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ABSTRACT

Image maps of collections of point targets are investigated for
hard-limited synthetic aperture radar application. Some aspects of
hard-limiting, such as image suppression and spurious image genera-
tion, are derived under specialized weak-scatterer assumptions. Also,
the effect of random variations of target phases on synthetic aperture
resolution are studied. Such phase deviations are used to model
random motions of target locations and, as expected, it is found that
they hinder one’s ability to resolve the targets. Graphical plots of
some point-target arrangements are presented to illustrate effects of
hard limiting and random phase variations. Numerical calculations
are used to verify the approximate weak-scatterer theory and to study
more general cases such as problems involving more than one strong
target which are not readily solved by analytical means.

A simple averaging procedure is devised which predicts many
aspects of the more accurate numerical results, and the procedure

may perhaps be employed in future investigations of mapping con-
tinuum scattering surfaces rather than point scatterers.
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RESOLUTION OF POINT SCATTERERS BY
HARD-LIMITED SYNTHETIC APERTURE RADAR

INTRODUCTION

As is well-known, synthetic aperture radar is an effective high-resolution-radar tech-
nique for airborne mapping systems [1]. By such means, one can ideally resolve scale
lengths as small as the dimension of the radar antenna [2]. However, higher resolution
systems require increasingly longer processing of doppler phase histories of the return
signal. Thus high-resolution synthetic aperture radar requires storage of a large number of
samples of the return signal. To simplify this problem, the dynamic range of returned
voltage is reduced by hard-limiting [3a] the signal; prior to storage the return signal
v.(t) arriving at the radar receiver is passed through a high-gain (or hard-limiter) circuit to
obtain the desired hard-limited return signal as

i

v (t) = h(v,) = 1, if v,(£) > 0, (1a)

-1if v.(t) <0. (1b)

As will be shown, vy (t) retains information on the structure of the actual return voltage
U.(t) and can thus be used to resolve the targets. Since vg(f) can assume only two dis-
crete levels, processing vg(t) is obviously much easier than processing u,.(t).

This report will consider how hard-limiting of the received signal affects the per-
formance of synthetic aperture mapping systems. As will be shown, the mapping process
requires a separation of various frequency components in vgy(f). However, the hard-
limiting operation introduces nonlinearities in the process and hence complicates this
analysis. For example the nonlinear aspect of hard-limited signals precludes derivation of
an exact analytical expression for the frequency content of vy (t). Various approximate
analyses have been derived by other authors [3a-6], but due to inherent weak-scatterer
assumptions these derivations cannot treat problems involving more than one strong target.
By modeling the synthetic aperture system on a digital computer, some interesting results
on resolution of target configurations are obtained that cannot be easily analyzed in closed
form. Also approximate expressions of the effects of random phase fluctuations on target
resolution are derived and compared with numerical results.

The next section formulates an appropriate point scatterer model for numerical
analysis of the problem, and results are presented in graphical form in the fourth section.
In the third section, based on these computer results, some approximate analytical
expressions are derived for target resolution in the presence of random phase fluctuations.
This point-scatterer formulation is evidently appropriate for analyzing hard-limited
synthetic aperture mapping of discrete scatterers, such as collections of localized objects
which may be considered as point reflectors. An attempt is made to model the mapping
of surfaces with a continuous distribution of scatterers, such as mapping of oil slicks over
water waves [7], by prescribing a step discontinuity in scattering intensity of an other-
wise uniform collection of point scatterers. As will be discussed, the effect of hard-limiting
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2 GEORGE C. GEORGES

is to cause a spike (or differentiation of the step discontinuity) to appear in the corre-
sponding image map. Although this treatment of continuous scattering surfaces agrees
with experimental results [7], a more deductive treatment of this problem would require
consideration of the average radar-scattering cross section for the ocean surface [8],
rather than a point scatterer formulation. This analysis is a subject for future research
and will be treated in another report.

FORMULATION OF THE MODEL
Description of the Radar System

To arrive at an appropriate mathematical model for the synthetic aperture radar
system, the following operational system is assumed [3b].

v, (t)e—

Hard
Limiter

vi(t)

Bandpass

A d

Filter
at w = wQ

P Phase

Detector

Signal Film

generator

Optical
Processor

-—o Image
Map

The desired mathematical expression for v, is obtained by extracting the w( frequency
component from the Fourier representation of vg(t) and, in turn, mixing the resultant
band-limited signal (vy) through the phase detector circuit. The analysis of this process
may be derived as follows [3]. Let us represent the received signal in terms of amplitude
and phase quantities A(t) and ®(t) as

v(t) = A cos (wt + ). (2)
As indicated by Egs. (1), the hard-limiter circuit is assumed to be an instantaneous func-
tion of vy(t). Hence we may write the Fourier representation for vg(t) as

v(t) = h(v,) = f eTrH(w) S

--00

(3)

where, by Eq. (1), H(w) = 2/-iw, Imw > 0. Substituting Eq. (2) into Eq. (3), we find

* e—iw'A cos (Wt+P) 4
=2 | e

-00

18

P J (@A) dw'

i cos m(wt + &) j _—

= 2i -€ o o

m

m=0 -0

where

e, =1,itm=0,

=2,ifm# 0.
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Hence
4w (-1m*l
vy (t) = = + ®),
5 (1) = = > — cosm(wt + ) (4)
m=1
m odd

The filtered output v is then found by extracting the m = 1 term from Eq. (4) as

4
vo(t) = - cos (wt +d).

The wt phase component is then removed by processing vy(t) in the phase detector circuit
to obtain

U(t) = cos D. (5)

In subsequent analysis we shall generate resolution maps of radar targets by processing
Uy(t) in a manner appropriate to the optical processor.

Derivation of the Received signal

In deriving the returned signal, we picture a discrete set of point targets and assume
that v,.(t) in Eq. (2) can be expressed as a superposition of returns from the individual
point scatterers. The coordinate system shown in Fig. 1 will be used in our analysis.

4

LINE OF
POINT SCATTERS

AREA ILLUMINATED
BY THE RADAR ANTENNA
AT ANY GIVEN TIME
Fig. 1—Configuration of point targets relative to the
aircraft and radar beam
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4 GEORGE C. GEORGES

In conventional radar, targets are resolved along the range direction r, by range-gating the
returned signal. In this report we shall be concerned with processing the returned signal
from targets along the x direction at a fixed range from the aircraft flight path. At any
given time of radar observation, the distance from the radar antenna to say the ath
scatterer is designated by

o=V Ré +(x - xOl)2 ) (6a)

where x is the along-track location of the aircraft, x, is the along-track location of the
ath scatterer and R, is the minimum distance from P, to the along-track line of targets.

If Ry2 >> (x - x,)2, r, may be approximated as
0 o o

(x—xa)2 '
2
U
=Ry + — (t-1,)?
0+ g, (- (6b)

where v is the aircraft speed along the x direction.

Each scatterer will be assumed to radiate a spherical wave whose field intensity E,
at point P, is linearly proportional to the incident field intensity at the scatterer as*

ay Einc (ra )ei(wt'k’bz*'ff)a )

E (Py)=

T

where k is the free-space wave number, ¢, is a prescribed phase factor, and a, is a
proportionality constant depending on the scattering cross section of the ath scatterer.
For simplicity we neglect the directional antenna gain variations within the illuminated
region and assume

—ikrgy

Einc(ra) &
«a

Since e~ ¥ varies more rapidly with r, than does 1/r,, we may thus write E, (P, ) approxi-
mately as

Ay .
Eq(By) = - el

0

*For convenience we use a complex (phasor) notation for variables whenever there is no loss of generality.
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Hence, summing the returns from all scatterers within the antenna beamwidth, we may
write the received voltage in Eq. (2) as
— i(wit-2kro+,
B (1) = JAqe' atfa) (Ta)

where A, « a,/Ry2. By Egs. (5) and (2) we thus have

T A, e i(2k ra9a)
a

b, = : (7h)
v, |
where
amax
=gyt = > <Aa2 +2 Z AgAy cosA¢a>, (7c)
s a'>a
min
in which

Ay =2k(ry -1, + o = Do’ -

Substituting Eq. (6b) into the above, we find

Umax

3 Ayl (Ha+ 20 ]

0=0mji
v (t) = —8

; (8)

.|
where
Ry
and
Dy = ¢y + 2RR, .

Since the radar beam illuminates changing sets of scatterers as the aircraft travels along
the x direction, the summation limits i and o4, will be allowed to vary with time.
If the scatterers are equally spaced, we require that M = opmax - i defines a fixed
number of scatterers within the antenna beamwidth.

ITITSSYIOND




6 GEORGE C. GEORGES
Generation of the Signal Film and Optical Processing

The signal voltage v,(t) of Eq. (8) is in turn recorded as density variations on optical
film in preparation for the optical processor [9]. As the aircraft receives the temporal
development of u(t), a corresponding amplitude-modulated density trace is deposited on
photographic film. This recording of u,(t) generates the so-called signal film, which is a
transparency with an oscillatory grating pattern proportional to v; = cos ®. The optical
processor generates a Fresnel diffraction pattern [10] of the signal film grating to produce
an image map of the original surface scatterers. We may describe the Fresnel diffraction
pattern m(x) by the following convolution of v(t) with the transmittance function h(x)
of an optical cylindrical lens [9, 11]:

T/2
m(t) = f v (T - THA(T) dT' |, (9)
-T2
where
h(r) = eiS2272

and T is the duration of doppler phase history.*

In our point-scatterer formulation the map function is found by substituting Eq. (8)
into Eq. (9):

m(r) = aiax e~ 2r-t0)? f T2 4 2Tl o (10)
0=0min -T/2 lv.(7 - )]
where
Umax
bin=| 3 Ao 122 (a) 2+ o)
0=Amin

If hard-limiting is omitted, we obtain a corresponding map function for linear synthetic
aperture radar:

Gmax 9 9 T/2 9 .
[m()] linear = Z e—-zQ (T-ta) f Aael[ZQ (T-ta)r 9g 1 dr' | . (11)
O=0min -T/2

*In terms of lens optics, T would correspond to the size of the lens aperture.
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Thus, if A, and ¥, are constant in 7",

2 2 i 522(1 -t )
~-i[Q2 (7-tg) +O ] sin o T
[m(T)] . = l A e l[ (44 ol ——— N M .
linear : ¢4 Q2( )

=®min

Hence in linear processing we resolve each point scatterer at 7 = 5 as [sin Q2(7 - t,)T]/
[Q2(7 - t,)T]. The width At = 27/Q22T of the main lobe for this function may be
interpreted as the minimum resolvable scale size for our radar system. We thus see that
larger T' (or longer doppler phase histories in the returned signal) improves the radar
resolution. The value of [m(7")] linear at each target center also increases in proportion
to T.

When A, or ¥, are taken as functions of time, or when hard-limiting is employed,
one cannot readily evaluate m(7) in Eq. (10). In subsequent analysis we shall discuss how
fluctuations of ¢, and nonlinear properties of hard-limiting affect the resolution capabili-
ties of m(1).

EVALUATION OF THE MAP FUNCTION
Effect of Random Phase Fluctuations

If the scatterers are assumed to have equal, but random, phase angles N
Gy = &g, o = i, 2, ..., Eq. (7b) then shows that |v.| is independent of ¢y. Since &y is
assumed to be a stochastic variable, we may interpret the concomitant stochastic map
function by ensemble-averaging Eq. (10). We may thus write the ensemble average of the
random function (7) in Eq. (10) approximately as*

T/2 12Q2(7-tg)r'
L O2 s N2 Aye =
<m(r)>= Z e’Q (7-tm) f _f‘_______<e-l¢0>d7_r .

o -T2 (1 -7
If < e 0 > s independent of 7, we may rewrite the above as

~ s ) T2 4 eizﬂz(r—ta)r'
<m@r)>=| < ¢7i0 > Z o185 (T-ta) f —a——’— dr’
o -T2 (7 - 1)

< e_iao >! [m(n)]

By - (12a)

*The tilde will be used whenever m(¢) has a random component, and < > will denote the associated
ensemble average,

3ITI1SSYTIND




8 GEORGE C. GEORGES

Thus the effect of random phase fluctuations is to reduce the deterministic map function
m(7)ldpg=¢ by the factor |[< e=i¥'0 >|. By the ergodic hypothesis we may evaluate this
factor as

~ A
<0 > = f ' op(dy) deby,
A

where A is the maximum excursion of <l)0 and P(®) is the probability density function
for &g, If (I»O is uniformly distributed in the interval (-A, A), we have P(¥y) = 1/2A and

sin A
A

~ A
<eo>= — f e P04d, =

Thus Eq. (12a) becomes

<m(r)>= Si—nA—Alm(T) Bomp - (12b)

d. (12b) shows that increasing phase excursions A will reduce the intensity of

< m(T) > = (. Specifically, in a completely random situation with A = 7, we find that
< m(7) > = 0. This condition illustrates that it is not possible to resolve scatterers with
large phase fluctuations.

Having thus obtained a measure of the effect of random phase fluctuations on
resolution, we must now evaluate m(7)|¢y-¢ by considering hard-limiting aspects of the
problem.

Resolution of Weak Targets in the Presence of a Strong Target

If we assume that one scatterer, say o = 1, is much stronger than the other scatterers,
that is, A, >> Ay, = 2, 3, ..., then Eq. (7c) may be expressed as

u(T)l = Aq 1/1 +2 Z — cos [Q2(1y - T N1 + Ty = 27) + D - D]
a>1

Hence

1 A
vr(T)"1 ~ A {1 - Z -—Ai cos [Q2('rl — T N7 + Ty - 27) + Dy - D, 1.
1 o>1 1
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Thus Eq. (10) becomes
T2 A Ay
O 22
m(1) = Z e 2 -Ta) { —Oi{l - Z —Zcos [Q3(ry -~y )(ry + 1y - 27 +27)
o A]. 7 Al
o ~T/2 >1

+d) - @a’]} ¢ 12H 7700 -2al g

This may be expressed as

T/2

/ )
f dr' {ei [2Q2(7-70)7' -Bg ]

o iQ%(7-14)2

- Z - ~Ta)
m(7) A, e

o -T2

Ay ,
_51 ) A_"‘e—iﬂ%ﬁ—ré'-zr(n-ra'>]e-i<<ba—<1>a'+<b1)ezm2r(r—ra+fa'—n>

a>1 71
1 ’ '92 2.2, P " e Y ot
o= — T T -21(T -], (Do + Py D)) 200257 (T-To~Tg"+71 )
2 o>1 A1
(13)
or
T/2 2
m(r) = %112 J- i Z Ao &1 ®1 2% (-1 )1’
2 Ay
~-T/2 o1
T/2
+ Ly Ao i02(7-14)2 drei®a e2i92(T-Ta)T'
A
2 A -T2
BN N (N e
2 ; A?
a o>l 1
Ealv
T/2 0 ,
X f dT'e-i(¢a—®a,+(pl )eZIQ (T—Ta"‘Ta'—Tl )T (14)

-T/2

AITATSSYTIONN




10 GEORGE C. GEORGES

AgAy' e_iﬂz[(T—Ta)z‘*‘(T—Ta’)Z‘(T’Tl )2]

=)

2
a>1 o>1 A

T/2
X dr'e (Par P~ )ezmz(T'T"“_T""‘LT1 )| . (14) Continued.

~T/2

To interpret this equation, we must consider specific cases of scatterer spacing and
phase functions ®,. Assuming random phase fluctuations as in Eq. (12a) (the random
variable @ is uniformly distributed in the interval from - A, to 4,), we may ensemble-
average Eq. (14) to obtain

<m(r)>=|my (1) + my (1) + my (1) + my (7)], (15)
where
sin u 1 Ax\2| _.
m1=TF1 ' 1-— Z "ﬁ elul/T,
M3 2 1 A4
Ay sin ugy .
my = % T — F, e Hall
a>1 1 Fa
ma=- Lo 5" Aafa , SRR iQ2[(r-10)2(1-1¢ )21, )]
3 2 A2 074} Vo ) H
a a>1 1
o
AgAy' sin &4

Q2 [(1-10)24(7-10/)2(7-11 2]

!

28
in which

F,=< e-iaa >, Goy' =< e"i($a5a1+$l) >,
Mo = S2T(7 = 17), vy = Q2T(1 =74 =Ty +To'), £ =Q2T(T -7y + 71 - 17,) .

By Eg. (15) we may associate target images of the map function with certain properties
of synthetic aperture radar. We see that the first contribution m,(7) will peak at

Ky = 0 (or at the position of the first scatterer 7 = 7,), whence m(7) represents the map
resolution of the first scatterer. Due to hard-limiting, we find that other scatierers enter
into the term —(1/2)Zy>1(Ag/A1)2 and hence cause a reduction in the linearized value of
my (7). The my(7) factor is seen to peak at y, = 0, corresponding to 7 = 7. Hence

my(7) represents the map resolution of weaker targets (o« = 2, 3, ...), other than a = 1.
However, the amplitude of my(7) at uy = 0 is reduced to half of its correct value obtained
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when linear processing is employed. This fact may be deduced by comparing m(7) in Eq.
(11) with m; + my in Eq. (15). Thus in hard-limited systems the weak-scatterer ampli-
tudes will appear to be reduced by a factor of 2. Mathematically this reduction is due to
contributions from nonlinear interaction terms in Eq. (18). As a result of these inter-
actions false scatterers are created on the image map at locations which coincide with the
true scattering centers. By superposing these false scatterers (which turn out to have
negative amplitudes) with the true scatterer amplitudes, we arrive at a reduced overall
amplitude at the image map. -Also, this process is manifest in reduction of the strong
scatterer, except that its effect is not as great when only a few weak scatterers are
present (implying that (1/2)2,>1(44/41)% << 1.

By inspecting the m3 and my factors, we find that they produce additional images at
vy = 0 = &, corresponding to .

T=Ty =Ty + T = Ty, when Vo = 0, (163)
TS Tq* Ty =71 =75  Whenfy =0. (16b)
If the set of position variables 74, @ =1, 2, ... are not integrally related, we find that

7y and 7¢ will not necessarily coincide with the positions, Ty Of the true scatterers. Thus
mg and my can produce false images at positions other than the scatterer locations, re-
sulting in possible errors in detection. With exception of the & = 1 term in mg, these
errors are of second order in weak-scatterer amplitudes and may be neglected relative to
the true images. When the scatterers are equally spaced, the T, are then integrally related
and Egs. (16) show that the false images fall at the true-image positions. Hence in this
case false images would not be observed; only a small change in true-scatterer amplitudes
would occur. These conclusions hold for weak scatterers o = 2, 3, etc. such that

Ay << A;. As will be shown in the section on computer results, multiple strong scat-
terers of comparable amplitudes can produce noticeable false images at locations unrelated
to Egs. (16). In this case Eq. (12a) must be evaluated by use of irregular expansions in
the scatterer amplitudes.

Special Case of Two Targets

Using Egs. (12b) and (15), we evaluate the map function for two scatterers (=1, 2,
such that A; >> A,) as

<m(r) > = | my(7) + mg(r) + my(7) + my(7) |, (17)

T sin Ay sin g Ag\ 2 .
m=s—— 1—%(—) e /T

where

Apa Ay
Ag sin Ag sin g .
m2= lT__ -— e-ll“lz/T’
2 4 Agug

. 1 Ay sinAgsin Ay sinwyg
Ay n

e 2(2(7-71)2~(7-12) 2]

AITITSSYTIONN




12 GEORGE C. GEORGES

1. Az \ 2 [sin Ag\ 2 sin €9 o -i2(2(T-7 P11 )
2 i &

m4=— Al

in which
py = Q2T(7 - 1y), ug = Q2T(7 - 72),
vy = Q2T(1 - 211 + 7p), §g = Q2T(7 - 279 + 77)
A1, Ay are maximum deviations of the phases 5’1 , 52.

By Eq. (17) we see that false images will be created at 7= 27y - 79 =71 - (Tg - 71) and
T =27y -7 = Tg + (Tg - 7). These images are thus spaced about the true scatterers at
7= 7, and T4 by an amount AT = 75 - 77. The strongest false image is given by mg as
lying to the left of the & = 1 scatterer, and, if A; = 0, its magnitude is equal to that of
the o = 2 scatterer. Equation (15) shows that the intensity of the ath scatterer will be
reduced by random phase fluctuations according to (sin Ay)/A,. Thus, if = 2 is a
fixed scatterer (A, = 0) and o = 1 is fluctuating with A; = 7, we can obtain a situation
in which « = 2 is visible although the stronger scatterer is invisible. Since mg depends on
interaction between the o = 1 and « = 2 scatterers, we find that the associated false image
will be reduced by random phase fluctuations according to (sin A; sin Ag)/A;Ay. The
false image given by my, at 7 = 79 + (Tg - 71) is due to the self interaction of A, and
hence is not affected by randomness in the « = 1 scatterer.

COMPUTER RESULTS

In this section we shall illustrate numerical evaluation of the map function in Eq.
(10). By these numerical evaluations we may verify the approximate results of the section
“Formulation of the Model” and can also treat more general cases which cannot readily be
solved by approximate means. Graphical results will be illustrated for various collections
of scatterers.

Definition of Parameters

With reference to Fig. 2, all relevant parameters of our problem may be defined in
terms of the system configuration in the azimuthal plane. The parameter L designates
the length of scattering surface illuminated by the antenna at any given time. We repre-
sent the scattering surface by a collinear set of point scatterers arranged at a constant
spacing d. We consider a maximum of n different scattering amplitudes A;(i =1, 2, .. 1)
and assume that this pattern repeats itself with period Ajv. This periodicity assumption is
imposed for simplicity in resolving scatterers at the extremities of our flight path. The
radar antenna is pictured as moving along the azimuthal line at a constant speed v. At
fixed time intervals A7 the radar antenna receives the scattered voltage v,(t) shown in
Eq. (2), and we proceed to process this sampled signal according to Egs. (5) and (9). Ac-
cordingly, in our numerical algorithm we approximate the integral in Eq. (9) as

N/2
m(r)=| ) u(7-nAnh(nAT)AT|, (18)
n=-N/2
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where
T
N= —
AT
and
T = mAT,
with
M M ‘1 M
m - 2 s = 2 ’ ’ 2 9
in which
A
M= —
VAT
)
1
Ro
}' SCATTERING SURFACE
L

/
...4...* ‘ 4 4 4...4 4 4 4 4...4 ‘...

oo o Age e oAy AP d e s oAy A A, Ay Age e e Ay Aje e

e p ]

Fig. 2—Configuration corresponding to the relevant parameters:
v = speed of the aircraft along the azimuthal line
k = 21/ = free-space wave number of the radar signal
Ry = minimum distance from the aircraft to the azimuthal line being mapped
L= Tv = azimuthal length of the antenna illumination
Q2L = kuL/R( = highest temporal frequency of the doppler return signal. By the
Nyquist sampling theorem we must sample the radar return signal
at intervals A7 < 2(2m/22L)
d = spacing between scatterers
N = omax - Qmin = number of scatterers per antenna beamwidth
A = distance such that Afv is the period of the scattering-amplitude pattern
Ap, = intensity of the nth scatterer
®,, = phase of the nth scatterer appearing in Eq. (8)
A= maximum random phase excursions of the nth scatterer per Eq. (12b)

For sufficiently small A7 we note that Eq. (18) will converge to the desired Eq. (9). This
convergence may be investigated numerically by decreasing A7 and recomputing Eq. (18)

to check whether a significant change in m(7) occurs. This check was conducted for each
computed result illustrated in this section. As expected, sufficient accuracy was obtained
when A7 satisfied the Nyquist sampling criterion for the function cos 27, 71 < T. A
listing of the computer program used to compute v (7) and m(7) is included in Appendix A.

In the following paragraphs we shall describe plots of some evaluations of Eq. (18)
for various amplitudes A,,, phases ®,, and scatterer spacings d.

GATITSSYTIONN




14 GEORGE C. GEORGES
Single Target Per Antenna Beamwidth

In Fig. 3 we plot m(7) in Eq. (18) for various values A4 of maximum random phase
excursions of ®;. A constant amplitude A; = 1 was chosen, so that v, of Eq. (7b) is
unity. In this case we may simply evaluate Eq. (12a) by using Eq. (11) for m(7)l®1-9-
We thus find that a single scatterer gives

sin 22(7 - 71) .
<FE)>=T | —— L i1 | (19)
QZ(T-—Tl)T

30 —
-
24 —
sk | (
£
1.2 — -
06— —
L L ._MMAMMMMJ,
(a) ! (b)
r [

(© @
Fig. 3~Numerical evaluation of the map function given by Eq. (10) for
N=omax -omin=1,41=1,
L=d=A=300,Rg=5000,v=100,k =20m 2L/47 = 30, and AT = 3/400:
(a) Ay =0,(b)Ay =7/3,(c) Ay =2n/3,and (d) Ay =7

By numerical}y evaluating Eq. (18), we are able to see the effect of A7 on the ensemble
average < ¢~i®; >. This experiment verified the ergodic assumption used in deriving
Eq. (12b).

Figure 3a plots m(7) for the deterministic case Ay = 0.¥* We see that the amplitude
of m(71) corresponds to the assumed value T = 3, and its width corresponds to 2r /S 2T,

*Since our primary concern is to illustrate the amplitude of the map positions at each scatterer center
with as much simplicity as possible, we draw only the main lobes of m(7) at each scatterer center T - Toe
and omit drawing that portion of m(7) due to side-lobe variation. Thus only the main lobe of Eq. (19)
can be compared with Fig. 3. This simplified method of presenting the numerical results is also used in
Figs. 4 through 9.
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thus verifying the equivalence of Egs. (18) and (19). In Figs. 8b through 38d we plot
m(7) for Ay = w/3, 27/3, and 7 respectively. These figures illustrate how the level of
m(7) decreases according to (sin Aj1)/Aj as Aj is increased. In a completely random case
(A1 = m) we find that Eq. (18) reduces to a low-amplitude rapidly fluctuating function in
such a manner that we are no longer able to resolve the scatterer. The results agree very
well with Eq. (12b) at 7 = 71. At other points 7 # 71, we find that the level of rapid

fluctuations increases with A1, in accord with the increased randomness in target position.

Since these rapid fluctuations are sensitive to the random sequence of values chosen for
®,, we note that their ensemble average would be zero.

We may interpret randomness of phase ®; in another manner. By Eq. (8), we find
that a change of @, is equivalent to a change in (7 - 7,), corresponding (for given 7) to a
change in the scatterer position 7,. Hence a random <I~>a implies a random fluctuation in
the position of the ath scatterer. Under such changing scatterer positions it is under-
standable that random phase hampers one’s ability to resolve the scattering center.

Two Targets Per Antenna Beamwidth

Figure 4 illustrates resolution of two scatterers. To conform with the approximate
treatment used in Eq. (13) we assume Ag = A;/4. Figure 4a shows m(7) in the absence

of hard-limiting. To calculate this case, we substitute [v,| = 1 in Eq. (8) and insert the
so-computed vs(t) into Eq. (18) to obtain the unlimited (or linearized) map function of
Fig. 4a. In this manner we are able to resolve the target locations unaffected by other
corrupting factors and can thus provide a reference for comparing effects of hard-limiting
and random phase fluctuations. We note that Fig. 4a corresponds to Eq. (11) for

Omax = ¥min = 2.

In Fig. 4b we plot Eq. (18) when hard-limiting is employed for the deterministic
case Ay = 0. We find that the two scatterers are resolved at 7 = 71 and 79 according to
Eq. (17). As expected, the relative amplitude of A9 at 7 = 79 appears as half of its true
value and, as predicted by m3 and my in Eq. (15), we also find false images at 7 = 71 -
(r2 - 71) and 7 = 79 + (72 - 71). Figure 4c shows m(7) when not only hard-limiting is
assumed but random phase excursions A; = Ag = 7/3 are assumed. As predicted by Eq.
(17) the effect of random phase is to reduce the scatterer amplitude at 7 = 7; and 79 by
the factor (3/27) sin (27/3) and the ghost images are reduced by (3/27)2 sin 2(27/3).
There is also a slight increase of background small-scale fluctuations in m(r) at points
7 # 71 and T2 due to randomness in the scatterer positions.

Figure 4d shows m(7) without hard-limiting with A; = 7 and Ay = 0. This case
corresponds to a fixed scatterer (o = 2) near a randomly moving strong scatterer (a = 1),
and as expected we find that the o = 2 scatterer is mapped as in Fig. 4a but the o = 1
scatterer cannot be resolved; only a low-level random fluctuation is imaged at 7 = 7. In
Fig. 4e we show m(7) under the same random phase condition, but with hard-limiting
employed. As shown by Eq. (17), we then find that the scatterer resolution at 7 = 74 is
reduced by half. However the o = 1 scatterer and false scatterers do not appear due to
the fact that A; = 7. When we also assume randomness in ®5 (namely Ay = Ay = 7), we
obtain a completely random case and do not find any discernable image. This is
illustrated in Fig. 4f for the hard-limited case, where only a low-level background
fluctuation is mapped.
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Three Targets Per Antenna Beamwidth

Figure 5 illustrates the effect of hard-limiting in resolution of two weak targets in
the presence of a strong target. The deterministic case Ay = 0, a = 1, 2, 3, is considered.
Figures 5a and 5c show the unlimited m(r) for two different target spacings. The cor-

responding hard-limited m(7) for these two cases is shown in Figs. 5b and 5d respectively.

In going from Fig. 52 to Fig. 5b, we see that two symmetrically spaced weak signals pro-
duce a symmetrical arrangement of false images. We note that the relative amplitudes of
Ag and Ag in Fig. bb are slightly larger than predicted by ms in Eq. (15). This enhance-
ment is due to reinforcement by false images which also occur at 7 = 79 and 73. In Fig.
5d we see that an unsymmetrical assortment of scatterers will produce a different dis-
tribution of false images. The largest false image is due to interaction between the two
closest scatterers and occurs analogous to the two-scatterer case of Fig. 4b. All other
false images are seen to be second-order interactions.

30— _
24l =
S | - \f
12} n
o6l n
o | Jl\ | LA JIL A A

T2 7 T3 2 T T3
{a) {b)
| | 11
20 3 R T3
(c) (d)

Fig. 5—Map function for three targets at T = 71, 79, and 73 with A1 = 1, Ag = Ag3=10.3,
d =30, L =A =300, Rg = 5000, v =100, k = 20m, Q2L/47 = 30, Ar = 3/400,
and A1 = Ag = Ag = 0; (a) Unlimited, (b) Hard-limited, (c) Unlimited, and (d) Hard-limited
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Figure 6 illustrates the effect of random phase fluctuations, by plotting the resolu-
tion of the cases in Figs. 5¢ and 5d for nonzero A,. In Fig. 6a we plot the unlimited
m(7) of Fig. 5c, except that we now assume Ag = 7. As expected, complete randomness
of the « = 3 scatterer prevents resolution of its scattering center. Figure 6b shows the
hard-limited map for the same case. Again we see that the o = 3 scatterer cannot be re-
solved. The only false image appearing is due to the interaction of the deterministic
o =1 and a = 2 scatterers. The other false images of Fig. 5d do not appear, since they
involve interactions among random scatterers and hence are not seen in the averaging
process. Also, the relative level of the o = 2 scatterer is half of its true level. Thus,

except for the low-level random background fluctuations for 7 # 71, T9, OF T3, this three-
scatterer problem yields a map which is very similar to that of the two-scatterer problem.
Figures 6c and 6d show m(r) for the unlimited and hard-limited cases respectively when
Ay = Ag = mand Ag = 0. In this case, we can resolve only the o = 3 scatterer. Although
Fig. 6d does not have false images, we nevertheless observe its hard-limited feature in that
the amplitude of the o = 3 scatterer is only half of its true value. Figures 6e and 6f plot
< ;71(7) > for the unlimited and hard-limited cases respectively, assuming Ay = 7, o =

1, 2, 3. We find that this condition causes an unresolvable situation, in that m(7) has no
apparent features at 7 = 74, @ = 1, 2, 3. The random background fluctuations which occur
may exhibit peaks which could be mistaken as scatterer images; however we expect that
the ensemble average of these fluctuations would be zero.

The results of Fig. 6 are seen to be in close agreement with Eq. (15), since this
equation correctly predicts suppression of weak targets and false image generation due to
nonlinear interactions, including effects due to random phase variations. However, as the
number of scatterers increases, it becomes more difficult to interpret Eq. (15) without the

aid of a computer. Subsequent paragraphs describe some numerical experiments involving
larger collections of scatterers.

Ten Targets Per Antenna Beamwidth

To show effects of hard-limiting, m(7) is plotted in Fig. 7 for various arrangements
of deterministic scatterers. Figures 7a and 7b show m(7) for ten equally spaced and
equal-amplitude scatterers for the unlimited and hard-limited cases respectively. In com-
paring these two cases, we find that the hard-limited map resolves the individual scat-
terers quite well but with smaller intensity than those of the unlimited map. In addition
hard-limiting causes false images to appear midway between the scatterers. Equation (15)
cannot be expected to describe this example, since we do not satisfy the weak-scatterer
assumption; hence we prefer to interpret this case on the basis of the computed result.

Figures 7c and 7d plot a case which is describable by Eq. (15). Figure Tc plots the
unlimited map function to show the basic arrangement of scatterers. The corresponding
hard-limited case is shown in Fig. 7d. In this case we note that false images are no longer
present between the scatterers. As predicted by mj(7) in Eq. (15), an effect of non-
linearities in this case is to reduce the amplitude of the strong target, thus resulting in a
higher amplitude for the weak targets relative to the strong target. This enhanced relative
amplitude for weak scatterers causes the hard-limited map function to appear similar to
the unlimited map function. For this reason, a sufficiently high number of weak scat-
terers is said to linearize a hard-limited map system [4, 12]. In this case, target suppres-
sion of weak scatterers will not occur, and one can obtain a fairly accurate measure of
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target strength. By Eq. (15), we note that such a “linearization” can be expected when
the term 24>1(Aq/A1)2 in my is sufficiently large. (Since we require A, << A1,
a=2,3,...,it follows that a large number of targets are required.)

To show how hard-limiting may affect one’s ability to measure relative target
strengths, Figs. 7e and 7f show a case of ten scatterers with linearly decreasing amplitudes.
The unlimited case is shown in Fig. 7e. In the hard-limited map of Fig. 7f we observe a
peculiar modulation which enhances relative scatterer amplitudes for certain portions of
m(7) and suppresses them in other regions. The enhancement occurs in the region of
strong scatterers, indicating that this effect is due to interaction among strong scatterers.
The suppression occurs in the region of weaker scatterers, as is customary in hard-limited
signals [4].

Figure 8 plots the resolution of ten scatterers with random phase fluctuations.
Figure 8a shows the unlimited m(7) when Ag = 7, and Ay = 0, @ # 6. As expected, we
find that the a = 6 scatterer cannot be resolved. The hard-limited version is shown in
Fig. 8b, where we see some interesting suppression effects of adjacent scatterers due to a
single random scatterer. False images are found midway between the targets but, due to
the o = 6 random target, they appear with slightly varying strengths. In Figs. 8c and 8d
we assume Ay = 7, « = 6 or 7, and Ag = A7 = 0. To establish a reference map for com-
parison, Fig. 8c shows the unlimited m(7). The hard-limited m(r) of Fig. 8d shows a very
similar resolution of the fixed (« = 6, 7) scatterers, with a fairly accurate display of the
true relative scatterer strengths. Thus we again find an effective linearization of hard-
limited maps of many scatterers with random phase variations. We cannot use Eq. (15) to
explain this “linearization,” since the Ay, & # 1, of Figs. 8¢ and 8d do not satisfy the
weak scatterer assumption; so that we must heuristically attribute this phenomena to
many-scatter and random-phase effects. To show the dependence of this “linearization”
on the amplitude of Ay, o % 1, Figs. 8e and 8f show m(7) for decreasing strengths of the
background (o # 1) scatterers. As expected, we see by Figs. 8d, 8e, and 8f that “lineari-
zation” of hard-limited maps requires that the background scatterers be of sufficiently high
strength. This follows since background scatterers cause a reduction of mj in Eq. (15)
through the term (1/2)Z4>1(Aq/A1)2. Since the ratio mg/mq increases as m1 is reduced,
we thus obtain the effective “linearization” phenomena. Thus we can conclude that
“linearization” of hard-limited maps occurs if the background scatterers meet the criterion.
Figure 8f shows a case in which £4>1(44/41)2 < 1. In this case the background scat-
terers have little effect on “linearization,” and m(r) begins to show features of hard-
limiting such as false images and image suppression.

Resolving Uniform Arrangements of Many Targets

To simulate some conditions which are encountered in mapping terrain and ocean
surface [7], a computer run involving 60 scatterers with a step discontinuity in scattering
amplitudes was made. Figure 9a shows the true scatterer arrangement by plotting the
unlimited map function.* Of the 60 scatterers, the antenna beamwidth was prescribed to
illuminate ten scatterers at any given instant of observation (with reference to Fig. 2, the
ratio L/A for this case would equal 1/6). The corresponding hard-limited map of this

*For simplicity Fig. 7 shows only the peaks of the main lobes at each scattering center. Thus each of
the 60 vertical lines drawn indicates the amplitude of a scattering center.
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problem is shown on Fig. 9b. As is evident by comparing m(r) away from the dis-
continuity, the relative scatterer intensities cannot be resolved by hard-limited processing.
Thus we see that the intensity of the weak scatterers in the image plane is equal to that
of the strong scatterers. However near the discontinuous region we begin to distinguish
relative amplitudes of scatterers, and Fig. 9b shows the tendency of m(7) to seek proper
relative levels in such regions.

Figures 9c and 9d plot m(7) for assumed random variation of amplitude and phase
respectively. In Fig. 9c the phase ®,, of each scatterer was held constant and the ampli-
tudes A, were varied in the random fashion stated in the figure subtitle. Physically this
condition represents fixed point-targets with random scattering cross sections. As we see
from Fig. 9¢, the map function for this case is similar to the deterministic case of Fig. 9b.
Thus a fixed succession of targets with a discontinuous change in their scattering cross
sections produce hard-limited maps with a characteristic doublet-type oscillation at the
point of discontinuity. In Fig. 9d the amplitudes A, were held fixed and the phases ®,
were selected randomly. As in Figs. 3, 4, 6, and 8 this case implies a random motion of
target positions; hence we cannot resolve the scattering centers. Our inability to resolve
the scatterers is evidenced by the random variation in m(7) of Fig. 9d.

SUMMARY

A study is made of hard-limited synthetic aperture resolution of point targets. We
derive a mathematical representation of our point-scatterer model and synthetic aperture
radar system. The corresponding map function is formulated by match-filtering the hard-
limited return signal via an optical processor. An approximate evaluation is then made of
the map function. In this analysis we include a method of treating random phase varia-
tions of the point targets. The hard-limited aspect of our problem is treated approxi-
mately by assuming that a single strong scatterer is imbedded in a set of much weaker
scatterers. By this method we derive Eq. (15), which isolates causes of image suppression
and false image generation due to hard limiting. As an example, the special case of two
point-targets is considered in detail.

Finally we consider results on numerical evaluation of the map function. This
enables us to treat more general target arrangements which cannot be easily treated by
analytical means. Effects of various target arrangements and random phase variations are
summarized in graphical form, and some interesting properties such as target resolution in
the presence of random variation of background targets and false-image generation due to
nonlinear interactions among targets are discussed. Under certain conditions of background
targets, we show that hard-limited maps are not appreciably different from unlimited (or
linearly processed) maps, in which case the background targets are said to ‘“linearize” the
system. Although such a phenomenon has already been predicted [4, 12], we present
some different situations in which this occurs and give a simplified explanation of its
origin. In an effort to simulate mapping of certain terrain and ocean surfaces, we also
present plots of the map function for a set of targets arranged with a discontinuous change
in their scattering cross sections. The corresponding map function for this case is
characterized by a doublet-type behavior at the point of discontinuity. The computer
program is listed in Appendix A.
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Appendix A

Computer Program to Evaluate vyy(7) and m(7)

FETiN L 9 X

C

TrkE
THE

Tn

PROGRAM SUM

REAL Msdi

DIMENSLIGIN OF CsiaCii SROULD =KL

COMPLEX C(8B00) sCHIBT0) »Cicl8LO) sPI9CPH9CKICPHDC
DIMERSICN OF Mainlsli2s SHOULD = Ki¥

DIMERSICKN D(BUO) sl (8C0) sRCIEUO) »inin (BG0) »RCHMIE00)
DIMENSIGN OF A SHOULD =ivA

DIMENSIGN A(2ZU0)

KL=EVEN KOs OF LOUKS Il TRAVELLING ThE GuScRVATICON REGION

KL=4G0
NP=1

Kii=ivOe OF LUCOKS WITHIN ONk ANTEARA DLAM WILTH

NTS

Kii=KL /NP

NA=10

SHOULD cE EVERN
NTS=NAKNP
NTS2=NTS/2
DX=50e

CEFINITION GF AMPLITUDES A

3

DO 3 K=1sNTS
A(K)=Ue3

Al5)=10

NA2=NA/Z

SN=NTS

SN1=KL

SN=SN/SNh1

VA=100

RO=5000¢

KO0=6248

DTS=DX/VA

DT=SN*#DTS
TAZ2=NARDTS/ 2
DT2=DT*LT

WRZ=U e 5*¥K{O#VAFVA/RO
ADA =0e2831054/K0
WEWR2¥NARDTS
T1=6e2831854/W
TR=DT/T1
APL=DX%*IiA/2 o
THETA=ATAN2 (APL#RO)
APL=2e%APL
WO=VA*SIN(THeTA) /ANDA
TLl=6e4831854/4D

26
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TRD=DT/TD1
PRINT 15, NAsSKLIVASROSAMNDA .

15 FORMAT (% CALCULATION GF SCATTeRING FRGH A ST UF#149y%01SCRETE SCAT
ITERERS WITH#*14»*LOUKSoVELUCITY VA=#:10e3 /% RANCE=*EZ 1003 9% AVELENG
2TH =%E1Qe3)

PRINT 169 DT 2uTSsWsTlaTHyAPLTHETA Y us TUL » TRU

16 FORMAT(#* Tlrc veTwein LOOKS LT 103 9% | ikt ReQUIKED 1O IRAVEL 1HE
1 SPACING LETLLEN SCATTERERS=#£10e3/% MHICGHEST FAEQs b ARD PERIOD T1
2 OF Thit SCINTILLATIRG SIGNAL=#E10e59%9%510e3 9¥RATIO OT/T1l =%E1Ce3/
3% SYNTHETIC APERATURE LENOTR=%210e39% BEAR WIDTR=%210e3/% HIGHEST
4DCUPPLER FREWe=%tE10e3 9% DOPPLER PERICD TD1=%E1Q0e39% RATIC DT/TDl=%
5€1353)

DG 1 K=1,KL

CIK)=(0es04)

NSI=SH*¥(K=1)+1

NSZ=ikAtiSl=1

DO 2 I=NS1sNS2

ANGLE=RANF (=1)=0e5
PHI=((K=1)%DT-I%UTS+TA2)%%2

%g(%l «GTe NTS) I1l=11=NTS
ANOLZ=0
PiriaSE=o0e2831654%ANGLE
IF(II etle 6) PHASE=Q
IF(I] etGe 5) Pu‘fl‘-\st=00
PI=(=uRZH*PHI+PI1ASE) %CnPLX(Uesle0)
2 CUK)=CUKI+ATTI L) #CEXP(PI)
CN(KI=C(K)
CK=C(K)}
RC{K)=KcAL{CK)
DC=CK*¥CONJG(CK)
DIK)=REAL(DC)
DK=D (K}
1 C(K)=C(K)/SQRT (LK)
DG 4 K=19Ki4
PHI=(K=1}*DT=TA2
PHI=wnRe* (PHI%*%2)
PIl=Pnl#CiPLX{Gesle0)
4 Coi(K)=CLXP(PI)
DG 5 K=1sKL
CPN=(UssJe)
CPii=(CesDe}
LO 19 L=1yKM
LK=K+{ -1
IF{LK oGTe KL) LK=LK=-KL
CP=CPr+ O LRI =Cri L)
19 CFAR=CPN+HCILKYFCL)
MK ) =CanS {CPM)
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5 1K) =CABS(CPN)
PRINT 10
10 FORMAT{® THE WURERATOR CiviK) 18%)
KS=(KL+1)/nA+1
Ke=Ko+Y
PRINGT 17 (CH(K)sK=1510) 2 {CiilrIyK=KS9sKU)
17 FORMAT(20(1H s (C(L1TeDsE10es)s1A)/))
PRINT 13 :
13 FCRMAT (% THE 3GUARE CF U(K) 1&%)
PRINT 790 DIK)9K=1910)s( DIK)IK=KIZ9KU)
PRINT 12
12 FCORMATI® THE naP FUCTION To#)
7 FURGATLOLI0(LIH 210clUes/))
CALL PLUT(lsL9391)
CALL FLUT(iivexkle391)
EnD
SUBROUTINKE PLOT(/AsKLsl9IA)
DIMENSLION ACKL)LINE(LIZ2]1)
INTEGER oLARKIDOT9ISTARIPARE (9CON
DATANAZIZL) s loLARK=1r ) o luUI=1rie) s v 1aR=1M%) s P AKev=1rt ) 9 COM=1Hs
1) )
G=lZ2Ue/ 1A
Gl=1e5+(IA=1)%60e
IC=G1
B=Ce
DG 13 I=1sKL
AA=A(])
AR=ASS(AA)
13 B=AMAXLI(AAIR)
DO 1 I=1sNA
1 LINeE(I)=00OT
) GO TO (29394)s1W
2 PRINT 100
GO TO 10
3 PRINT 1Q1
GO 70 10
4 PRINT L1Q2
10 PRINT 105sLINE
DG 9v J=1sKL
DO 12 1=1sNA
12 LINE(I)=BLANK
LINE(IC)=DOT
IP=GLl+u*A(J) /b
LiNe(Ir)=STAR
90 PRINT 105sLINEYA{Y)
100 FORCVIAT{LIHL % PLOT OF PHASE CI(K)#*)
1Ul FurRHAaT(Llhls#® PLUOT UF Tile «ATCrcuw FILTUER RESPONSE TO T RESULTANT
1STGNAL*)
102 FORMAT(LIHLs* PLOT OF iAPPING FUNCTION#)
105 FORMATILIH 9121AL1 92Xsl0e3)
RETURN
END
SCOPL
' LOAD
TRUN591200
116G
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