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1
METHOD FOR FILTERING A RADAR
SIGNAL AFTER IT HAS BEEN REFLECTED
BY A TARGET

The present application claims priority to European Patent
Application Serial No. 08170265.6, filed on Nov. 28, 2008,
which is hereby incorporated by reference in its entirety.

FIELD

The present invention relates to a method for filtering a
signal y, the signal y being the reflection of a signal s emitted
by a radar, the signal s having been reflected by a target. The
invention is particularly applicable to radars.

BACKGROUND

A radar is a complex system that may actively transmit an
electromagnetic waveform in the air and that may receive
returns from echoes of this waveform modified by the envi-
ronment. The returns can differ from the transmitted wave in
terms of amplitude and phase shift: the reception scheme
aims at extracting from these differences useful information
on relevant objects in the environment usually called targets.
The transmitted waveform and the antenna pattern are usually
designed such as to allow extraction of specific and precise
details. These serve a common objective for radar applica-
tions, which is to discern the targets from the environment or
clutter, thermal noise and undesired signals such as jammers.

The useful information in a radar application is described
from parameters such as range, angular position (azimuth/
elevation) or Doppler frequency. These are used to distin-
guish a target from the environment and from unwanted sig-
nals. These are also used to distinguish between multiple
targets in a scene; a spatial distribution of reflectors. The
characteristics of the waveform and of the antenna pattern,
such as bandwidth, observation time or beamwidth of the
aperture illumination, determine the minimum separation,
usually called resolution, between two returns from separate
point sources in order for them to be distinguishable in each
dimension (range, Doppler, and angular). Once returns are
separated, they are attributed to one or multiple targets, or to
clutter, or to jammers. Extended work has been done in the
past for improvement of techniques to allow resolution
between echoes.

In an attempt to allow for resolution between echoes in the
azimuth dimension, standard techniques used are interpola-
tion techniques. Separation of different object echoes is
achieved by means of interpolating several discrete samples
of processed returns, usually <<called hits>>, from a same
object to locate the exact peak, corresponding to a good
estimate of the true azimuth of the object. This peak can then
be separated from another peak due to another object if a dip
is present between the two peaks. Other techniques applied to
extract the azimuth position of the object are beamforming
and target/sidelobe subtraction. Beamforming is applied
when antenna arrays are considered: different elements of the
array can be combined accordingly to synthesize a spatial
filter that allows, by virtue of a proper processing, separating
two returns from different azimuth angles. Particular beam-
forming techniques include null steering that enable placing a
notch at the azimuth angles where undesired returns arrive.
Algorithms such as MUSIC (<<MUltiple Signal Classifica-
tion>>) and Capon are applied in beamforming schemes to
separate different closely spaced sources. Direction of arrival
algorithms aim to derive from multiple receiver elements the
location of'an object generating the echo by means of deriving
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2

the phase difference between the echoes, at each element.
Subtraction techniques are several methods that allow lower-
ing or canceling sidelobes of the antenna pattern in order to be
able to locate an object return even when closely positioned
by a stronger one. Among these methods are the CLEAN
techniques, applied either as beam-removing techniques or in
the filtering as image-residue approach on the Doppler-delay
plane, to subtract strong echoes from a combined return of
multiple echoes superimposed in order to unmask weaker
echoes. For the azimuth dimension, CLEAN techniques are
applied using model matching maximum likelihood tech-
niques. These apply stronger target cancellation to uncover
weaker targets, by using an image-residue approach on the
Doppler-delay plane. Unfortunately, drawbacks of the
CLEAN algorithm are, among others, the need for a complete
knowledge of the transmitted signal, the fact that it is a non
linear procedure due to threshold procedure in following
iterations, a hypothesis of deterministic sidelobe pattern, arti-
facts due to constructive/destructive interference due to con-
tiguous targets or spacing closer than a resolution cell,
hypothesis required on number of targets expected, a combi-
natorial approach and computational expense if many
extended targets are present. It is an aim of the present inven-
tion to overcome at least some of these drawbacks.

In an attempt to allow for resolution between echoes in the
range dimension, the standard technique used is CFAR
(<<Constant False Alarm Rate>>) and pulse compression.
This last technique is essentially applying a matched filter at
reception when the transmitted signal is modulated in fre-
quency or phase to obtain a large bandwidth. The sidelobe
level of the output of the matched filter depends on the trans-
mitted waveform. Sidelobe suppression techniques have been
developed by designing coding schemes that generate low
sidelobes, these are called spectral weighting or windowing.
Other techniques are related to mismatched filtering as
opposed to matched filtering. Mismatched filtering tech-
niques can be based on different inverse filtering methods:
some are based on weight selection for the filtering based on
minimization of some sidelobe level parameter while others
are based on least squares schemes or developed for particular
coding schemes. Mismatched filtering techniques usually
cause a widening and lowering of the mainlobe of the output
of the filter, the latter named mismatch loss. Unknown dis-
tortion in the emitted signal raises these sidelobes. It is an aim
of the present invention to overcome at least some of these
drawbacks.

For the range dimension, Blunt and Gerlach developed the
APC scheme (<<Adaptive Pulse Compression>>) as dis-
closed in the U.S. Pat. No. 7,106,250 and U.S. Pat. No.
7,298,315TBD respectively titled <<Robust Predictive
Deconvolution Method and System>> and <<Radar Pulse
Compression Repair>>. The APC scheme is an iterative
method to generate a linear minimum mean square estimate
filter given the received signal samples and the transmitted
signal. It is an implementation of the Wiener filter for finite
observation samples of the received signal. Unfortunately, a
major drawback of the APC scheme proposed by Blunt and
Gerlach is, among others, the need for a perfect knowledge of
the output signal, while the actual output signal is bound to be
distorted. Yet another drawback of the APC scheme is the
need for a perfect target matching, the target having to be
placed at the center of the range cell. Yet another drawback of
the APC scheme is that the Doppler compensation algorithm
depends on the waveform. Yet another drawback of the APC
scheme is that the clutter and Doppler spread are not consid-
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ered, hereby favoring target masking. It is an aim of the
present invention to overcome at least some of these draw-
backs.

A previous publication titled “Performance of Reiterated
LMMSE Filtering and Coded Radar Waveforms” (Proceed-
ings of the 5 BEuropean Radar Conference, Amsterdam,
October 2008) discloses a method for filtering a radar signal
after it has been reflected by a target. However, the method
disclosed in this publication achieves only compensation for
the sidelobes of the echoes of an unknown scene of multiple
targets. The method disclosed fails at compensating for an
unwanted and beforehand unknown distortion in the emitted
signal.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

In the following detailed description, reference is made to
the accompanying drawings, which form a part hereof. In the
drawings, similar symbols typically identify similar compo-
nents, unless context dictates otherwise. The illustrative
embodiments described in the detailed description, drawings,
and claims are not meant to be limiting. Other embodiments
may be utilized, and other changes may be made, without
departing from the spirit or scope of the subject matter pre-
sented here. It will be readily understood that the aspects of
the present disclosure, as generally described herein, and
illustrated in the Figures, can be arranged, substituted, com-
bined, and designed in a wide variety of different configura-
tions, all of which are explicitly contemplated and make part
of this disclosure.

FIG. 1 illustrates the steps of an iterative method according
to an embodiment of the invention.

FIG. 2 illustrates iteration length as a function of iteration
number, in accord with an embodiment of the invention.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

The present invention aims to provide a method which may
be used to overcome at least some of the drawbacks described
above. In particular, it aims at compensating for an unwanted
and beforehand unknown distortion. At its most general, the
invention proposes a technique that applies to all waveforms
and antenna patterns. The invention is an adaptive filtering
technique based on output error minimization scheme and
uncertainty-based modelling, an adaptive filter being
obtained by linear minimum mean square error (LMMSE)
estimation techniques applied iteratively on the received sig-
nal samples.

According to a first of its aspects, the present invention may
provide a method for filtering a signal y, the signal y being the
reflection of a signal s emitted by a radar, the signal s having
been reflected by a target. The method comprises a step of
receiving the signal y and a step of estimating a filter w to be
applied to the signal y, the filter w being compensated for an
unwanted and beforehand unknown distortion d in the emit-
ted signal s.

Preferably, the target being located in a n” range resolution
cell of theradar, where n is an integer, the emitted signal s may
be a sampled signal s=[s,, . . . s,_,]” containing N samples in
the range dimension, N being an integer greater than or equal
to 1, the sampled signal s satisfying s=z+d where 7=z, . . .
7z, )7 may be a reference template signal and d=[d, . . .
d,., ¥ may be the unwanted distortion. The signal y may be a
sampled signal §(n)=[y(n) . . . y(n+N-1)]* containing N
samples corresponding to the measurement of the signal y in
N consecutive resolution cells following the n cell. The filter
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w may be a set of N weighting factors. The filter w may
applied to y by calculating the convolution w™¥(n).
Preferably, the step of estimating the filter w may comprise
the following steps performed M times iteratively, M being an
integer greater than or equal to 1 and p being an integer
ranging from 1 to M:
a step S1 of calculating, based on an estimated distortion
d®~Y), a reference signal s#;
a step S2 of iteratively calculating, based on s, an esti-
mated filter w®;
a step S3 of calculating, based on w®’, an estimated dis-
tortion d%’; the M* iteration of S3 providing w®=w.
Preferably, during the step S1, d”=0, s©=s and s®=s®~1
if
Preferably, the sampled signal §(n) satisfying §(n)=A"(n)
s+b(n), where b(n)=[b(n) . . . b(n+N-1)]" may be a hypotheti-
cal sampled signal representing a thermal noise b collected
from N consecutive resolution cells following the n cell and
A(n) may be a NxN matrix representing how objects located
in resolution cells between the (n-N+1)” cell and the (n+N-
1)” cell reflect the signal s, the matrix A(n) being defined as:

x(m) ... x(n+N-=1)

Aln) = \

xm=N+1) ... x(n)

where x(n) may be an hypothetical true profile of the target
located in the n” resolution cell. The step S2 may then com-
prises the following steps:

a step S21 of calculating, based on w1, an estimated
profile X’(n) of the target located in the n” resolution
cell;

a step S22 of calculating, based on s and ¥¥(n), the esti-
mated filter w®.

Preferably, during the step S21, X@(n)=s"§(n) and £?

@)=wV" () (12) if 1=Sp=M.

Preferably, during the step S22, the estimated filter may be

calculated as follows:

wED()=(EP(n)+B(m) " spP ()

where p@(n)=E{X@0)I*}=1x@n)I%, E{.}) being the
expected value;
where

N-1

>0 Vw4 misysths

m==N+1

é(p) ) =

s,, containing the elements of s right-shifted by m samples,
the m first elements being zero-filled,
where B(n)={b(n)b”(n)}.

Preferably, during the step S3, the estimated distortion d®
may be calculated as follows:

-1

~lp-1) a

F' lwmy+ —1
Izl ]

L-1

_ I 0
2t )

n=0

L-1
4P = Z !
L p™ )
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where

~(p-1) = (o _ _ H
F' %= 0 p7 - mm Ve Y,

m=—N+1

w,,#~1(n) containing the elements of w®~(n) right-shifted
by m samples, the m first elements being zero-filled, o being
a predefined numeral and I being the identity matrix.

According to a second aspect, the present invention may
provide a to method for filtering a signal y, the signal y being
the reflection of a two-way radar antenna pattern s, the pattern
s having been reflected by a target. The method comprises a
step of receiving the signal y and a step of estimating a filter
w to be applied to the signal y, the filter w being compensated
for an unwanted and beforehand unknown distortion d in the
pattern s.

Preferably, the target being located in a n”” azimuth reso-
Iution cell of the radar, where n is an integer, the pattern s may
be sampled, s=[s, . . . sy_;]* containing N samples in the
azimuth dimension, N being an integer greater than or equal
to 1, the sampled pattern s satisfying s=z+d where z=[z,, . . .
zy_, 17 may be a reference template pattern and d=[d, . . .
dy-_; 17 may be the unwanted distortion. The signal y may be a
sampled signal §(n)=[y(n) . . . y(n+N-1)]* containing N
samples corresponding to the measurement of the signal y in
N consecutive resolution cells following the n” cell. The filter
w may be a set of N weighting factors. The filter w may be
applied to y by calculating the convolution w™§(n).

Preferably, the step of estimating the filter w may comprise
the following steps performed M times iteratively, M being an
integer greater than or equal to 1 and p being an integer
ranging from 1 to M:

a step S1 of calculating, based on an estimated distortion

d®~Y), a reference pattern s#”;

a step S2 of iteratively calculating, based on s%’, an esti-

mated filter w®;

a step S3 of calculating, based on w®’, an estimated dis-

tortion d®’
the M 1terat10n of 83 providing w™=w.

Preferably, during the step S1, d©=0,
s@=s®=D_d@-b if | =p=M.

s®=s and

Preferably, the antenna being rotating and the sampled
signal §(n) satistying $(n)=A”(n)s+b(n), where b(n)=
[b(n) . .. b+N-1)]" may be a hypothetical sampled signal
representing a thermal noise b collected from N consecutive
resolution cells following the n” cell and A(n) may be a NxN
matrix representing how objects located in resolution cells
between the (n-N+1)" cell and the (n+N-1)" cell reflect the
pattern s, the matrix A(n) being defined as:

x(n) ... x(n+ N-1)
A(n):\

xn-N+1) ...

x(n)

where x(n) may be an hypothetical true profile of the target
located in the n” resolution cell, the step S2 may comprise the
following steps:

a step S21 of calculating, based on W%, an estimated
profile X7’(n) of the target located in the n” resolution
cell;

a step S22 of calculating, based on s and X?(n), the esti-
mated filter w®.
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6
Preferably, during the step S21, 2O(n)=s"
£ 0)=we V' ()§(n) if 1=P=M.
Preferably, during the step S22, the estimated filter may be
calculated as follows:

Y(n) and

wED()=(EP(n)+B(m) " spP ()

where p@(n)=E{X®(0)I*}=1x®(n)I2,
expected value;
where

B{.} being the

N-1

>0 A+ misnsths

m==N+1

Ps (p)

(m)=

s,, containing the elements of s right-shifted by m samples,
the m first elements being zero-filled;
where B(n)=E{b(n)b"(n)}.

Preferably, during the step S3, the estimated distortion %
may be calculated as follows:

-1

~lp-1) a

FP lmy+ —1
Izl ]

L-1

_ I a0
(-1 _ 7
Z ((W ® PR ) (n)z]]

n=0

L-1
a» = Z L
L p7 )

where

~(p-1) N (e _ - H
FP = 3 pP i mm D omdE ),

m=—N+1

w,,#~1)(n) containing the elements of w® ")(n) right-shifted
by m samples, the m first elements being zero-filled, o being
a predefined numeral and I being the identity matrix.

For ease of reading, the invention is below described
applied to a single dimension, for example range or azimuth.
However, it is an advantage of the invention that it can easily
be extended to multiple dimensions at the same time.

A non-limiting example of the invention is described
below, with reference to the accompanying FIG. 1 and FIG. 2,
which schematically illustrate the steps of an iterative method
according to the invention.

The scheme according to the invention proposes, to decon-
volve the received signal, to use the transmitted signal or
antenna pattern, respectively in the range or azimuth dimen-
sion. The deconvolution is obtained by applying a filter based
on modified Wiener filter. The filtering procedure is done
iteratively on the original received signal sequence. The inner
structure of the Wiener filter allows maximizing the signal-
to-noise plus interference ratio, where targets in adjacent cells
are the cause of the interference or masking of some weaker
targets. The procedure is iterative. The scheme according to
the invention may also be extended to include input samples
from multiple scans, allowing for a recursive type of
approach. The uncertainty can be tuned due to a feedback in
the system, to contribute to determine the filter estimation
selection to be applied for the deconvolution.

The scheme according to the invention requires a consis-
tent data model including the dual sided problem: a known
reference, such as a transmitted signal (for the range dimen-
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sion) or an antenna pattern (for the azimuth dimension), and
uncertainties and confidence on such knowledge. These con-
cepts of uncertainty and confidence are a means to embrace in
the model the effects of received modeling errors, environ-
mental factors, and/or instrumental imperfections. Thus, the
data model includes the received signal data model and the
perturbation model.

The received signal is a sequence of samples in the range
dimension (constant azimuth angle) or in the azimuth dimen-
sion (constant range cell). As illustrated by the equation (1), in
case a target echoes the transmitted signal, the received signal
model may advantageously consist of two terms: the target
echo signal and the thermal noise.

P=A"(m)s+b(n) M

where §(n)=[y(n) . . . y(n+N-1)]” may be the received signal
samples, s=[s, . . . sy_;]” may be the transmitted signal
samples (or two-way antenna pattern), b(n)=[b(n) . . . b(n+
N-1)]7 may be the thermal noise samples and A(n) may be a
circulant NxN matrix containing the target profile at each
range (or azimuth) sample to perform convolution. The
matrix A(n) may be defined by:

x(n) ... x(n+ N-1)
A(n):\

xn=N+1) ... x(n)

In the present example, the matrix A(n) represents how
objects located in resolution cells between the (n—-N+1)th cell
and the (n+N-1)th cell may reflect the signal s, each x(n)
being an hypothetical true profile of the target located in the
n” resolution cell. The matrix A is analogously used to
describe target profile convolution in the azimuth dimension
when a rotating antenna is assumed. If's is critically sampled
in equation (1), then each x(n) corresponds to a bin equal to a
resolution cell. If s is oversampled, then each x(n) corre-
sponds to less than a resolution cell. The first term, the target
echo signal, is the sampled convolution of the target profile
and the transmitted signal or two-way antenna pattern, corre-
spondingly for the range and azimuth dimensions respec-
tively. Each target echo signal is a product of a statistically
described target coefficient and the transmitted signal or two-
way antenna pattern, correspondingly for the range and azi-
muth dimensions respectively. Consequently the approach is
statistical: it allows the possibility to include in the model
prior knowledge of the target coefficient (mean amplitude,
and/or correlation in the target profile). Such prior knowledge
on the targets may be available from radar operation at pre-
vious scans. The thermal noise is assumed to be statistically
distributed as zero-mean complex Gaussian process.

An approach according to the invention is here described.
A perturbation model addresses the uncertainty on the tem-
plate, which is the transmitted signal for the range domain,
and the two-way antenna pattern for the azimuth domain. As
illustrated by the following equation (2), the actual template
may be equal to the sum of a reference template and a distor-
tion term:

s=z+d

@
where s=[s, . . . s5_,]¥ may be the actual template, z=z, . . .
7z, |7 may be the reference template and d=[d,, . . . d,._,]*
may be the distortion term. The reference signal may be
calculated according to the equation (2) in a first step S1, as
illustrated by FIG. 1. The understanding of this model is to be
the following. The reference template corresponds to the
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8

designed template or the result of calibration measurements.
The actual template is the effective realization of the tem-
plate, it can vary even over multiple scans due to varying
operation conditions and/or signal distortion. The uncertainty
term collects all causes of impairment in an additive term. The
claim is that even if there is no particular physical explanation
for the uncertainty term, it can be proved that the uncertainty
term increases the robustness of the filter estimation tech-
nique. A perturbation ratio (PR) can be defined as in the
equation (3):

dd 3

PR=—
iz

The PR measures the ratio of the average power in the distor-
tion to the power of the reference template. A large value of
PR means high uncertainty. Given the above described data
model, a linear minimum mean square error (LMMSE) tech-
nique may be used to estimate and generate the filter to be
applied on the received signal samples. The convolution of
the filter and the received signal output leads to a filter output.
Let the processing window be the desired output length, i.e.
the target profile estimate. The iterative procedure generates
outputs on narrower intervals with increasing iterations. Let
m be the iteration number, m=1 being the initialization, and
let L be the interval of interest or processing interval. At each
iteration, the N samples at the extreme of the interval are used
to improve the update in the central part of the interval. By
construction, the final iteration has length L, as illustrated by
the FIG. 2. A LMMSE technique is applied for each azimuth
or range cell respectively in the azimuth or range dimension
to determine the filter that minimizes the mean square error in
such cell. The error is defined as the difference between the
filter output and the true target profile. The problem that is
assumed in this context is the minimization of the equation

(4):

lls - 212 )

llzIl?

 E{lxtm) —w? (m3(m)l)
E{lx(m)?)

mi
w.d

where w(n)=[w,(n) . . . w,_,(@)]7 is a set of N weighting
factors for filtering the n” sample. E{.} is the expected value.
Note that the second term is also a scalar since ||.||* represents
the squared norm of a vector: ||d|f=d”d. The terms at the
denominator are normalization factors. This minimization
problem leads to the cost function in equation (5):

E{lxtn) — w3} &)

E{lx(m)I*}

2
lls = 2l

s D= L

It is possible to write the terms explicitly as illustrated in
equation (6):

{ Ix(I? + wH (303" (mywin) - ©

xx W (RF() - xm)3” (mwin) } Il

Jn,w,d)= O,/W

Ellx(n)|}
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This minimization problem gives the following sets of equa-
tions (7):

{VW Jn,w,d)=0 M

Vg -Jd(m,w,d)=0

where the gradient is assumed due to the complex variables
involved.
Let

The complex gradient can be defined as

¢} ¢}
) ddgr. ddry
V() == : - :
() ) "'J2
¢} ¢} J
ddpr N ddin

The first set of equations in (7) leads to an optimal filter
illustrated in equation (8):

w(n)=E{FeP ()} E{pex* (m)} ®)
With the received signal modeled in equation (1), the filter can
be rewritten as:

w(rn)=(E{AT(2)ss™A* )+ B ) E{A (s ()} ©

where B(n)=E{b(n)b?(n)}. In the hypothesis that target pro-

file samples are uncorrelated and equal to their realization, the

equation (9) becomes the following equation (10):
w(n)=(C+Bx) " p)s

where E{Ix(n)I* }:Ix(n)lzdef:p (n) and

10)

N-1
Coy= 3 pntmspsth

m=—N+1

and s,,, contains the elements of s shifted by m samples and
the remainder zero-filled, i.e. s,=[0 O's,, . . . s5_5]%. Since the
true target profile x(n) is not known, the procedure may be
applied iteratively to obtain a better estimate on the central
sequence of samples in the processing scheme, as illustrated
by equation (11):

WO D)=(CO )+ ) ™ sp@ (1) an

where the sign " indicates an estimate and the superscript p

indicates a p™ iteration. The filter output at the p” iteration
may be given by the equation (12):

#2m=w e (m)50n) (12)

The filter output may be calculated according to the equation
(12) in a step S21, which is a sub-step of a step S2 of calcu-
lating the estimated filter, as illustrated by FIG. 1. The esti-
mated filter itself may be calculated according to the equation
(11) in a step S22 following the step S21, S22 being also a
sub-step of the step S2, as illustrated by FIG. 1. Thus, the steps
S21 and S22 are performed iteratively in a loop. In other
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words, the filter outputs at the extremes of the processing
window at a previous iteration are used to improve in the
current iteration the estimate of the target profile in the central
part of the processing window. Consequently, it is assumed
that given an input sequence for an interval in azimuth or
range respectively, the filter output is a sequence of the same
length. The central part of the output sequence is the output of
several iterations, the outer parts are the output of fewer
iterations and the extreme parts are the output of the initial-
ization stage only. Each part has size N, which is also the filter
length, number of samples of the transmitted signal or of
antenna pattern template assumed respectively for the range
and azimuth dimension. The same procedure can also be done
starting from an input sequence that is longer than the pro-
cessing window so that the output at the final iteration is of the
size of the processing window. This solves the problem of
strong scatterers outside the processing window with side-
lobes within the processing window. The initialization may
be done using the matched filter output, as illustrated by
equation (13):

£O(n)=s"(n) (13)

When explicitly writing out the dependencies of the actual

template on the perturbation model, the filter in equation (9)

can be rewritten as in equation (14):
w(n)=(K(m)+U+B o) (E{A T }2+E{47 ()

dx*(m)}) (14)

where:

C(n)=K(n)+U(n)

Km)=E{4"(n)zz"74*(n)}

Un)=E{4dT(n)dd® 4% () }+E{AT(1)zd4* () }+E{4T
(m)dz 4%}

To solve the second set of equations in (7), it is necessary to
explicitly write out the cost function in terms of the depen-
dency in d. In the hypothesis that the noise and the target
profile are uncorrelated the cost function simplifies to the
equation (15):

Jn, w,d) = (15)

m ()} + Etw (AT 2z A* w(m)} ++E{w (n)

AT(mdd" A*(nw(n)} + Epw! (AT (mzd" A* (mw(n)} ++E

WA AT () A" (ywi) + Ew! b (mw(n) +
—E{xx mw AT ) + d)} -

H
Efxm)(z + &) A*myw(m))] + %

Regarding the derivation in d*, consider only the terms ofthe
cost function contributing as illustrated in equation (16):

Ve J i, w, d) = (16)

;E{(WH AT (W) A* (W)} ++

—F
Ellx(n)|} E{lx(m?}

ElemA* w(n) + 2

{H AT (A" (mwn)} - T

1
E{lx(m)?}
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By setting this equation (16) to zero, the disturbance vector is
derived as illustrated in equation (17):

1 H r B 17
W[E{(W (WA (MDA (mw(n)} +

d
E{wH (AT (mg)A* (mwn)} + - Efx(mA* (mwm)}] + ”DZT =0

The equation to solve in d is of the form of the equation (18):

aE{h(n) (2 (1n)d) - E{ c(n) }+bd =0 (18)

where
B 1
T Elx(ml?)
and
b _ [e4
e

are scalars, h(n)=w"(n)A%(n)”~ and

) = E{x(mh(n) — (W ()2)h(n)).

1
{lxm)?)

Writing the equation (18) in matrix/vector notation gives the
equation (19):

Hn)d=c(n) (19)

where H'(n)=a E{h(n)h”(n)}+bl, I being the identity matrix.
Consequently the distortion vector is given by equation (20):

d=(H'(n)) " c(n) (20)

Writing the equation (20) explicitly gives the equation (21):

o @
Eflxn)l?)

E{x(m)A* (mw(r) — v (mAT (m)2)A* ()w(n)}

1 a !
d = ———E{A* HmAT — | -
(E{|x(n>|2} A%t (")“nznz}

In the assumption that the target profile samples are uncorre-
lated, and that the

Ellxml) = kil € oo,

the equation (21) becomes the equation (22):

1
—Fn)z

oln) ) (22)

d= (% Fo+ ﬁl}il(w(n) -

5
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where
N-1
Fmy= 3 p(n—mwn(nnii(n)
m=—N+1

and w,, (n) contains the elements of w(n) shifted by m samples
and the remainder zero-filled, i.e. w,(n)=[0 0 wo(n) . .. Wr_5
1"

Since the true target profile x(n) is not known, solving for d
depends on the outputs from the solution of the first set of
equations as in the first set of equations and the filter output at
that iteration, which is the current target profile estimate. As
(11) is generated iteratively, a value d can be generated each
iteration, as illustrated in equation (23):

X -1 1,
4P = ( 0+ ﬁl] (w(p)(n) Py

23)
PP ]

P

Nevertheless the final iteration of (11) is used to obtain a
better estimate of d. In equations (15) to (23), the dependency
of'd on the cell index n was not explicitly written, but as the
cost function in (5) is function of n, also d in (20) is. Conse-
quently (23) should be rewritten as:

APy = ( () ~(p) (n)z] 24

fV()+0‘17l Py — —f
n+ — wP(p) = ———
PP ) llzll? ] ( PP

Such a minimization algorithm outputs a value d for each cell
index. It is also possible to obtain a single d for all L cells by
modifying the cost function in (5) into the equation (25):

L-1

Jiw, d) = Z

n=

25
E{lx() - WH(”)?("NZ} =

E{lx(m?}

2
Ils = zlf
Izl

This new cost function does not change the results obtained
for the first of equations in (7), since the derivation is still done
inw(n). The second set of equations as obtained in this section
can be accordingly changed, given the property of linearity.
And consequently the equation (22) may become the equa-
tion (26):

26)

i . Yl |
d= [Z %F(n) + W[] Z ((w(n) _ %F(n)z))

n=0 n=

and according to the equation (23), the equation (27) may
come:

4P =

LI-1
St
[ - ﬁ(p)(n)

@n

I .
Z ((W(p) e (n)z]]

n=
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The distortion term may be calculated according to the equa-
tion (27) in a third step S3 following the step S2, as illustrated
by FIG. 1. Thus, the steps S1, S2 and S3 are performed
iteratively in a loop.

An algorithm to estimate and compensate for the distortion
may structured as follows. In presence of distortion, the algo-
rithm as in the first set of equations may be applied, given as
input the reference template. The initialization is given by the
matched filter. The matched filter output is used as a target
profile estimate for the first iteration, and it is inserted in
equation (11) to obtain the filters w(n). The target profile
estimate that is obtained as output of this first-iteration filters
will be used in the following iteration. The algorithm works at
each iteration on reducing number of samples, as N samples
at the each of the extremes of the interval of'the current target
profile estimate are used to improve the filter estimate through
C(n) in equation (11). The selection of the number of itera-
tions M is done beforehand, and it determines what is the
length in samples of the final output profile. A small M
between 2 and 5 has shown to be sufficient for unmasking the
targets.

The scheme described for the filter generation and target
profile estimate may be applied both in presence or absence of
distortion. In case of distortion present, the algorithm is run
once, the target profile from the second to last iteration is used
as target profile estimate and the filter generated at the last
iteration is used in equation (27). A vector d is obtained and
inserted in equation (2), generating a new s. This s will be the
new reference signal s used in equation (11). The filter and
target profile generating algorithm is then run anew with this
new reference. It is worth noting that the algorithm may also
be applied only on a segment of the entire data as if to zoom
in on the target profile estimate where a strong response is
present in the matched filter output. This solution reduces the
amount of processing necessary.

The application of the LMMSE filtering to the azimuth
dimension allows unmasking of targets and separation of
targets spaced closer that the -3 dB beamwidth, without
increasing the dimensions of the antenna. The interpolated
algorithm allows for avoiding the loss due to target mismatch.
There is a much faster convergence with respect to an iterated
CLEAN algorithm to the correct target profile in case of
grouped target scenarios. In case of similar power targets with
spacing closer than the -3 dB beamwidth, the targets can still
be solved with the LMMSE algorithm, while the output of
CLEAN is giving an incorrect target profile in location and
amplitude. The distortion estimation and compensated algo-
rithm according to the invention enable to solve the effects of
the artefacts due to incorrect knowledge of the transmitted
waveform or antenna pattern, respectively in the two dimen-
sions, thus increasing the robustness. Mismatching of the
target, such as also occur for extended targets or target not at
the center of a range or azimuth cell, can be solved by inter-
polation techniques.

Regarding the feasibility of the algorithm, such an iterative
scheme allows to have available also the target profile esti-
mate at intermediate iterations, and consequently allows for
real-time applications. Moreover it can be shown that the
number of iterations required is low (below five) and conse-
quently overall non intractable. The number of iterations is
independent of the number of targets, but is dependent on the
Signal-to-Noise Ratio (SNR) gap between stronger and
weaker targets. The larger the SNR gap is, the better target
unmasking is achieved by a larger number of iterations. The
scheme according to the invention generates a filter that maxi-
mizes the output SNR in the case of a single target, leading to
an expected output SNR equal to the one of the matched filter.
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In the case of multiple targets, it maximizes the signal-to-
noise plus interference ratio, as it is derived from the Wiener
filter. All interference between targets is not cancelled, but it
produces an estimate of the target profile with minimal devia-
tion, which is very relevant. The iterative procedure is
required to improve the estimate of the target profile, which is
fed to the filter-estimating algorithm; consequently the esti-
mated filter is improved in the mean square error sense, as an
output of the filter-estimation algorithm. The algorithm is
also made robust to deviation of the reference known at the
receiver from the actual template “filtering” the echoes.

The invention claimed is:

1. A method for use in a radar for filtering a received signal,
the received signal being a signal emitted by the radar and
reflected by a target, the target being at a location correspond-
ing to an n” range resolution cell of the radar, the method
comprising the following steps:

transmitting a sampled signal s=[s, . . . s,,_,]” containing N

samples in a range dimension, N being an integer greater
than or equal to 1, the sampled signal s satistying s=z+d
where z=[z,, . . . z,,_, |7 is a reference template signal and
d=[d, .. .dy_,]% is unwanted distortion;

using the radar to receive a signal y, the signal y being a

sampled signal §(0)=[y(n) . . . y(n+N-1)]* containing N
samples corresponding to a measurement of the signal y
in N consecutive resolution cells following the n” cell;
and

applying a filter w to the signal y, w being a set of N

weighting factors, wherein w is applied to y by calculat-
ing the convolution w™¥(n);
wherein determining the filter w comprises performing the
following steps M times, M being an integer greater than
or equal to 1 and p being an integer ranging from 1 to M:

a step S1 of calculating, based on an estimated distortion
d%Y, a reference signal s@;

a step S2 of calculating, based on s%’, an estimated filter

w®: and

a step S3 of calculating, based on w®’, an estimated dis-

tortion d#”;
the M iteration of S3 providing w*?=w.

2. A method according to claim 1, wherein during the step
S1, d©9=0, s©=s and s®=s@-D_d¥V if | =p=M.

3. A method according to claim 1, wherein the sampled
signal §(n) satisfies §(n)=A%(n)s+b(n), where b(n)=[b(n) . . .
b(+N-1)]7 is a hypothetical sampled signal representing a
thermal noise b collected from N consecutive resolution cells
following the n” cell and A(n) is an NxN matrix representing
how objects located in resolution cells between the (n—N+1)"
cell and the (n+N-1)" cell reflect the signal s, the matrix A(n)
being defined as:

x(m) ... x(n+N-=1)

Aln) = \

xm=N+1) ... x(n)

where x(n) is a hypothetical true profile of the target
located in the n resolution cell, the method being char-
acterized in that the step S2 comprises the following
steps:

a step S21 of calculating, based on w®~Y, an estimated
profile X7(n) of the target located in the n” resolution
cell; and

a step S22 of calculating, based on s and X¥’(n), the
estimated filter w.
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4. A method according to claim 3, wherein during the step
S21, ¥ ©(m)=s"y(n) and P (n)=w?V (n)y(n) if 1=p=M.
5. A method according to claim 3, wherein during the step
S22, the estimated filter is calculated as follows:

wED)=(CP () +B(m)) s p2 ()

where p@)=E{Ix?n)*}=%xPm)I%, E{.} being the
expected value;
where

N-1
>0 P msusth,

m==N+1

C(p) ) =

s,, containing the elements of s right-shifted by m
samples, the m first elements being zero-filled; and
where B(n)=E{b(n)b“(n)}.
6. A method according to claim 1, wherein during the step
S3, the estimated distortion d®” is calculated as follows:

-1 . -1
4P = Z g0 Yy
[ 7w e
L-1 1
)
— pr )

where

~(p-1) (o _ - H
FP = 30 g a—mm D emi w),

m=—N+1

w,#(n) containing the elements of w? "(n) right-
shifted by m samples, the m first elements being zero-
filled, o being a predefined numeral and I being the
identity matrix.

7. A method for use in a radar for filtering a received signal,
the received signal being a reflection of a transmitted signal
off of a target, the target being located in an n” azimuth
resolution cell of the radar, where n is an integer, the method
comprising the following steps:

transmitting a sampled pattern s=[s,, . . . s,_,]” containing

N samples in the azimuth dimension, an integer greater
than or equal to 1, the sampled pattern s satisfying s=z+d
where z=[z, .. . Z., |” is areference template pattern and
d=[d, . .. dy._,]* is unwanted distortion;

using the radar to receive a signal y, the signal v being a

sampled signal §(n)=[y(n) . .. y(n+N-1)]7 containing N
samples corresponding to the measurement of the signal
yin N consecutive resolution cells following the n” cell;
and

applying a filter w to the signal y, the filter w being a set of

N weighting factors, wherein w is applied to y by calcu-
lating the convolution w*$(n);
wherein determining the filter w comprises performing the
following steps M times, M being an integer greater than
orequal to 1 and p being an integer ranging from 1 to M:

a step S1 of calculating, based on an estimated distortion
d®~Y), a reference pattern s#”;

a step S2 of calculating, based on s%, an estimated filter

w®: and

16

a step S3 of calculating, based on w®”, an estimated dis-
tortion d@;

the M“ iteration of S3 providing w¥?=w.

5 8. A method according to claim 7, wherein during the step
S1, d9=0, s©=s and sP=s@-V_d®-1) if 1 =p=M.

9. A method according to claim 7, wherein an antenna of
the radar includes a rotating antenna, and the sampled signal
$(n) satisfies §(n)=A%(n)s+b(n), where b(n)=[b(n) . . . b(n+
N-1)]7is a hypothetical sampled signal representing a ther-
mal noise b collected from N consecutive resolution cells
following the n™ cell and A(n) is an NxN matrix representing
how objects located in resolution cells between the (n—-N+1)"
cell and the (n+N-1)" cell reflect the pattern s, the matrix
A(n) being defined as:

10

15

x(m) ... x(n+N-=1)

20 Alm) = \

xm=N+1) ... x(n)

where x(n) is a hypothetical true profile of the target
located in the n” resolution cell, the method being char-
acterized in that the step S2 comprises the following
steps:

25

a step S21 of calculating, based on w®~", an estimated
profile X”(n) of the target located in the n” resolution

30 cell; and

a step S22 of calculating, based on s and x#’(n), the
estimated filter w.

10. A method according to claim 9, v&;{herein during the step
821, X (n)=s%(n) and K@’ (n)=w® " (n)y(n) if 1=p=M.

11. A method according to claim 9, wherein during the step
S22, the filter is calculated as follows:

WD) =(CP(n)4B(1)) 5P (1),

40

where p@(m)=E{x?0)1>}=%@ )%, E{.} being the

expected value;

where

45
) N-1
Em= 3 PP+ msust,
m=—N+1

50

s,, containing the elements of s right-shifted by m

m

samples, the m first elements being zero-filled; and
where B(n)=E{b(n)b"(n)}.
ss  12. Amethod according to claim 7, wherein during the step
S3, the estimated distortion d®” is calculated as follows:

L-1

-1

~lp-1) a

F' lwmy+ —1
Izl ]

60 4P = L
ZFO P
L-1 1
§ ((W(pfl)(n)_ - F(pfl)(n)z]]
— PPV
65
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where w,®(n) containing the elements of w# "(n) right-
shifted by m samples, the m first elements being zero-

filled, o being a predefined numeral and I being the
identity matrix.

~(p-1) S - 1)\
F %= S 27 - mm Dt )", 5
m=—N+1



