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INTERFEROMETRY WITH MULTIPATH
NULLING

CROSS REFERENCE TO RELATED APPLICATIONS

This application is a continuation of U.S. patent appli-
cation Ser. No. 08/140,953, filed Oct. 25, 1993, now aban-
doned.

BACKGROUND

The present invention relates to interferometry, and more
patticularly, to a multipath nulling technique for use in
processing interferometer data that rejects multipath returns.

In conventional interferometry applications, the presence
of ownship multipath reflections (those reflections caused by
the vehicle or platform that carries an interferometer or
radar) can be detected by the interferometer. Ownship mul-
tipath reflections, including signal blockage and refiections,
degrade the reliability of the estimate of emitter angle
determined by the interferometer. Techniques to detect mul-
tipath reflections in interferometer array have been previ-
ously developed by the assignee of the present invention.
However, no effective technique that provides for multipath
rejection and emitter angle estimation in the presence of
multipath has heretofore been devised.

Consequently, it is an objective of the invention to provide
an effective multipath rejection and emitter angle estimation
technique for use in processing data from interferometer
arrays.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

In order to meet the above and other objectives, the
present invention is a processing method that processes
interferometer data to provide for rejection of multipath
signal returns from an emitter and computes an improved
estimate of the relative angle between the emitier and an
interferometer. The present processing method comprises
the following steps.

The first step is to gather interferometric data comprising
complex signal amplitudes derived from the emitter at a
plurality of emitter angles relative to the interferometer. The
next step is to process the complex signal amplitudes
derived at each of the plurality of emitter angles to maximize
a predetermined log likelihood function corresponding to a
natural logarithm of a predetermined probability density
function at each of the plurality of emitter angles to produce
a plurality of maximized log likelihood functions. The final
step is to select as the improved estimate of relative angle
between the emitter and the interferometer one emitter angle
corresponding to an optimally maximized log likelihood
function.

The present processing method thus processes interfer-
ometer data to reject multipath signal returns from an emitter
and compute an improved estimate of the angle between the
emitter and the interferometer. The present processing
method rejects ownship multipath and provides for more
accurate location of emitters. The processing method uses a
maximum likelihood function that incorporates multipath
statistics so that it is robust against multipath variability. The
present processing method may also be adapted to reject
radome reflections in radars, particularly those employing
antennas having a relatively low radar cross-section.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

The various features and advantages of the present inven-
tion may be more readily understood with reference to the
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following detailed description taken in conjunction with the
accompanying drawings, wherein like reference numerals
designate like structural elements, and in which:

FIG. 1 is a flow diagram illustrating one embodiment of
a processing method in accordance with the principles of the
present invention;

FIG. 2 shows a test setup that was used to prove out an
implementation of the processing method of FIG. 1;

FIG. 3 shows a graph of ambiguity resolving probability
of error as a function of angle for an interferometer without
the use of the present method; and

FIG. 4 shows a graph of ambiguity resolving probability
of error as a function of angle for an interferometer using the
present method to provide constrained noniterative multi-
path nulling.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Referring to the drawing figures, FIG. 1 is a flow diagram
illustrating one embodiment of a processing method 10 in
accordance with the principles of the present invention. The
method 10 will also be described with reference to FIG. 2,
which shows an experimental test setup employing an
interferometer system 20 that was used to prove out an
implementation of the processing method 10. With reference
to FIGS. 1 and 2, the processing method 10 comprises the
following steps.

The interferometer system 20 is comprised of an inter-
ferometer array 22 comprising a plurality of antenna ele-
ments, a plurality of local oscillators (I.O) 26 disposed along
signal paths from each of the antenna elements, a plurality
of low pass filters (LPF) 27 coupled to respective outputs of
each of the local oscillators 26, a plurality of analog to
digital (A/D) converters 28 coupled to respective outputs of
each of the local oscillators 26, and a signal processor 24
coupled to respective outputs of the analog to digital (A/D)
converters 28

The first step in the present method 10 is to gather
interferometric data comprising complex signal amplitudes
¥ derived from an emitter 21 at a plurality of emitter angles
relative to the interferometer array 22, as indicated by step
11. The next step is to process the complex signal amplitudes
by maximizing a predetermined log likelihood function
corresponding to the natural logarithm of a predetermined
maximum likelihood function, as indicated by step 12. The
predetermined maximum likelihood function is discussed in
more detail below. Then, the particular emitter angle that
maximizes the log likelihood function is selected as the
actual emitter angle, as is provided by step 13.

The processing method 10 of the present invention was
tested by simulation. With reference to FIG. 2, data was
collected in an anechoic chamber 20 using a three-element
interferometer array 22 mounted on a rotatable table 23.
Emitter frequencies between 7 and 11 GHz were used.
Blockage 25 is disposed at a predetermined angle relative to
the interferometer array 22 and is used to create the multi-
path that will occur when the system 20 is deployed. Data
derived from the interferometer array 22 was processed in
the signal processor 24 that implemented the present pro-
cessing method 10. In the tested embodiment of the pro-
cessing method 10, the maximum likelihood function was
derived based on a Rayleigh distribution of the multipath
amplitude and a uniformly distributed random phase. The
derivation of the maximum likelihood function employed in
the processing method 10 is given below.
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The probability density, P, of each measured voitage
vector v (that defines the emitter angle) derived from the
emitter 21 is given by the equation:

P=p(vioyp(opde

where p(via) is the conditional density of v given a relative
complex amplitude for multipath «, and is given by the
equation:

pvlo)=1/me ",

where n is a noise vector given by n=v—s; s is a signal vector
given by s=x(p+ob); p is a normalized voltage vector
corresponding to a direct path given by the equation

1 esienmikd
N

p=

where N is the number of interferometer elements, d, is the
position of element i, k is a unit vector along the line of sight
corresponding to possible emitter angles derived from volt-
ages collected in the first step 11 of the method 10. The
vector b is constrained to satisfy b+b=1 and p*b=0. The
complex scalar, K, represents an unknown signal amplitude
and phase. Therefore (ut+p=1); b is a normalized voltage
vector for multipath orthogonal to the direct path and is
given by (b+b=1, p+b=0); and where x has a complex signal
amplitude. Therefore,

p(vio)=1 /ne‘lln'l2+lp+nl 2 b4ni?)

where
n'=(1-pp b In=(1—pp>® —bb")v,
SO,

P (V| u)=( 1 /TE) e—[lvl 2+l|..|+v|2+lb-e—vlz+l p+v——vd2+lbw+xa|2] )

It is assumed that o is complex Gaussian, so the prob-
ability density for o is given by:

plo)=(imye=",

where w is the reciprocal of the expectation of relative
multipath power |l

In the maximum Iikelihood processing method 10 of the
present invention, the complex signal amplitude x is selected
to maximize the probability density P. From the above
formula for p(vie), the maximum occurs when the phase of
¥ matches the phase of p+v. Thus, k=kp+v, where k is a real
constant. Also, defining

r=lp*vi? and
g=lb*vI?,
then the probability density, P, is given by:
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The log likelihood function, Q, is therefore

02 mP=tn(—2—Virtg-rd-kp-—92— _pP-mnm
= Pr+o Br+o

At each possible emitter angle chosen from the set of
angles at which measurements were performed in the first
step 11 of the method 10, the constant k is selected to
maximize Q. Then the particular emitter angle that optimally
maximizes Q is selected as the actual emitter angle.

FIG. 3 shows a graph of ambiguity resolving probability
of error as a function of angle for the tested interferometer
array 22 without the use of the processing method of the
present invention. For comparative purposes, FIG. 4 shows
a graph of ambiguity resolving probability of error as a
function of angle for the interferometer using the present
invention to provide constrained noniterative multipath null-
ing. As can be seen by comparing FIGS. 3 and 4, the use of
the processing method 10 of the present invention greatly
reduces the effects of multipath in accurately determining
emitter angle.

The present processing method may also be adapted to
reject radome reflections in radars, particularly those
employing antennas having a relatively low radar cross-
section. In this case, instead of using the multi-element
interferometer array 22 (having a plurality of individual
elements), multiple antenna apertures are used to null out the
multipath caused by the radome. With reference to the
drawing figures, the radome corresponds to the blockage 25
in FIG. 2. : ’

Thus there has been described a new and improved
multipath nulling technique for use in processing interfer-
ometer data that rejects multipath returns. It is to be under-
stood that the above-described embodiment is merely illus-
trative of some of the many specific embodiments which
represent applications of the principles of the present inven-
tion. Clearly, numerous and other arrangements can be
readily devised by those skilled in the art without departing
from the scope of the invention.

What is claimed is:

1. A method of processing interferometric signals derived
from an interferometer to eliminate multipath signals and
provide an improved estimate of relative angle between an
unknown emitter and the interferometer, said method com-
prising the steps of:

measuring complex signals using the interferometer that

are derived from a known emitter at a plurality of
emitter angles relative to the interferometer;

processing the measured complex signals from the plu-
rality of emitter angles to generate corresponding mul-
tipath contributions to each of the complex signals by
subtracting the signal corresponding to a direct path to
the known emitter at each of the plurality of emiiter
angles from each of the complex signals;

measuring complex signals from the unknown emitter
using the interferometer;

processing the measured complex signals from the
unknown emitter to maximize a predetermined log
likelihood function at the plurality of emitter angles
that incorporates statistics of the multipath signals and
noise for the unknown emitter; and

selecting as the estimate of relative angle between the
unknown emitter and the interferometer an emitter
angle corresponding to the direct path of one of the
plurality of emitter angles that maximizes the log
likelihood function for the unknown emitter.
2. The method of claim 1 wherein the predetermined log
likelihood function is given by the equation
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A
InP=In
2. ( Br+o

— N artg-r1 -k -—22— _pP—Ing,
r+o

where o is the reciprocal of the expectation of relative
multipath signal power; k is a constant selected to
maximize Q; = ly*vI? and g=lb*vi*; v is the measured
voltage vector relative to the receiver noise root mean
square voltage from the unknown emitter; y is a voltage
vector corresponding to a possible direct path from the
unknown emitter to the interferometer normalized by
up=1; and b is a voltage vector for the multipath
normalized by b+b=1 and satisfying orthogonality to
the direct path, (b=0.

3. A method of determining an improved estimate of
relative direction to an unknown emitter having an unknown
location in the presence of multipath interference, said
method comprising the steps of:

providing an interferometer;

measuring direct path and multipath amplitude and phase

signals using the interferometer that are derived from a
known emitter at a plurality of known angles relative to
the interferometer;

measuring amplitude and phase signals derived from the

unknown emitter using the interferometer;

processing the measured amplitude and phase signals to

maximize a predetermined log likelihood function at
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each of the plurality of emitter angles to produce a
plurality of predetermined maximized log likelihood
functions that are indicative of a direct path to the
known emiiter at each of the plurality of emitter angles;
and

outputting as an estimate of the relative direction to the
unknown emitter the direct path corresponding to the
maximum of the maximized predetermined log likeli-
hood functions.
4. The method of claim 3 wherein the predetermined log
likelihood function is given by the equation

[0

A
InP=In
o_ ( Br+o

)+r+q—r(1—k)7-——q9— —hZ—Inm,
Br+o

where @ is the reciprocal of the expectation of relative
multipath signal power; k is a constant selected to maximize
Q; r=lr"vI* and g=Ib*VI?%; v is the measured voltage vector
relative to the receiver noise root mean square voltage from
the unknown emitter; p is a voltage vector corresponding to
a possible direct path from the unknown emitter to the
interferometer normalized by p+p=1; and b is a voltage
vector for the multipath normalized by b+b=1 and satisfying
orthogonality to the direct path, u"b=0.
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