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Online sorting of radar emitter signal stream based on multidimensional
structural measurement features of ambiguity function
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Abstract: The radar emitter signal is susceptibility to noise interference of feature information and low real-time performance of sorting,
etc. To address these issues, this article proposes a method for online signal data stream classification based on ambiguity function
multidimensional structural metrics. Firstly, the concept of global image similarity is leveraged, and the signal’s ambiguity function is
denoised by using an integral-accelerated non-local means smoothing method. Then, multidimensional structural distribution features are
extracted from both the main and side perspectives of the processed ambiguity function, and a comprehensive feature vector is formulated.
Finally, a semi-supervised learning classification model is optimized and applied in real-time to the continuous input stream of signal feature
vectors, and instantaneous classification outcomes are achieved. Experimental results show that with less prior data, the proposed method
maintains a classification success rate of 99% or higher in signal-to-noise ratios ranging from 8 to 18 dB, and the accuracy can also reach
91.8% even at 2 dB. Moreover, the average time required for extracting features from a single signal is a mere 0. 29 second. These results
evaluate the effectiveness and real-time capability of the proposed method, and show significant engineering value.

Keywords :radar emitter; online sorting of signals; ambiguity function; non-local means smoothing; semi-supervised learning; data

stream

ERFXPL FHIB BRI S BA T W, oF
GE R IRAR SRS S 1R Z A 20 A A SR F Ve R 40 1
IR L BN 24 AR 5 gk 2 14 S ) T

TR (5 5 (radar emitter signal, RES) 43 1% & EIX RES FRAEAYHEE, H AT E 3 XGE 4T BA5
FHEIRMEA R IA G SR BERAFERNNGESE, o0 258w SRk, (Hak sy ik 84

0 3l

i3

S H 9. 2023-06- 16 Received Date; 2023-06-16
* FEAIH  E R A RFIEH 4 (61561028) T H 9T B



278 f# £ ¥

a4t

XPREEF S Mt 2 AR 2 iS55 1Y 40 ek
RAME, B pREL (ambiguity function, AF) ik T {55 7F
N SEE S 2205 B 7 A L S et A5 5 INTE D S5 R 1R
BTG5 O BOR o BCRA A [F] O JE SRR, A] A 42
WA R 3 R AR AR B SCHR [ 4] il BOBOW) ek 3 £
(‘ambiguity function main ridge, AMFR) VI AE R AE, H
15 THAFHIROR . SR 5 1R AFMR DT A2 45 318 A8 bR 5
JEPEIBCT By AR B0 B SE A R IE S B, STk 6] )
X AFMR #EA 7T SR HOP- A AL, IR T AFMR FFAE(E
BPMETERE . BRI AFMR 1R R RRAE A4 40 08 05 B 3001
B B TR 8 A A S 5 R AFMR I
SEFRPER Ry, SEBRN A R, R A AT E e A 3
FRARGE 1 (adaptive grey wolf optimizer, AGWO) kY
B FRED AL (particle swarm optimization, PSO ) ™ 4575
LN AFMR B ZRACR  (EAB AL TR S

PERETSE MURRIE 2 A R0 VB B T4 , T 028 5 125 1Y)
PR AN AT PR AR T A i RN A . AR,
Bl > Ul g M 2 ) 5 AR I B S 9l iz i T
RES 4336 H, SCRik [ 9 1 FH #8 AR A 28 M 2% ( convolutional
neural networks, CNN) 55 1042 % 2% ( long short-term
memory , LSTM ) |, ¥R B #f 4 % 4% ( deep neural network,
DNN) P31 Ab B 45 5 K AR DG IR 555 SCHR[ 10 ] 4ih
HUE5 2 4L BERRAE IT 20 B i At A5 foff PR 4% 25 SRR S5
= IV (attition mechanism, AM) IR B W 25 4715 5
G328 SCHRL 11 ) ERORT RS BE Rl 256 K 4R &,
P T #8 K #7548 (k nearest neighbors , KNN) KA
X (R S AT BRESEA01E s SCHR [ 12 ] WU 2o A W 75 ) B 1
25 P () 25 [8] B82S ( densitg-based spatital clustering of
appucations with noise , DBSCAN ) S dE 4714328 | Pl i
Jik 2 52 A B pulse repetition interval , PRT) R W SR AR
TR, BAR BIR T AR T AT A S e 4 R (H AT
o SR S8 BB O AT R ) B 2 UGE UG H 40
FGERE MELIHE R H X SRR R R

F R IG5 5 T3 3 W P 52 M H 438 S5 s o )i
W i A 22 A TR L, A SCHR ) — b B T A o 045 9 R ik
SIATI R IR ER TR AR S AR L A ik T e, B RS
S AF J5 2R IR fin i ) Al JR 38 35 8 F- 9 ( non-local
means, NLM) J7 b7 2o b B, SR 5 SR BRI ) AF A
F= R AR R AT LI 4 R 2 Y B 4 A B R AL ; B
Jo , R ERGHE J f2f W 2 o) A 2 AR T Bl 24 A
B SRR ) B A5 8(5 5 L o3 e 4%

1 {5 SHIH R

1.1 IESEM

AT A2 T IR R N IR 5 SO s (), DAY

PREICH «

Xﬁ_(T,§)=fﬁmg(t +%)g*(t —%) e 7 g (1)
LA X (7,€) 2 s(e) BRI RREL, HAY L2 f. 2% pR L
g(t) Mg ,g" (¢) Fg(t) WILHE 7 HITHE £ MRS ¢ Ry
ffalAE RO R EUR S5 A ARG R B ¢ 204 AR
PS5 RN, PREE T 5 5 76 AS [R] (1% B %E AU RS T DG e 9%
BEIEE S BB S0 R A5 5 P S5 R R
1.2 EHEREEBLE

S TESE PR R A AR T M 22 BB T
BT S (5510 AF [AIRERL 237 i A A
AF 2 F A G R ECFE SRR B A 400 A, DRI,
T AF 12040 AT SR FH 5 UG- AR ALY L

1) &R AR R 18

AL TG0 Bk  NLM S 7E A -G b 548 5
HARME R BA ML SORERE (R R SRS, AU
FRRF -V B Ry 308 1) 405 3ok 1 47 Jin AT 349 148 4 25 W 4k
P, 3E T R A SR G B SIS sk ] A0 AR AL LA B RO 7 1)
SR AE B, T DR AIE T A 5 FI Sk 0 45 R O Bk
IRV AT SARE G AT 2 3 A 3 T W B G , BE AR A
LRI Es SR Y S

NLM (R4 AR A S 2 1 R R AR INECTE- 2k
flitt VMR ERE, IR ERARER Sy SHuOra iy R
N, MERFUE O T A THERET O F BN T 3, JF it
AHSRPFRGE S« B PO R G N, TR
P, A AF BB S A B RS R O F )
SAEARIEG FRE SN, TS N, AR RS S, a5
F A AR AR AR MR AU LA LE R (150

2) B EnE# NLM

X MG R A A T A PR D it iz B B B 2
JE 2R A A B S A b o LA S R, 5] AR
SyPMG R g R R AR R
JR 1k v A I AT 3 ELAR SC LA IR R I 8 1 G v 0 A Ay Rk
[CHE BT, AT AR REAR T G sl B e AR AL PR T35

THR G ILRIAHRIPER M 35 1R R A m WA 2
BUrES s(m) , HFELTF .

s,(m)=|N, =N, (2)
K. o RERGIRN, 5N, ., WS E, a e [-L, L],
LoNBRIE FHK LI 1/2, & UEEBR R EIG %
BN S, (i),

S,(i)= Y, s.(m),ie (3)

A AL AT, LA @ S Y T IR RS T AT R PR
G A R ER GRS Z (x,y) RN .

1
Z(x,y) = lT(Su(xl o, +1) +S, (% — L x, - 1) -

S.Coy 1w, = 1) = S,(x = %, +1)) (4)



8 1

FIafh 55 T U] e AR S5 A BE YRR AR (Y R IR AR ST IR S e 2k 2k 279

A COARE TR 0 B RS 172, 3T T AF B9°F
T A B — N A2 (A A8, AN s
AF(ij) =Y,
D> w(x,y)
K1y (i) HAF PAEERIRG S AF (i j) 3R T35 il
18, w(x,y) SRR T AT AF (i) BRI T,

(5)

Z(x
o(x,y) =exp(— (h;y)) (6)
Krf.n i RE
3) S E I

ST AR P R RO AR T F LA F
T B/ INOF A B 25 SR 3 28 0C HE B AR I, T AR A A5
IR SR L BRI b F T 8RN U BRI
TR, TR TN AR R 2 B A S B A T e

R332 I 0 B4 AU, o B 5y X TP 5
Z(x,y) SRR W LCIE PR AE b 1 T AU R AL
AW TAUE R R/, HHE T RR IR,
T F AT ROF R G R 7 R s e i ik
TASCHIBIFETS 5, 72/ IE S 2% B 19 [7] AR e 1o X6 £
S AF HEAT IR 07U A B DA HK BT 5 2% H R A B A Ok
T, TR A RIS 5 2 & AR R B

1.0
Hos

1 000
500
. "

(a) SNR=6 dBE I HiMSEQM AL
(a) AF of MSEQ before smoothing at SNR=6 dB

1.0
Hos

0.6
1 0.4
oo

0

1000 1000

g, 500 500
% v
Hpg 0 ﬂ,@}&’* R

(c) SNR=2 dBH I siMSEQMAL
(c) AF of MSEQ before smoothing at SNR=2 dB

FORT 0K INE AR 8, 4R T 2 DA
HIRUE . TER R G O h S SRR R s LY &
B, T DB Sy — b 7 WA 4 2R SR 5 EARBL 2T 1 it
SEREARLE DU S A B Ry S A Y ) AR 3 AT DA AR S —
ORISR 23X 2 A RBESS A 157 i BE A &
I M 7 O B AT O T B G PR R . ] AR S
AF AR IR FRIT B RST RIS x 3 W55 A e
FEAR, AT T RSB E , AL F T EA
BE R Py, W] EHH A MR ER W AUE, IR T F R
ANTER BRI T B 2l , DT ST M6 R B 5 1 AR
AALBGR R , A b o AR rh B M S T, 445
BEE PO REL = 0.2,

KHZ% h=0.2F=3x37T=3x3Mim#k
J& NLM J7 # %F M fh i §L /5 %1 ( M pseudo random
sequence , MSEQ) B AF 53 B 78 {5 e b ( signal to noise
ratio, SNR) & 6 #12 dB HYFRIEE T HEAT 1 1 Ak B, -
SR 1 PR, M 1(a)  (c) ATLLVE I, 7232 5
SRR B TR, MSEQ (1 AF 1B 7 E K E i
F1(b)  (d) AT UL, 284 Jay AR UM F- 3 b BRI  AF
T BB R BR HLARSE T R ZIRAREE ), MSEQ By AF
WG B LA B,

1.0

Zo8

0.6

1 04
oo

0
1000

Higg o, 300 500 . 1

/nr“{g/w 0
(b) SNR=6 dBES V¥ JEMSEQIAL
(b) AF of the smoothed MSEQ at SNR=6 dB

1000

1.0
Zos
E 0.6
1 04
Do
0

1 Z;O 500 1000

g 500 <

x 3 /{#&VT 0 o ﬁ%’ﬁ» 128

(d) SNR=2 dBES V¥ JEMSEQ/IAL
(d) AF of the smoothed MSEQ at SNR=2 dB

K1 MSEQ Y AF 7E 6 F12 dB T (- FH30UR
Fig. 1 Smoothing effect of AF of MSEQ at 6 and 2 dB

2 BUEEHEEFHE

fRF ) AF R = 4R oA, 25 BN P HR = 24

i, B2 ARSEAR G o AL SR B4R OH 5 AF AR
RERSERENE, WS AF 2R, B & LR A
A FAL L BR— AR A



280 %A X

x LR

2.1 EFHERK

1) 73 A B U

ANFEMESHY AF A2 F I A 2R FRE R 70 At
BRI, MIFEE Ty o] I AR F= 0] e e b 552
JIT A A R G ) Ly — B T A, 2 e i, R AR, 9 26
FS B 2 i, T " & T REs AFMR
DT, FERE B i T () A 25 1 T AR AL B AF B R
DAL TR B A e 1 T R 7 1 R LA Bl o 1) A o
P, AR DA R 8 B Al

U

1000

200 40 600 800
i ESRAE AR 7 /T

B2 9KM55 0 AF EMEIE

Fig.2  Projection of AF main view ridges for class 9 signals

B AF W BRBEBCN o, HOH—ABma ] H( ) R,
T AF X FRYE, BU—2- X3k w BPAT, SCRR[15] 51 A
FERPAE AR DG RELARL, ol Y — B D s R O 0 1 R 0 1)
AR (H R T 1Y 23 A D RS X IS BEAR 4 1Y) i ik
155 BOARFIE 531 5 111 B 5 19 38 20 1 5 e 2 o U T L) 4t ARk
YA TR RIE S S BB A R AR I R L, Sk
INZARE R B RRIE2E Dis, , BN A B B, 15 63T
HREREMIE C.

ra |H(a) |*da
== (7)
fo |H(a) |*de

e | H(a) [ A RRE B IAO RE R TU4 A 5
Disaﬂ‘j;
Jf:w(a) -0)*|H(a) [da
) "

2) W {ELE 73 I

55 ERRIEAR L, SRS J5 10 LI AF° ) O 08 P O s e
T Ul R T AR AT B, 9 KRS RGE A 3
JIE7 U7 o O AR RSORY B B (R AR R , LRSI 5 AF
AR RS RN 22 5, wl SR IO N AR, R T 0 ey
IRSL, BATRL Y Y B BE , SCHR [ 15 ] R T B A 54k
EERY A XTI (E R TR A A

Dis, (8)

[RIFh2A5 S4B R F Rl — B E A e 0, 7E s T4
T, A BHEBEBEAA 2 238 Al AR (IR

101
0sr LFM /’/
08t /| \ BPSK

\

/
0.7F  BFSK+BPSK / \\ COSTAS

Hoel ( | -
E QPSK
Sost

1110.4 :

a3l \ Wil ‘
"

0z2r L &’ { ‘

0.1/~ { NS “5\'.,” N

MSEQ

SNLFM

0 z \ :
300 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 700
BB REERINT

B3 9 K055 1 AF MR e (1 55

Fig.3  Projection of AF side view peaks for class 9 signals

WA by dd 25 1Y) T WA AR 2 AT AR SRR AE LS, 45 A
VT &5 BRI AEANTT 240, AF DAL [ B T 15 5 19 55
FEAr M AR IGAR 1Y 22 43 W W] R A RS 11 AR AL iR 5, DA It
T HE AL i A8 b B, T HB 43 ph MR R 5 | A A U 8 AR
BT AR 2250 A PR LRI, DARRAIRRE 7 4, PRI,
AL AR SRR ] 22 734 S A0 3 A AU IE Z — |, % IR
BRI L KT 223 ERA , FR48 b B —{E ] Kk
WA 208 VRl S %) 248 32, DT A B AR (A AR A5 SRR AR A

& AF VERRIESCN B, %R A IH—fkma [ >k P(B) ,
B AF XFRME: B — M B B A SCRBESC A, 76 8L
X 8] P 4 7 48 545 WL p, o

pi =Lpisp2opssp ], ne 9)

THERH QB (R[] 22 73 (0 BN Spd. »

Spd, = Z (Pivr = P2)

2.2 EIFFIEREX

RSP RE A BN RIE , BR DL Lk AF BB K
FRRAE 22 1, o T 3 1k Al 40 £ 5 4 £ Bk Bl B 5 5 10
Iy, B AF W IARFUASAR M AT HT AF S (5 510 RE
R AR OC, R RME S UUAS [E 7 0 BeBOom R, S 8%
ST TR A8 45 S5, L 454 5 BE Ui 72 22 A
225, TN 5 Z BN R T4 R IME AT E
To i R AR,

FESCBIE T W, A I3 — Ak B (14 168 5 30U 2

(10)

b, IR AF IRTE I ARBITRRE | L AF T B SRR, 18
BB IER T W, N,
1 I3
f_Z |H(a) |
W, =B (11)

g\fua)\

T |~



8 1

FIsfh 5 LT RUN] pR A RS H R AR ) T IR AR S IR 5 IR TE 2 20k 281

M AT T W,

3 pw) F

W, = |2 (12)
X Pe

FE SCURRE PR 7 K, 20 5 07 22 0 b (e, Tl ik
AF VAR BE R A B2 | 5010180 DA 39 7 W {1k e i, 0 11
EHT K, M.

1 I3
—> |H(a) |*
Mon=1

K, = " (13)
] .
— H(a) ]
/5, 1oy
Ui £ i 2 PR K H
—%Z\HBH4
(14)

4

K, =
1 < 5
/72} P(B) |

FIE, WA R 2 AN FERRE 4 A EVRRIE A AT 6 4
TRk v, B,
V =[Dis,,W,,K,,Spd,,W,,K,] (15)

3 EHRESELSIE

3.1 ESEER

R i A% i EL VR A TC R B8 P B30 e 91 Ry s
W g S E EE AN RS AFR . LR,
IR TGN (5 5 R R e Bih R L&,
RIS R R Ae o X F O R AR USR5 AR A 2R 20 0 T i 5 e
e DA BB 4 S S 3 e 2 S T A

FUR 550 16 4 R 22 JCHR % 2 Sl Wi 3 ool 44k
PRI 5, VRS AR T Bk g v o ) 2 A A7 S
BRI AE D BAR, JC 1 1 R v 1 X T DR A 8 4 S
M 7 75 5K
3.2 FEEARLMERE

BT TR B AR Din ST R T —FhEELR
B~ M o S B Ak T A A B N A B R
Wi HAEA AL o sh A4 R G0 b i M, LA
JSEAS A I I A B B AL , T2 26 5 WD AR s SRR 32
BRI FTE LB AE B8 3 A

k2B i T A R AR SOR A e 39 A
Jrixt KNN 2r Jep B BEAT AL, #9122 7 i B9 A
KNN 732 24 2 ) (5 S AR R M BE R R 7 3k
AT,

1) WIR2E T FERI IR B rp A5 A D AR 48 19 SE 5
FSREAS, M K-means B35 0128 73 s EAT 526, A

T AF A T AL LA ) iy > B

2) SRRk, DUSR 2R S br o 5 v B A
KNN 20228 B0 B S 18 A R G0 0 15 40 AR 15 7 .
O3 IRA TAERY 2045 A5 5 000 Sy 30 28, D4 o xe) 1oz
KRR E S IR, & WP A5 5 i — 28, JF U
IR EHT AT TS I B SR 2

3) TEL A, e W 18] N AT AR 2 5 5 1 3
X e O RE R, PTSE MRS N, I 2, Bl () G 3
B, FLUE R BRI YR 15 5 B0 W 10, L o 23 Bl 2 2 0
ATSEPEREAR, BRI RR , X Rl oy =, Sk ATk
TRAE IV JR) A A TS I AN R i N H5d R 25 ]
3.3 EHTIALAY KNN 5288

XTS5 5 5, B — i A RGBS RRE
] AR 5 KNN 43 ZER A op A7 9 BT A S R4 7 46 L
TEGANA Ik v BE O W 2802 2k | X o ke 2
FEASHE 5 B SE B 23 BT 8B K R

IR b AR (R AR SORE AR R KNN 43 28 R T
SEHT T ECHRE B) R 0L 2 08 A Sk £ FH v 30 AL A R R0 L
B, I T A A SR B 2 R AN i T SRR AR AR
INA R 8 S A, (Rl T TR AR A A B ke A
FEA B) A AR BLRE | FE R e B & e IREAR I, 2 18T
AU B SRR TR

B IR BIAEE R D F .

D=/2(%-%V (16)

S, x, 5y, AP 2 A xRy 1§ AR, A
R B R

_ ( Df) 7
fj—exp —20-2 (17)

A D, 2 j AR SR BIREA A R B s o D e il
KRB AR ERE

g Lk, A SUE S 1R LR 0 BE A K SE R i R Lk
1 PR,

TR BTN o Yk S5 A B SRR Y B R AR SRS S e LR
W IR AL
A
Types: 153155 I
Num: B ERANEL
SNR: 7MLt
n:%% K BE
N AT HRARE
B it
Ace : Sy PEHERR A
for all Types do
12 for all SNR do

O 00 N AN R W N =

[ —
- O



282 (O I §44
13 for all Num do 1 ) ?(ﬁ%ﬁﬂ@iﬁ@
14 EIR B Y Signal(n) ; Sy b BUEXS T RGN, [ E kBN 4,0 1B
N gt sl BORFER St (0 RS b 2 S O RO 1o 55 B
16 R0 H5E S AF, L
. Bk = 0.2.F = 3x 3.7 = 3x3, ABUMRS s T SVR=2 dB BIIRELT, R ARO.1 ~ 1 HEKIN0.1
NLM 7735 AF $E47 3 b5 B, ASTR] B BB X236 TE 10 22 0 52 i A 1 4 FTow o
18 HHEE(7) ~ (14) B Dis, (W, K, Spdg Wy Ky .
0 Fa L RFAE ] 2t
V = [Dis,, Wy K, ,Spds , W ,Ks 5 %,
20 XV R 3.2 5 3.3 WREITE S0
21 ZER _88
RS P
23 2% g 86

24 GRS Ace

4 TRARSHH

4.1 HMBESHER

S BAEAR 35 %6 AL AT FUERE A 20, BB CON |
LFM SNFLM ., MSEQ . BPSK . BFSK . QPSK , COSTAS DA &
BFSK+BPSK 1A W il 3 9 2B(5 5 A THE L 4y BE L5,

e LFM 5 SNLFM 47 58 ¥ 10 MHz, MSEQ fifi
[1011100]RYEHBEPLFS], BPSK 1 BFSK 5% 13 i
Barker fi5, COSTAS #ii % 4w fisH[1248 510973 6],
QPSK %] 16 i Frank f%, BFSK +BPSK i JH 45 % 4 %
(32645 1]F15 1 Barker BIRASWH . A {55 kv

PIA , AR5 5 (340 R 10 MHz, T A 15 5 B R EE K
FEH 1024 i,

WA R A5 5 28500 e S8, 07 B AR LS 5 B O
9 RAFFRASER 1 200 4511 10 800 A~4ligHF 5+
AIFBRENLACREHED , JE L% 2R A H B — @ T 1%
LA E KB AE T T 5, 8 5 G R A 0, 22
T FLSCNG O A% 3 A s TR R AL 5 JE I HE 4 A5
PASE RIS RN A5 5, I8 FH 45 1 B2 7 1 2 3 1 - 240
YRR TE 26 43 5 B AR ME I 5, S8 i T3 AL Oy 2
OMEN 16,CPU >4 2.30 GHz, W17} 16.0 GB, i EV- &
5 MATLAB 2021a,
4.2 SEIK

{5 5 43 36 WA 38 57 R T SF- T 530 1 A R o B i A
KNN 72 P RE , 5 - BURAL 19 S 40, DI 1S 65
SR A LR T IR

SEPR b AR S ARG HAT R R A 2 e, T
P55 eI BRI A PR . e Se g ik e 15 5 8utia 4R
HIT 200 MFEA Ry e 30 B | O STk A 2 2 BT il 3R 2K
REZL % 10 600 EHEAE Ry Ml 4R B 5 AR IR A5 A 532
B SRR RO R A R = 0.2, S5k = 4, XF
FIrEAEHEAT A 8T

82+

80 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]
01 02 03 04 0.5/ 06 07 08 09 1.0
h

4 R[FEPIRBCR RS R AL
Fig.4 Comparison of correct sorting rate for different

smoothing factors

P &4 AT WL R AN A EUE I TS RO,
X F W G B RIE R A b= 0.2 B, A ik
WaRR R e, (HFE h BUEASKIE I, 551 AF L
SN B il W EE R PSR S G
TEAR BME LA 23 IR T 4 1 15 22, B I 15 7 1 &R
Homo.2,

2) kAERIBEHL

15593 BE TR B LA B HE R FEAR KRR AR T 0 2edi b
kA RYBEI, & 45 i 25 30 1 4 22 /DA Bt AR R AR X £
SRR ST, B E A (S SNR 2 dB, [ E
h=0.2,0 =1, 8% HESFT/AELR 5%, WL KNN
L RRERT G AN R kA BT FE RS A 52, 25 R n &l 5
FiR.

—A—KNN
13.0 —o— FHTIMABLEKKNN
12.5
12.0

K5 R k(ST RGFEm AL 1L
Fig.5 Comparison of system time consumption for

different values of k



8 1

FIsfh 5 LT RUN] pR A RS H R AR ) T IR AR S IR 5 IR TE 2 20k 283

M S AT LLE Al R R SR A T e B SE g
M TR BRI 2 S 5T kDA T et 1 &
RNl Y = N Ry i AN T & &= R c el b
T 4k HLT A8 B, i REAS o A AR L A B B AR g
L ARG KBRS A BT N R, 7RSI AR
TR AR L HE 3 Jm b B 1 ~ 10 BY B Rt 4 8 T
13% , H k = 6 BYFERT B8 T T00E , J5 2k MG kA, (A
[T AEENBE LRI, T b (EECRIT, B R R BR R (1)
BEAK AR T3 A0 ST sk A /0N, HASUER JLF 1T L 22
AT, TR T 5k T B 26 B ik 5 R 480y
T IE A 2 B S B0 FE R AR AN 1 6 s,

92 -

B 6 AN[E k{E T IER 2R Ak

Fig. 6 Comparison of correct sorting rate for different

M 6 nl %, k{E/NT 4 F, R B T AR REAR 3520 |
Xof S (B AN JRy o1 00 kT R, BRIz AL B AN A2, 51k
ST TDRRBGIN S 10 & P IUE R T 4 B IE AR RE AR,
k EUE K, i 25| AREL X REAR , G 8 Al
RAUE AT PERE T B

CEGIBATRERT Sk e B IR b = 4, BDXT AT
R EEEE , M 4 A5l O R AR A T IO 4R 2
4.3 LInMEEELLIR

S5 A X A [RS SAE AN R RRIE R IO 7 AN TR
Gy A 3 NI AT 4R A MR AU XS LEAR T, AR IE
AR SCHE AN TR) S 56 B B R FH A8 2 RN AR 4 BEASE AR 11 5 30
HRZALEE ), K55 SNR AL TF 2~18 dB 55, &
B 2 dB Az i — 21 Bl 228 & 1R 5 B iR A

1) AR ) H R

G R ARG S AF B RO R
BT 0 3 W B S 38k AT S B, A TR
SNR 53k E#ZNR 1 iR,

M 1 AT 0L, S fE SNR=2 dB HfE ML R
PUNBERP R 74. 86% , X & U AIZ T 16 5 T B AF 1
PG (A5 5 40 5 B AR IG5 e b T Bk 1k
JRE AR F SR TEZ A BFEE, R
Ml AR XA/, DR e 28 I S B ot . AR L2 s
Yk 76 I {5 W b B T U MR BB A KR 2 T, B 7E

values of k SNR=2 dB B}, I EARRA SO s s AR St T A
1 AEFEBEENERMER
Table 1 The correct sorting rates for different smoothing algorithms %
R KRGS 2 dB 4 dB 6 dB 8 dB 10 dB 12 dB 14 dB 16 dB 18 dB
(LR 74. 86 82.57 93.36 97. 61 98. 10 98. 50 99. 62 99. 85 100
IR ] 93.82 94. 96 95.58 96. 88 98. 14 98. 42 99.92 100 100
AR 91.80 95.70 96. 64 99. 57 99.79 99. 96 100 100 100

FH T R BT A SCRE S T AF KT
L JfE oL, 2B T WA T, SR, BEAE I
B WP A S MR e N AR SO I SR G i R T
LR fE BT R T4 HER %, SNR=4 dB
DAL PERERIE TH AP J7 3%, HAE SNR=8 dB I,
IEHf 0 e R 5 L IR F] 99% LA I, HA HEpR i sl

2) ANFEFHEPERER) LLER

TEMCA S H A3 BE TSR AR (55 2 BE R SRR, S e iE
ASCHEBUFEAPERE, EE AF = 4EERAET B ZS T [A] R
(dynamic time Wa:rpinzcjr,DTW)JIFE%%%‘?E»ZO1 A SRR
3 PR ICRAE 7 YA T X LSS, S5 & 7 R

Hi 7 AT, SCHR[ 21 ] SR BBOSURE Al 3112 $2 BURRALE
HRRIE RN A5 5 AR o7 M 75 7 1 A7 3 B 7 32 3 MR

S IR IR R R 22, P B IE B A e RN,
SCHRL 1S 1R T ORI R B F2 08 0 | B AR AR
PRI = HEFEAE HEAT 31 , (I 5 A0F X M8 7 258 Ay B0k
SRR R N A5 S 0 AF PR AR TR AR | A E O R RS
L, H UL A — B (R 5 1% AR [ (5 5 /9 3 0% 4 A
SNR=2 dB B}, 733 U R AUA 82.46% . SCHR[20] LA
DTW T35 A5 5 8] A AH 8L EE DA T A4 22 B B9 R AIE , AN [F]
SNR W PEREAI XS B 4F-, SNR =2 dB B, 1E i 43 1 3 ik 3|
T 88.67% ,H Iy ik B 0] 2 4% 3 A e L 40 o M A R
PRAIR T A SCHRRAE 171 A ST B 22 4 FRAE I T AF
FIRHIE S B, mR T AF B, H BG5S
BUMEFEPERE  E SNR 2 2~10 dB 3REE T, 403k il 8
T HAy 3 FARAE



284 & L £ ¥ W

a4t

SN)g/dB
BT ORI AERE A e

Fig.7 Comparison of the performance of different features

3) RIRl4rk 7 Z 1Y ik

IR TE AR SCHE R S A sk, B it S IR S
Hk[4,22-23 ] iR BEAT X HL A3 AT, IR sl 25 SNR B 15
STy ) SR A RN E 8 TR

100
98

RS
JFE' 94
§ 92
90
—o—A Bk
88 —A—3CHR[4]
SCHR[22]
86 ‘—V—)'Ciﬁk[23]
2 4 8 10

SN}g/ dB
B8 RIR IR R

Fig. 8 Comparison of different sorting options

HH & 8 AT UL, 24 SNR=2 dB ISf, 4 Fli 7 1 14 43 V& M
FREIREIAF] 90% K LA b Hir SCHR[ 23 1R IR E B
M SRR BIE S 7ER R SNR R (1 7 e 45 SRR
M, SNR=4 dB wEE 155 99. 5% AY LA, (HiZ 3256 LA
1200 M55 h—H I CR /PR IEAT 50 Uk, 1y
Jr s 223.7 s £ AE R B A EAS B . SCHER[ 4]
AFMR 1E28 70 3 FRAE, B A B bt TP 6e Jr, B4 H
KFCM BTkt 740 ik , T2 O 48 @ RS H | R i
W5 —E M aEACTHE, 75 SNR =2 dB 3R85 T M ff RAL
FEA SO i i 2% o SCHR [ 22 ] 25 43 H00 0 L A8 4ok
PRI 4 21 IR AE ABL R B8O BRUARR AT 1) 6t (8 FH KNN 43
FARIEAT oy e, R BRI T ARG 5 (8] 8 25 54
Joy ik FERY, fE SNR = 4 dB B, R TN 4y ik Rk B T
96. 3% , W& T AL )y ¥, {HAE SNR=2 dB B, P51 0
I%, Hm fm e R A Sk 4 25

SNR=2 dB B}, A 3L 5 1 1E 8 31 Z A0 F SCRik[ 22 ]
T, BEAR T SCHk [4] 1 SNR =4 dB 5T 53¢
B[ 227 7 JLF-H5F ; SNR=8 dB K LA I, iR Rl 6k
WG, 5 5CHR[ 23] IR AH2ZETC L, AR 3 Fh ik AR
SCOTEEBORTE SNR M 2~8 dB BB, 49 s 3 R 13k
FNEA, BRHAE TE SR e 2 BRAEL ST, HIFAT
BNGREFEAR SR ZVGEITHE W A YEr Rk
B SEEF A R, 45 6 3 SRR AR SR AT 0 1H B 8] A9 Lo X B
BAAF IS SBLT Ik (14 S B 40k
4.4 REGMEEST

1) BE T

A RGBT B —E W R FEA T S A R
A B T S0 A5 1) 538 S S R T Y TR B 4335 1 A
HEAE SERS TR T, A ARUEAS 5 I e T 1, T R R
Pt TP RO R R . [k i 2 5bF 2.4 .6 dB
B SNR AN AR RIS 528 200, e 00T 114
BFIK 1 000 MEEA I IER /3%, 45 R A 9 FiR .,

97(
961

95;—/,:/“/
94,

§93‘
5 92k

g,,1

:’%91

90
891

881 —0—2dB
87 —4—4 dB
6 dB
86 1 1 1 1 1 1 L 1 %103
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
HAIRIEA S

K9 FEARTELARIA I 5 IER 7 R
Fig.9 Comparison of correct sorting rate of sample

online arrivals

H1& 9 AL, 7E SNR=2 dB HYFREE R | B HE I 5
B A AR R AT BEAR, 458 3 000 AR AHE A
i, IE A R [T 929 FHORFRRRUE , Ik B3 A L
0.2% . 1M SNR=4 dB I}, 433k 01 F 8 LA 93.9% ,
(A BERT B HfEE | R G0 W IE RIS rh i {5 5 2, fi
U BB A S T, B 5 000 A5 B O FE AR
S ER AT 95. 38% . 4 SNR HAINZE 6 dB, #1441k
HER R ORRHL = 7K, AR HZ IR 56 3 000 A FFEAS {f 7
TR AT DL SN NG 4 000 DNECHETTF 4G, e R AR+
ANDERE B FE ZE BT AN [ 0 L T WS 5
AR LR GAE T AL S A5 5 A B R RE R 5 e b i A
e,



55 8 10 FIafh 55 T U] e AR S5 A BE YRR AR (Y R IR AR ST IR S e 2k 2k 285
2) s BRI 3 B 4.5 SEMFEABIELR

SE IR o X A R (1 R A I o ik R R — R
M), AT AN ] (KR e I R A I IR RS S,
SR E N 200 1% 45 18 i & 800, 2Kk 100, #E {5 5
BAEFA SNR 73 Ab T 2 4 .6 dB AYEREE T EF 75055, B
IHRBEA R 40 10 000, SFIHERR R A 10 FiR,

100

98-
96

90+
—0—2 dB
88 —&—4 dB
6 dB

86 1 1 | 1 1 |
200 300 400 500 600 700 800
SRR

K10 A[FE s R i T i IE s 7 5
Fig. 10 Comparison of correct sorting rate for different
amounts of a priori data

SRS R A5 T B IR B TR 2R 0 B P S HE A R
B S 56 Bl e O M AT 2 g, HL SIVR Rg b T i R B
%, AR AR KT 500 B3 Fh SNR FIE T, IE#4)
e b TR A, R G REARTERE RS T-F52 . SVR=2 dB
FIFREE R, eI R DA 200 30 2 800 i, 4330k i 3 %
ASEMR TR B T 3.03% , B SNR #AK, T LA Je g A 1y
SIS HER AR LA AT AOK S T SNR 2 4 16 dB B3R5
T, B e B0 5cs BRI 2 800, A8 Ak i B 43 AT 2. 52%
Je2.26% 40T 3% LIF o Bl 1 AEBUIR SNR LB
BB BRI A SCRIR R G BA RIFRIZE N &
SR EREE,

Sy it — 25 B UE A SO I A S B R 3 b i g A A
A, R 5 T 3K A1 3 38 43 S 0 EHE HE AT S5, BE IR
5 FhE AR SR R A B9 4 700 ME S, BT 3 500 MR
A IR A Y R U, R AR S E S B Sk 2
TN SE DUBE SR T 100 A5 5 4R N S 56 B, R Ay
FEAE g S RRCHE | #5607 i A G0 3E R GE, o BEHE A R
b aniE 11 s,

85

84

SzM
C

78 2 3 4 5 6 7
FEAHREANEU(<500)

11 SEMREAHGR S S A v R ARk
Fig. 11

Comparison of correct sorting rate of measured

sample arrivals
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Table 2 Measured radar radiation source signal data parameters
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Table 3 Comparison of algorithm complexity of

different methods
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