distributed in the seavater are themam reason of the depohrizaton of seav ater The ocean optical
property has great effect on the depolarizaton of seavater As the ncreasing of the ocean attenuaton coeffcient the transferring
d stance atw hich polarzed laser tumes no depo lalaser is decreasing
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Fig 5 Depohrimtion curves underdifferent ocean optical p roperty
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Fig 6 The average collisbn tines curve under different ocean optical p rop
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