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Abstract

The effect of air gap between specimen and jig on the material constant (permittivity, perm-
eability) and attenuation characteristics of electromagnetic wave absorbers in the coaxial line
method was investigated. The presence of a air gap made both permittivity and permeability
measured lower than true value; and the tendency was greater in the case of permittivity. An inner
gap compared to an outer gap was found to yield a larger difference between measured and true
values. The effect of air gap was measured for a Nig 3Zng.7Fe; 04, with the gap eliminated by
metallizing with Ag-paste. The measured characteristics were in good agreement with corrected
values by calculation.
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