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Optimal Joint Target Detection and Parameter Estimation By
MIMO Radar
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Abstract

We consider multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) radar systems with widely-spaced an-
tennas. Such antenna configuration facilitates capturing the inherent diversity gain due to inde-
pendent signal dispersion by the target scatterers. We consider a new MIMO radar framework
for detecting a target that lies in an unknown location. This is in contrast with conventional
MIMO radars which break the space into small cells and aim at detecting the presence of a
target in a specified cell. We treat this problem through offering a novel composite hypothesis
testing framework for target detection when (i) one or more parameters of the target are un-
known and we are interested in estimating them, and (ii) only a finite number of observations are
available. The test offered optimizes a metric which accounts for both detection and estimation
accuracies. In this paper as the parameter of interest we focus on the vector of time-delays that
the waveforms undergo from being emitted by the transmit antennas until being observed by
the receive antennas. The analytical and empirical results establish that for the proposed joint
target detection and time-delay estimation framework, MIMO radars exhibit significant gains
over phased-array radars for extended targets which consist of multiple independent scatterers.
For point targets modeled as single scatterers, however, the detection/estimation accuracies of
MIMO and phased-array radars for this specific setup (joint target detection and time-delay

estimation) are comparable.

1 Introduction

Inspired by the diversity gains yielded by multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) communication

systems for alleviating wireless fading impediments, the concept of MIMO radar systems has been
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first introduced in [1] and further developed in [2-8]. The underlying idea of MIMO radar for offering
diversity gains is to illuminate uncorrelated waveforms at the target such that their corresponding
reflections remain uncorrelated and hence offer independent observations of the target. It has been
demonstrated that such diversities in observing the target bring about performance improvement
by enhancing the accuracy in detecting the target and estimating its associated parameters, e.g.,
range, speed, and direction.

MIMO radar systems can be exploited for capturing radar cross section (RCS) diversity via
deploying widely-separated antennas [4], or for establishing more degrees of freedom by configuring
co-located antennas [9]. While the former configuration improves detection and estimation qualities
and supports high resolution target localization [5], the latter one enhances the power of probing
in the vicinity of target location [6,7,10].

In this paper we consider a widely-spaced antenna configuration and treat two problems. First,
we analyze the problem of target detection when some radar parameters are unknown and needed
to be estimated. We offer a framework for joint target detection and parameter estimation (with
optimality properties provided in Section [3) when the receive antennas can acquire only a finite
number of observations. While the proposed framework can be exploited for detecting the target
in conjunction with estimating any parameter of interest, we consider the problem of detecting
a target that lies in an unknown location. In our formulation, the uncertainty about the target
location is accounted for through the time-delays that the transmitted waveforms undergo before
reaching the receive antennas. We formulate this problem as a composite hypothesis test which is
shown to be solved optimally via the widely-known generalized likelihood ratio test (GLRT). Note
that the existing optimality results of the GLRT hold only asymptotically for an infinite number
of observations under certain assumptions [11, Sec. 5.6].

As the second problem, we analyze the diversity gain of the proposed detector, which is defined
as the decay rate of the mis-detection probability with the increasing signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)
for a fixed false-alarm probability [4]. We analytically quantify the diversity gain as a function
of the number of transmit and receive antennas. This notion of diversity gain for MIMO radars
has been first examined for MIMO radars in [3] and [4] for the MIMO radar model introduced
in [3], which considers detecting the presence of a target at a given location. It is noteworthy that
another notion of diversity gain defined as the detector’s divergence in high SNR regimes has also
been analyzed in [3].

We treat the two aforementioned problems for two target models: point targets which are



modeled as single scatterers [4,5]; and extended targets, which are comprised of many isotropic and
independent scatterers. The summary of the contributions and results of this work is as follows.
We propose an optimality measure which is shaped by target detection performance, parameter
estimation accuracy and false-alarm probability. The corresponding optimal composite hypothesis
test that satisfies some optimality criteria is introduced and deployed for detecting a target in
an unknown location. Next, for an N; x N, MIMO radar system we characterize the maximum
likelihood (ML) estimate of the time-delay vector which consists of N; N, components corresponding
to different pairs of transmit-receive antennas. The optimal detector corresponding to such ML
estimate is also derived. This detector differs from the existing ones in the literature in the sense
that it aims at detecting a target in an unknown location, whereas the existing MIMO radar
detectors break the space into small cells and detect the presence of the target in a specific cell.
Finally, we demonstrate that for the proposed detector, in an N; x N, MIMO radar system with
widely-spaced antennas and with an upper-limit constraint on the false-alarm probability, the mis-
detection probability decays as SNR™NN" for extended targets and decays as SNR™! for point
targets. Such mis-detection probability in phased-array radars for both extended and point targets
is shown to decay as SNR™L. The same observations for extended targets and phased-array radars
have also been made in [3] and [4], albeit for a different MIMO radar model and different detectors.
The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section Rl provides the MIMO radar system
model. The statement of the composite detection problem and the definition of optimality are
provided in Section Bl We formulate and analyze the joint estimation and detection problem for
MIMO radars for extended and point targets in Sections [4] and [, respectively, and for phased-array
radars in Section[6l The analysis on the diversity gain are presented in Section[7l Simulation results

are illustrated in Section [§ and Section [ provides the concluding remarks.

2 MIMO Radar

We consider a MIMO radar system comprising of N; and N, transmit and receive antennas, re-
spectively, and adopt the classical Swerling case I model [12] extended for multiple-antenna sys-
tems [3,4]. According to this model, a target consists of one or more small scatterers exhibiting
random, independent and isotropic scintillation.

We define P as the number of the target’s scatterers and denote the locations of these scatter-

ers in the Cartesian coordination by X, for p = 1,..., P. Also, we denote the reflectivity factor

P

»—1 are identically and independently distributed

of the p'* scatterer by ¢, and assume that {¢,}
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Figure 1: A MIMO radar system.

as zero-mean complex random variables with variance %. The target and reflectivity factors are

assumed to remain constant during a finite number of observations denoted by K and change to
independent states afterwards. Motivated by capturing the inherent diversity provided by inde-
pendent scatterers, the antennas are spaced widely enough (such that they satisfy the conditions
in [3, Sec. II.A]) to ensure that the received antennas capture uncorrelated reflections from the
target. As illustrated in Fig. [Il we assume that the transmit antennas are located at X! , for
m = 1,..., V¢, and the receive antennas are located at X, for n = 1,...,N,. The transmit an-
tennas emit N; narrowband waveforms of duration T' with baseband equivalent models given by
\/%Sm(t) for m = 1,..., Ny, where E is the total transmitted energy and [ |sm(t)|?dt = 1. In
contrast to the conventional phased-array radars which deploy waveforms that are identical upto a
scaling factor [13], in MIMO radar systems these waveforms are designed such that they facilitate
acquiring independent observations of each scatterer and often are assumed to be orthonormal [4],

ie.,

Vm,n, /Tsm(t)s;i(t) dt = 6(m —n), (1)

where * denotes complex conjugate and §(-) is the Dirac’s delta function. As depicted in Fig. [T,
the waveform illuminated by the m!* transmit antenna to the p!* scatterer and received by the
n'" receive antenna passes through an end-to-end distance which we denote by db, », and undergoes

a time-delay which we denote by 7., = dh,.n/c, where c is the speed of light. By defining 3 as



the path-loss exponent and superimposing the effects of all scatterers, the base-band equivalent of
the signal received by the n'" receive antenna due to the waveform s,,(t) (transmitted by the m'*

transmit antenna) is given by

P
E 1 B —j2m fork
Tm,n(t) = \/ ﬁt ZCp(%) Sm(t - ng;@,n) e J2mfeTm,n + Zm,n(t)' (2)
p=1 ’

Note that this model differs from those of [3] and [4] in the sense that we have added the attenu-

B -B
ation effects of path-losses by including the terms ( ) = (Tf;@,n c) . The exponential term

exp(—j2n fehn) in (2)) represents the effect of propagation phase shift, where f. is the carrier
frequency, and zp, ,,(t) ~ CN (0, N%), denotes the additive white Gaussian noise.

We define X as the location of the gravity center of the target and denote its associated time-
delays and distances by {7} and {dy, »}, respectively. We assume that the distances {dy, ,} are
considerably larger than the dimensions of the object such that we can replace the distances and

the time-delays associated with the scatterer X, with those corresponding to the gravity center of

the target Xo, i.e., dhn = dmn and Thn = Timn, Vp. Therefore
sm(t =78 n) = sm(t — Tmn), for m=1,..., Ny, n=1,...,N;, and p=1,...,P.  (3)

Using ([2)-(3]), the received signal at the nt" antenna, which is a superposition of all emitted wave-

forms, is given by

Ny P 3 '
ra(t) = \/% >y (ﬁ) Cpsm(t — Tunm) € 92T eThin 1 2 (1)

m=1 p=1
N _ P
FE (& B . P
R D D e k) D A O} (4)
¢ m=1 Tm,n p=1
éhm,n

where z, (t) = SN Zn(t) ~ CN(0,1). Furthermore, we assume that the waveforms are narrow-

band. Based on the narrow-band assumption we get [4]
VT, sm(t) = e s (t—7), for m=1,...,N;, and n=1,...,N,, (5)
which in conjunction with the orthonormality assumption () implies that
Y Tonks Tn ks /Tsm(t — T k) S (t — Tp ) dt = 0(m —n). (6)

We also define the time-delay vector 7 = [T11,...,7N;,N,]. Based on the model given in (2) and
noting that the noise-terms {z,(¢)} are unit-variance, the transmission signal-to-noise ratio, denoted

by SNR, is given by SNR = %



3 Problem Statement

We assume that the receive antennas sample the received signal at the rate of Tis samples per
second. By defining 7 [k] £ 7 (kT}), zn[k] = 2, (kTs) and sy, [k; 7] 2 sm(kTs — 7), the discrete-time

baseband equivalent of the received signal when a target is present is given by

Ny
E 1
rolk] = 1/E P E i hinnSmlk; Tmn] + 2nlk],  for k=1,... K. (7)
m=1 'mn

We also assume that the sampling rate is high enough to ensure that the discrete-time signals

£6(m—

E]

Sm|k; Tm,n] remain orthogonal for arbitrary delays 7, 1, Tn i, 1.€., D 1 Smlk; Tl sh [k Thi) =
n). Let us define r[k] £ [ri[k],...,rn, [K]]T for k=1,...,K and R = [r[1]7,... r[K]T]".

The target detection framework that we propose is different from the conventional target detec-
tion with MIMO radars. In conventional MIMO radars, e.g., [3] and references therein, the space
is broken into small cells and the radar detects the presence of the target in a given cell. In such
radar models, the location to be probed is given, which means that the corresponding time-delay
vector T is also given. Therefore, the detection problem can be cast as testing whether a target
exists at a given set of time-delays (c.f. [3]). In contrast, our objective is to detect the presence of
a target that lies in an unknown location and thereof has unknown corresponding time-delays. For
this purpose we treat the time-delay vector 7 as the unknown parameter to be estimated and based
on that we formulate the target detection problem. In other words we exploit 7 as an intermediate
variable which we estimate for being able to carry out target detection. Therefore, in our frame-
work the main objective of estimating the time-delays is to facilitate performing detection. As a
minor application, such time-delays can also be exploited for estimating the location of the target.
Such target localization, however, is not optimal and for achieving optimal target localization one
needs to treat the target location as the unknown parameter of the interest and deploy the same
framework for carrying out joint target detection and target localization (instead of time-delay
estimation).

Let fo(R) denote the probability density function (pdf) of the received signal when a target
is not present. When a target is present, the pdf of the received signal depends on an unknown
parameter x (in this paper x is the vector of time-delays) and is denoted by f1(R | ). Therefore,
by defining the estimate of @ by &, the detection part of the problem can be cast as

H03 RNfO(R)7
Hi: R~ fi(R| &)



Our objective is to jointly characterize the estimator & and find the test for deciding between
the hypotheses Hy and H;. For this purpose we define and optimize a measure which combines
estimation and detection accuracies. The underlying idea for performing such optimization is to
deploy the notions of randomized tests and randomized estimators. For any given observation
vector R € CIBl we assign complementary probability terms do(R) and 6;(R) = 1 — §o(R) to the
hypotheses Hy and H;, respectively. In a randomized test, d;(R) for ¢ = 0,1 is the probability
that hypothesis H,; is selected. Clearly deterministic tests are special cases of randomized tests
where {0;(R)} take only the values 0 or 1. Whenever the decision is in favor of H;, we also
have to estimate the unknown parameter x. In deterministic approaches, the estimate of x is a
deterministic function of the observed data. On the contrary, randomized estimators, instead of
generating a deterministic value &, generate a random variable & according to a distribution which
is a function of the observed data. Deterministic estimators can be classified as a special case of
randomized estimators.

We strive to identify the decision rules do(R) and ¢;(R) such that the error in estimating @,
conditioned on the hypothesis H; being true, is minimized. This minimization is also subject to
an upper bound constraint on the false alarm probability Pr(#; | Ho). When the hypothesis H;
is true, there exist two types of errors in estimating @. First, the test result can be correctly in
favor of Hy, but x is estimated erroneously, where we denote the cost function associated with such
estimation error by C(&,x). Secondly, the test output might be wrongly in favor of Hg, which
leads to mis-estimating @ and results in an error cost which we denote by Cy(x). Note that the
cost function C(z,x) can be selected arbitrarily. In this paper we consider the mean-square error
(MSE) cost given by C(&, ) = || — =||?> and Cy(zx) = ||z|*.

Subject to a maximum tolerable level of false-alarm probability Py,, the estimation strategy

which minimizes the average cost over all possible randomized estimators is given by

ming,(r)y Erza[C(2,z) | Hil + Era [Co(z) | Hi]
s.t. Pr(H1 | Ho) < Pyq.

P(R) = 9)

The optimal hypothesis test (formalized by {J;(R)}) and the optimal estimation strategy yielded
by solving the problem P(R) for the choices of C(&,x) = ||# —||* and Cy(x) = ||z||* are described

in the following theorem.

Theorem 1 (Moustakides [14]) For a finite cardinality vector R € C'Bl and an unknown vector

parameter x € A, solving P(R) provides the optimal estimation strategy & and the subsequent



optimal detection rule for deciding between Hg and Hy are given by

. fi(R|x) M
x =argmaxw(x)fi(R|x), and L 2= ) 10
where m(x) is the prior distribution of © and the estimation cost functions are C(&,x) = ||& — z||?

and Cy(z) = ||z

The above theorem essentially establishes the GLRT as the optimal estimation/detection strat-
egy with properties P1-P4 enumerated in the sequel. Several other asymptotic optimality results
are known for the GLRT which are all based on having an infinite number of observation (c.f. [14]
and [15, Chapter 22]). & given in ({0 is the mazimum a posteriori (MAP) estimate of . As we
do not have any prior information about the parameter to be estimated (the vector of time-delays
T), throughout the analysis we assume that 7w (x) has a uniform distribution. Hence, the MAP
estimate of @ becomes its ML estimate. The estimator and detector provided by Theorem [I] have

the following properties.
P1) The ML estimator & minimizes the average minimum-mean square estimation error of x.
P2) The false-alarm probability of the target detector is kept below a certain level.

P3) For the given set of ML estimates &, the target detector is Bayesian-optimal, i.e., the Bayes

risk is minimized [16, Sec. II.B].
P4) The test requires only a finite number of samples, i.e., |R| < oc.

In order to apply the theorem above to our joint estimation/detection problem we set the vector
of time-delays as the parameter to be estimated, i.e., ® = 7. For deploying the optimal estimator
and detector provided in (I0) we also need to characterize the domain of @ = 7 which in Theorem
[ is denoted by A. Note that the vector 7 cannot be any arbitrary vector in the space RTN".
This is due to the fact that for any given placement of antennas, there exists a correlation between
the elements of 7 and there are some equations relating these time-delays. For the given antenna
placements {X? 1 and {X7}N" let us define X 2 {X! Xr}. Also for the given antenna
placement X define A(X) C ]thN " as the set which contains the vectors that can be valid choices
for 1.

Precise characterization of A(X') is crucial for attaining the optimal estimation and detection
performance. Any inaccuracy in such characterization degrades the performance and provides only

sub-optimal estimators and detectors. In the sequel we provide necessary conditions for a given 7 to



be a valid time-delay vector. Such necessary conditions describe a set of time-delay vectors which is
a superset of A(X'). We also conjecture that these conditions are sufficient which consequently can
characterize A(X) precisely. If these conditions are not sufficient, then the resulting approximation
of A(X) will only provide a sub-optimal solution.

For establishing the necessary conditions let us break down the end-to-end time-delay 7, , as
T = tm + t), where t,, is the time required for the waveform to travel from the m!" transmit
antenna to the target and ¢/, is the time required for the reflected waveform to travel from the target
to the n'* receive antenna. If a given 7 is a valid time-delay vector then Vm,i € {1,..., Ny} the

t _xt . . S - . .
d X=X ghould constitute the lengths of a triangle with its vertices given

three terms t,,, t;, an
by the locations of the m!" transmit antenna, the i transmit antenna, and the target (|| X%, — X?||
is the distance between the m!" and i** transmit antennas). The triangular inequalities impose

that 7 is a valid time-delay vector only if

tm —ti| <

Xt — X!
w for m,i=1,..., Ny
c

Similarly, by considering the triangles corresponding to the receive antennas we get the necessary

conditions
X5 — X7l

C

|ty — 1] < for n,j=1,...,N,.

By recalling that 7, = tym +t), ¥V m,n,4,j, we find that |t,, —t;| = |Tmn — Tin| and |, — t;] =
|Tm,n — Tm,j|. Therefore, for the subspace A(X) we have

Xt Xt X — X7
w , and ’Tmm — de’ S w

A(X) - {T : ’Tm,n - Ti,n’ <
& &

N m,z’,j,n} . (11)

We conjecture that any vector 7 that satisfies the conditions above is a valid time-delay vector
and therefor the subset operator C can be replaced by equality. We underline that, however, in
the case that these conditions are not sufficient, performing optimization on the above superset of

A(X) will provide only sub-optimal estimators and detectors.

4 Joint Detection and Estimation for Extended Targets

In this section we consider the targets that are extended enough to be modeled as a group of
isotropic and independent scatterers, i.e., P > 1 in (2). Our objective is to optimally detect a
target, based on the model in (8), and simultaneously estimate the vector of time-delays 7. At

the same time we assume that only a finite number of observations are available. According to



Theorem [ this problem can be solved via the GLRT given in (I0) for £ = 7 and for A = A(X)
given in ().

We start by deriving the ML estimate of 7 and then provide the detection-related analysis.
We also develop a technique in Section [§ based on the Newton-Raphson method for localizing the
target by using the estimated time-delay vector. Exploiting this simple target localization method
is not the optimal strategy and is merely intended to provide some numerical evaluations to show

the improvement gained by deploying MIMO radars.

4.1 Time Delay Estimation

The hypothesis given in () can be cast as

Ho : ralk] = zn[E],

(12)
Hi: rplk] = ’/Nt —52 - R Smlk; Timon] + 20 K]
Define h = (hi1,hi2, ... 7hNt,N,.]T, where hy, ,, as defined in (), accounts for the effects of the

position and reflectiveness of the scatterers corresponding to the m!” transmit and the n** receive
antennas. The antennas are widely separated and the reflectivity factors {(,} are complex and
independently distributed with zero mean and variance % with P > 1. Therefore, by using the
central limit theorem, {hy,,} are i.i.d. and distributed as CN(0,1) [3].

Based on the model given in (7]), when a target is present, the vector of the received signals
R depends on the time-delays, which we are interested in estimating, as well as on the unknown
random vector h. Therefore, when a target is present, the pdf of R for any given 7 and h is
fi(R | T,h). In order to obtain the ML estimate of 7 one approach is to estimate it through solving
arg max,c4(x) f1(R | T), which requires recovering fi(R | T) from f1(R | T, h) by averaging over
all realizations of h. Alternatively, we can estimate it jointly with A when doing so is deemed to
be beneficial. The latter approach is more beneficial when an accurate estimate of h is available,
e.g., in the high SNR regimes, while averaging leads to a better performance when the estimate is
very inaccurate, e.g., in the low SNR regimes. The ML estimate of 7 is provided in the following

theorem for both scenarios.

Theorem 2 The ML estimate of T for extended targets and a given antenna placement X

1. through MAP estimation of h is given by

2
Tn[ ] mlk5 Tmon)

FMAP = arg max Z Z ,
TEA(X Tm,n)zﬁ

m=1n=1

10



2. and through averaging over all realizations of h is given by

2

K *

~ave gt: ZT: ‘Zk=1 Tn[k] Sm[k; Tmm] 1 ( E
7 = arg max 1o
gTEA(X T%, + %(CTm,n)w & Ts N

m=1n=1

(CTm,n)_2B + 1> ,
Proof: See Appendix [Al [ |

4.2 Target Detection

Based on the ML estimates of the time-delay vector 7 provided in Theorem 2] we proceed to find
the corresponding optimum detectors. We show that both estimates give rise to the same optimal

detector given in the following lemma.

Lemma 1 The optimal test for extended targets and for the given estimate T is
2

K] Smlk; Tmon)

H1
z 0. (13)
- <

Proof: Based on the model in (I2)) the likelihood fy(R) under the null hypothesis is given by

fo(R) = (m) KNT(%XP( > lirlk HQ) (14)

MAP is carried out by jointly estimating 7 and k. For this estimate of T, by

Finding the estimate 7

setting @ = [T, h| the optimal detector characterized in ([I0) is found as
maxge (2) fi(R| @) _ maxreayn A(R| T R)fn(h) _ fi(R| 7 h)fn(h) % |
fo(R) fo(R) fo(R) o

where 7 and h are the MAP estimates obtained in Theorem B By following the same line of

argument as in Appendix [Al (80)-(B9) and recalling the definitions of ar and B given in (32) and
([B5), respectively, the detector is given by

log <f1<R|+ﬁ> <fl>>

(m)~ENr exp (— >k Hr[k‘]”2) exp (afB;la:r)
fo(R)

o ( (K5 exp (— 35y [ FIIP)

= a¥B 'a; (15)
Ha

2
Zk 1 Tnlk] smlks Tim,n]
- Z Z E + (C%m,n)%g 2 97 (16)

m=1n=1 TsNy Ho

A

where § £ 2Nt log A\. We further define by, ,, = Zk 1 T0 k) Smlk; Trmpn) and by, , = ﬁ + (c%mvn)zﬁ.

Therefore, the value of the threshold 6 is linked to the probability of false alarm Py, as

{303 el )

m=1n=1

11



Note that under Ho, by, is distributed as CN (0, Tis) and therefore, ]bm,nlz is exponentially dis-

tributed with parameter Ts. Hence, {|by n|*/lmn} have exponential distributions with distinct

1

parameters T - ",

Thus, >, >, M is the sum of Ny, independent exponential random
variables with different parameters and its pdf is given by [17]

bmn t r t T Ts l;/ln
x ey ol [HH ]zz w(That)
m n m,n m=1n=1 m=1n=1 Z?émnﬁﬁn S(l%] m,n)

If we denote the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of this random variable by Gy (-), then 6
can be determined as 6 = Gl_l(l — Py,). By following a similar line of analysis for the case that we
deploy the estimate 7*°, the same detector is found. [ |

It is noteworthy that our detection scheme has two major differences with that of [3] provided in
[3, Eq. (24)]. First, the detector in [3, Eq. (24)] tests whether a target exists at a known time-delay
while we try to detect a target with unknown time-delays. Secondly, the model of [3] embeds the
effect of the time-delays only as phase shifts and ignores the path-loss effect. By recalling that the
path-losses also depend on the time-delays we have modified the model of [3] to also capture the

effects of path-losses.

5 Joint Detection and Estimation for Point Targets

In this section we consider the application of MIMO radars for detecting point targets or exposing
single-scatterers. In this case, the target is modeled by one scatterer located at its gravity center
Xo. Note that in (@) by setting P = 1 we get hp,, = ¢ e~J2mfetmn - Unlike in extended targets,
the previous section, the distribution of the reflectivity factor ¢ is not known and thereof it should
be treated as an unknown quantity to be estimated along with the time-delays. Therefore, the null

and alternative hypotheses are given by

Ho : Tn[k?] = Zn[k]
Hi: rolk] = Nt ¢ Yl B Smk; Ti,n] €792 eTmn 4 2, [K].

n

(18)

As before, we are interested in solving the optimum test given in (I0) and we start by determining
the ML estimates of the reflectivity ¢ and the time-delay vector 7.
5.1 Time Delay Estimation

Based on the model given in (I8)) and the fact that the distribution of ¢ is not known a priori, we
estimate 7 along with ¢. The pdf of the received vector R for any given 7 and ( is f1(R | T,().

12



By setting @ = [, (] and using the optimal test given in (I0]) the ML estimate of 7 can be found

as shown in the following theorem.

Theorem 3 The ML estimate of T for point targets and antenna placement X is given by

2
. it
Zﬁ’;l 2[;1 = ﬁﬂ—cmn Zk 17’n[/‘3] an[kﬁmm]

Tmn
7 = arg max ~ N
TEA(X) 2om1 21 T3
Proof: See Appendix [Bl [ |

5.2 Target Detection

Based on the ML estimate of 7 provided in Theorem [B] the optimal detector is characterized by the

following lemma.

Lemma 2 The optimal test for point targets and for the given estimate T is

27{1
Zrn mlk; Tmnl| 2 0.
H

0

N¢ N

2.0

m=1n=1

e] 27ch7—m n

Proof: As we are estimating 7 jointly with ¢, by setting = [r, (] and applying Theorem [I] the

optimal detector is given by

maxzean(@)fi(R| @) _ maxrea ¢ LR T.0)  AR|T.0) W
fo(R) fo( ) foR) "

By following the same line of argument as in Section and by using the estimates 7 and f given

in Theorem [B] and (44)), respectively, the optimum test for a point target is given by

HRI5E) (K exp (= S I IP) exp (Bl 1P S0, 0 57
log [ 22>/ = log o
( o) ) ()R e (= 5 [P

T

5 R
Yot Yont oo e fetmn ST k] palks T
m,n

N, N, -2
z : " CA2,B Ho

m=1 n=1
m,n

N. ~ _
th:1 Zgll (cfm,n) 2
T.

E]

s
Moreover, by setting = log A, the test can be cast as

N; Ny 2

D) P Zrn k]| 2 0.
m=1n=1 mn Ho

13



In order to determine the value of the threshold 6, note that e/2™fefmn S . [k] 5% [k; T i
distributed as CA (0, Tis) under Ho and S5, 7n[k] 8%, [k; Fnn] is independent of S p ;70 [k] 8%, [ T ]

for m # m’ or n #n’/. As a result, under Hy we have

Nt Nr ejgﬂfcq—mn N¢ Ny
Sy e Zrn ¢ (s mn] ~ CN<0—ZZA25>
m=1n=1 mn m=1n=1 Tm,n

and consequently

2
Nt Nr J27rfc7'm n T
6 . S
E E g rnlk] sy, [k; Tmon]| ~ Exponential N T
m=1n=1 m=1 n=1 ~28B

Tnn

Therefore, for a given value of Py,, the threshold level ¢ is found as

6 Optimal Joint Estimation/Detection for Phased-array Radar

We will compare the performance of MIMO radars against that of conventional phased-array radar
systems. A phased-array system utilizes an array of closely-located antennas and therefore, the
channel coefficients h,,, are fully correlated, i.e., hy,,, = h. For the case of extended targets h
is distributed as CA/(0,1) and for point targets its distribution is unknown [3]. Moreover, all the
emitted waveforms are equal up to a scaling factor, i.e., s,,(t) = §,,8(t) for m = 1,..., Ny such that
SN |8m[? = N; (for having the total transmitted energy equal to E). Therefore, by using (7)

and the narrow-band assumption, the system model is given by
E AN :
ralk] =\ 5 sl ) D0 5 ST T gk, for k=1, K. (20)
t Tin,n

The following lemma is instrumental to deriving the ML estimate of the time-delay vector.

Lemma 3 For any given set of functions {g;(t)}, where gi(t) : R — C and o, t € R, we have

N
= Z |9i(t1)]
i=1

Proof: See Appendix[Cl [ |

N

Z e’ g;(t1)
=1

max
t2,.. . tNER

14



For the purpose of analyzing the diversity gains as given in Section [7] as well as comparing es-
timation performance, we provide the optimal detector and estimator for phased-array radars in

the following lemmas. For further analysis we define Sy, (7) = Zgb’;l ﬁ&nej 2rfe(ri=Tmn) and

Su(r) & oM L §,e/2fe(ma=2mmn) = Similar to A(X) which we defined for MIMO radars,

m=1 (CTm,n)ﬁ

we also define A’(X’) such that it contains the valid choices of the time-delays for a phased-array

radar with closely-located antenna placement X”.

Lemma 4 For a given antenna placement X', the ML estimate of the time-delay vector T and the

optimal detector in phased-array radars are as follows.

1. For extended targets through estimating h we have

Ne s K . 2
Y o1 Si(T) D=y Talk]s™ [k T11]
arg max

7A_MAP —
reA(X) N 1Sa(T))2 + 1

2. For extended targets through averaging over all realizations of h we have

ave

N, S* K kls*[k: 2 N,
) 2 ont1 S (T) 2y K]S [K; 710 E X
TV = arg max —log

e £ SN ISn(m) + B

3. For point targets through estimating ¢ we have

N 2
A S Sar) S ralkls ks )|
T = arg max .

TEA (X) 30 1S ()2

Proof: See Appendix [Dl [ |
Based on the ML estimates of 7 provided in Lemma [, the optimal detectors are presented in

the following lemma.
Lemma 5 The optimal test for the given estimate T is given as follows.

1. For extended targets

Ha
US> ralklst ks Fa)| 2 6
n—1 k=1 Ho
2. For point targets
Nr 2 Hq
> Sam) Y ralkls ks al| 2 6
n=1 k=1 0
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Proof:  For the case that we are estimating 7 and h jointly, we set & = [, h| and therefore, the
optimal detector is given by
maxge n(@)f1(R | 2) _ maxrepnn iR T R)fulh) _ fi(R| 7 h)fu(h) %
fo(R) fo(R) B
Proceeding with the same line of argument as in Section [£.2] the optimal test is given by

fi(R]| 7,h) () {‘ZNT Sp(F) g alk]s [k'ﬁlez}HlA

fo(R) S 182 + 2 fok’

or equivalently

Nr K 2 .
> Sp(#)> ralk]s ks F1a]| 2 6,
n=1 k=1 Ho
where
L N,
n 1 - * (AN [2
0 = log \ (TS;|Sn(T)| + E)

Under H, the term S* (7) S5, r[k] s*[k; 71.1] is distributed as CA(0, Sl (T) )and STp rplk] s*[k; 714]

is independent of S | 7, [k] s*[k; 71.1] for n # n’. As a result, under Ho we have

Al * (A u *[1.. 2 1 Al ~\12 | .
>S5 Y ol ol ~ e (07310
and consequently
S NN . T,
(7 kZ:17"n k] s*[k;711]| ~ Exponential <Zﬁf;1 ’Sn(+)’2> .

Therefore, for a given value of Py,, the threshold level ¢ is found by

S,(7))? log —
ZI (7)] Onga

We can similarly find the same detector when the estimate #2'¢ is computed by averaging out the

effect of h. [ |

7 Diversity Gain Analysis

In order to compare the performance of MIMO and phased-array radars quantitatively, we analyze
the diversity gain, which determines how fast the mis-detection probability decays as the trans-
mission SNR increases while there is an upper-bound constraint on the false-alarm probability [4].
More specifically we are interested in finding

~ m log P,,4(SNR)
SNR—oo  log SNR

)
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where P,,;(SNR) denotes the mis-detection probability at the signal-to-noise ratio SNR. The di-

versity gain for the MIMO radar model provided in [3] has also been examined in [3,4]. [3] also

analyzes another notion of diversity, which is the asymptotic value of the detectors’s divergence.
Throughout the analysis in the sequel, we say two functions fi(x) and fa(z) are asymptotically

equal when lim, B E g =1 and denote it by f1(z) = fa(x). We also define % and § accordingly.

We also say two functions fi(x) and fo(z) are exponentially equal when limg,_, log/1(z) _ 1 apd

log fa(x)
denote it by fi(z) = fa(x).
Remark 1 Asymptotic equality is a sufficient condition for exponential equality.

We will use the following lemma for analyzing the diversity gain of MIMO and phased-array radars.

Lemma 6 For any M independent Gaussian random variables Yy, ~ N (p-pim,02), m =1,..., M,
where p € RY and pi, ~ N(0,02,), and for any given v € RT, in the asymptote of large values of

p we have
M
E, [Pr (Z Y2 < 7)] =, (21)
m=1
where K = [Mlv s 7MM]
Proof: See Appendix [El [ |

By using the lemma above, in the following theorem we establish the diversity gain achieved by

MIMO and phased-array radars for both extended and point targets. P,4(SNR).
Theorem 4 The diversity gain achieved by
1. an Ny x N, MIMO radar system for extended targets is N; N, i.e., PWF;d(SNR) = SNR™NeNr .
2. an Ny x N, MIMO radar system for point targets is 1, i.e., PY ,(SNR) = SNR™!:
3. an Ny X N, phased array system for extended and point targets is 1, i.e., Pr%\(SNR) = SNR~L.
Proof:

1. For extended targets, by recalling the definitions of by, ,, = Zszl i K] Smlk; Tmn] and I, , =

ﬁ + (¢Fmn)??, from the optimal test in (I3) we have

PE,(SNR) = <Z Z ‘bm"‘ '%1> : (22)

m=1n=1
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2

We define b, ,, = R(bn,n), b

s by = S(bm,n). Therefore, the mis-detection probability given in

([22)) is equivalently given by

Ny r
B (SNR) = (Z Z [ (bfn,n)z} <6 ‘ 7—[1) . (23)

m=1n=1 m o
By further defining l,,in = ming, Iy, and lypax = maxy, » Iy, We can provide the following

upper and lower bounds on the probability in (23]

Nt N,
Pe (30 3 < | 1) = Pty
m=1n=1
Ny N, ‘
<Pr <Z > O n)? + (bin)” < Olinax ”H1> . (24)
m=1n=1
On the other hand, under hypothesis H; from (I2]) we have
K K
m n = \l _ﬁ Z 5 m’,nz Sm/ [k’, Tm’,n] Sm [k’, 7A—m,n] + Z Zn[k] Sm[’ﬁ %m,n]y
m/=1Tm/ n k=1 k=1
7 S(m—m’) ~CN (0, )
which in turn provides
E h 1
~ 5 . mn -
n~CN (”Nt (cTmm)~ T ,TS).
Furthermore, by defining hy,, ,, = R(hm,n) and hi, LE2S S(hm,n) we have hy, o bl o~ N0, 3)

and

E | : E |
roon [ JE 8 fmn 1 i N2 8. Zmn
O /\/( N (¢Tmn) T ’2Ts> and b, , /\/( N (¢Tmn) T ’2Ts> )

Now, we apply Lemma @ by setting M = 2NNy, {Yiu}m = {0}, b0 tmm, p = VE,
{Nm}m Y/ ]\1[ (CTm n) F x {hm no ﬁ,n}a o? = ﬁ and O'u = 5' Thus, we get Vv

Nt N,
Pr <Z > Orn)® + (Bhn)® < ‘ Hl) = (VE)™2NeNe — (T,SNR)~NeNr = gNR™Ne V"

m=1n=1

Hence, for the choices of v = Ol and v = Ol we find that the lower and upper bounds
on P (SNR) given in (24) are both exponentially equal to SNR™NNr This results in an

identical exponential order for PE (SNR), i.
PE (SNR) = SNR™Nelr
which establishes the desired result for MIMO radars with extended targets.
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2. We define

~ A N:  Nr ejzﬂchmn
b = E E § Tn k Tm n]
m=1n=1 Tm"
Nt Nr e‘]27chTm7n E 8 Ny —j27rfc7' /'n
= E E NG F ¢c E E Sm k Tm/ n [k;Tm,n]
m=1n=1 Tm,n t m/=1 Tm n
:Tlsé(m—m’)

N ]27chTm n

Ny
DI ZZn nlk: T

m=1n=1

TsTm,n

NCN<0 Zm 1 Z4Lin= 1 7)

Therefore, b is distributed as

- B Ny o eI2mfe(Fmn—Tmmn) C N; N,
b~CN \/icﬁzz ZZTA%

’7' T
m=1n=1 m,nmn m=1n=1LsTmn

By following a similar line of argument as for extended targets and defining " = R(b),

bt £ 3(b) and

N¢ Nr 127 fe(Fm,n—Tm,n ) N Nr 27 fe(Tm,n —Tm,n
grém<zzeﬂf( )<>, cés(jzeﬂf( )c>,

(Tm,nTm,n)B (Tm,nTm,n)ﬁ

m=1n=1 m=1n=1
we get
Nt NT t 'r
- E 5 (" 1 ~ E _ (’
b~ N — P ———— ], and V' ~N \/ P
< Ne oo T ;Zl m%) ( mzlzl 21, z%?n
and

PP (SNR) = Pr (15\2 < 9) = Pr ((57‘)2 + (59?2 < 9) .

Now, we apply Lemma [0l by setting M = 2, {Y, },, = {BT,Bi}, p=VE, {ttm}m = 1/N%c_ﬁ X
{¢7,¢}, 0% = g and of = E[((")?], 03 = E[(¢")?]. Therefore,

PP L(SNR) = (VE)™2 = (T.SNR) ™! = SNR™ ™.

3. We provide the proof for extended targets. Similar line of argument and appropriate modifi-

cations provide the proof for point targets. Based on the optimal test for detecting extended

2<9‘7—[1>.

targets by phased-array radars given in Lemma [Bl we have

md—PI‘( ZT" lel]
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Under hypothesis H, from (20) for extended targets we have

K
Sy(T rolk] s*[k;T11] = Sy (T)Sn(T)h slk; T)s™[k; 7]
SO RIS > >

IID

N, K
Y lkls s A,

n=1k=1

~ CN(0,5E)

where h ~ CN(0,| S0 5% (#)S,,(7)[2). Therefore,

n=1"n\T

Similarly as before we define 6" = R(b), b’
B CA(0, [l SISO

E i N, E R N,
~ — d b~ .
CN(\/ N T 2T) o CN(\/ N, T, 2T)
Again we apply Lemma [6 by setting M = 2, {Y1,Y2},, = {br b’} p = VE, {1, po}m =
1/N (er)™F x {h", hi}, o2 N:,C and o2, NtNT Thus, we get Vv

Pr ((67”)2 + ()2 < 7) = (VE)"2 = SNRL.
As a result we find the following diversity gain achieved by phased-array radar systems for

extended targets

PP2(SNR) = SNR™L.

Although we are using a MIMO radar model different from [3] and subsequently derive a different

detector, the results above conform with those of [3] which considers detecting the presence of a

target at a given location. This result demonstrates that in terms of diversity gain, our proposed

MIMO radar model is capable of capturing the same diversity gain achieved by the MIMO radar
model of [3].

8 Simulation Results

8.1 Extended Targets

In this section we provide simulation results on the performance of the proposed joint estima-

tion/detection framework. We consider two antenna configurations with Ny = N, = 2 and
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Figure 2: Average normalized MSE of time-delay estimates versus SNR for extended targets.

Ny = 4,N, = 8. For the MIMO radar we assume that the transmit and receive antennas are

located at X! = (m,0,0) for m = 1,...,4 and X" = (0,n,0) for n = 1,...,8, respectively.
For the phased-array radar we assume that the transmit antennas are all closely-located around
Xt =(1,0,0) for m = 1,...,4, and the receive antennas are closely-located around X! = (0, 1,0)
for n = 1,...,8. Also we assume that the target to be detected is located at Xy = (20, 15,0),
where all the distances are in kilometer (km). The path loss coefficient is § = 2 and the carrier
frequency is f. = 5 MHz. We assume that the target comprises of P = 10 scatterers and the

number of signal samples is K = 40. Finally, for the MIMO radar the emitted waveforms are

sm(t) = % exp <j27}mt) (U(t) —U(t —T)), where U(t) is the unit step function and 7" denotes the
duration of the waveform and the sampling rate at the receiver is T = %. For the phased-array
radar all the emitted waveforms are equal to s1(t).

We first consider the performance of parameter estimation. Fig. 2 depicts the average normal-
ized mean-square errors (MSE), i.e., ﬁ Yom dom ‘W ‘2, for phased-array and MIMO radars
as a function of received SNR. Tt is observed that the MIMO radar outperforms the phased-array in
all SNR regimes and in particular, by a large margin in the low SNR regime, which is of more interest

MAP o

in radar applications. Moreover, it is seen that in MIMO radars, the MAP estimator 7
forms better than the estimator 7%%°in the high SNR regime, while the estimator 7V outperforms

the MAP estimator #MAF in the low SNR regime, as expected and discussed in Section Z1]
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Figure 3: Average normalized MSE of location estimates versus SNR for extended targets.
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Figure 4: Probability of mis-detection versus SNR for a false alarm Py, = 107 for extended targets.

It should be noted that comparing the accuracies of the time-delay estimators are not as in-
formative as comparing the accuracies of the detectors. This is mainly because the time-delay

estimates have different roles in MIMO and phased-array radars. Nevertheless, we perform such
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Figure 5: Probability of target detection versus probability of false alarm for SNR = 0 dB for

extended targets.

comparisons as the detectors accuracies in our formulations depend on the estimators accuracies,
which justifies comparing the time-delay estimator in MIMO and phased-array radars.

We next illustrate the localization performance of MIMO radar in Fig. Bl Once the vector 7 is
available, it is then possible to further estimate the location X of the gravity center of the target.

The localization problem can be formulated in the form of the following nonlinear equations
T = ¢(Xo) +w, (25)

where w is the noise term, and ¢(Xo) = [¢1,1(X0), .., dn;, N, (X0)] is the vector of functions defined

as

(SN

Gm.n(Xo) 2 (11 X0 — XL+ 1Xo— X)) ,m=1,....Ny, n=1,...,N,, (26)

where X! and X7 are the positions of the m* and n!” transmit and receive antennas respectively.

)

We can solve for X from (23]) iteratively as follows. Denote Xéi as the solution at the i iteration.

By linearizing ¢(Xéi+1)) with respect to Xéi) we get
$(X§ ) ~ ¢(X()) + Ho(xg") (x5 — x§), (27)

where H O(Xéi)) is the Jacobian of the function ¢(.) evaluated at X(gi). Then, the least-square
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estimate of the position Xy based on (25) and (27) is given by
i : i i T i i
g = argmin [y(xg") ~ Ho(X(") Xo| [9(X(") ~ Ho(X(") Xo| . (28)
where y(X(gi)) e (q’)(XO(i)) -H oXéi)) and therefore XO(Hl) has to satisfy the normal equation

[ (x0T H ()] X540 = Ho(x)Ty(x (). (29)

An initial estimate Xéo) can be obtained, e.g., using the method in [18]. It is seen that the 4 x 8

MIMO radar performs considerably better than the 2 x 2 MIMO radar, which is due to the fact that
32 time-delays provide much more information about the position of the target than 4 time-delays
do.

Finally we consider the detection performance. In Fig. 4 the probability of mis-detection versus
SNR s illustrated. The tests are designed such that the probability of false alarm is Py, < 1076, As
analyzed in Section [ and observed in this figure, the slope of the mis-detection probability of the
phased-array radar is 1 decade per 10 dB, whereas that of the MIMO radar is NN, times steeper.
Figure [ shows the receiver operating curve (ROC) for the MIMO and the phased-array systems,
for SNR = 0 dB. It is seen that the MIMO radar significantly outperforms the phased-array radar

over a wide range of false alarm values.

8.2 Point Targets

We use a similar system setup as in Section Bl Fig. [0l illustrates the normalized average MSE in
estimating the time-delays versus SNR. Unlike for extended targets, it is observed that for point
targets, conventional phased-array and MIMO radars exhibit similar target detection and time-
delay estimation accuracies. Therefore, when considering joint target detection and time-delay
estimation, deploying MIMO radars are not much advantageous for point targets. This conclusion
is nevertheless limited to the specific problem analyzed in this paper and MIMO radars can be
potentially advantageous in other scenarios like those discussed in [4] and references therein. This
is due to the fact that point targets lack independent scattering section and thereof provide no
diversity gain.

In Fig. [ and Fig. Bl the probability of mis-detection versus SNR and the ROC are plotted,
respectively. For Fig. [[]the tests are designed such that the probability of false alarm is Py, < 1076
and for Fig. B we have set SNR=0 dB. It is seen from Fig. [0 that both the phase-array and the
MIMO radars exhibit a diversity gain of 1, which verifies Theorem [
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9 Conclusions

In this paper we have offered a framework for jointly detecting the presence of a target and es-
timating some unknown target parameters. We have provided a composite hypothesis test that
satisfies some optimality criteria for both target detection and parameter estimation. By using
this framework we have proposed a new MIMO radar model for detecting the presence of a target
in an unknown location and formulated a composite hypothesis test for solving this problem. In
this problem, the unknown parameter of interest to be jointly estimated along with target detec-
tion, is the vector of time-delays that a transmitted waveform experiences from being emitted by
the transmit antennas until being received by the receive antennas. For the proposed detection
scheme, we also have analyzed the decay rate of the probability of mis-detection with increasing
SNR while the false-alarm probability is kept below a certain level (diversity gain). Our simulation
results demonstrate that for the specific problem of joint target detection and time-delay estima-
tion, deploying MIMO radars is advantageous for extended targets. On the other hand, for point
targets, the accuracies of target detection and time-delay estimation by conventional phased-array

are comparable with those yielded by MIMO radars.
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A Proof of Theorem

The pdf of the vector of received signals R for any given 7 and h is given by

N, K 2
fl(R ‘ T, h) = (W)_KNT exp ( — Z Z Tn \/ F C_ﬁ hm,n Sm[k§ Tm,n] ) (30)
n=1k=1 ¢ m= 1 Tm n
2D (7,h)
By taking into account the orthogonality assumption Zszl Smlk; Tmn) S50k Tt ] = w’ we
can further simplify the term D;(7, h) defined in (B0]) as follows.
N. K % N 2
Di(r,h) =YY |ralk] — ’/F N —5— lnn k5 T
n=1k=1 t m=1 Tm,n
K E Ny Ny Nt 1
2 —2 *
:Z”T[km +Fc BZ Z ZW m,n mnzskamn m’[k;Tm'm]
k=1 t n=1 m=1m/=1 va"Tm’,
TLS d(m—m/)
B N N T
—_ ﬁ C_B Z Z hm,n B— T,n[k] Sm[k Tm n]
t n=1m=1 Tmn =1
i) N, N T
B S S b - Sl sl
t n=1m=1 Tmn =1
K Nr' t 1
S IR e ST S
k=1 n=1m=1
N’r Nt — K
E ¢ ¥ .
_ Z Z hm,n F B— Z Tn [k] Sm[k, Tmm/]
n=1m=1 t Tm,n k=1
é a‘:n,n(Tm n)
N’r Nt _ K
- Z Z hm,n ﬁ B Z Tn[k] Sm[k; Tm,n]' (31)
n=1m=1 t Tm,n k=1
am,n('f"rn,n)
For any given time-delay vector 7, define
A= N C_2Bdiag(T;126,Ti225, . TNEIJ?V ) and ar = [a11(71,1),a12(71,2), - - 7aNt,Nr(TNt,Nr)]T‘
siVt
(32)
Then, Dy(7, h) can be represented in the matrix form as
K
Di(r,h) = Y |rklIP+r"A; h—h"a, —alh. (33)
k=1
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By noting that the pdf of h is given by fr(h) = (7)~ VN exp(—||h||?), we find the estimates of T

as follows.

1. For finding #MAF by denoting the MAP estimate of h by h, setting = [#MAF| h], and

considering the independence of T and h, from (0] we get

[#MAP: R = arg_max fi(R|T,h)fn(h) = arg_max argmax fi(R | 7, ) fn(h),

or equivalently
h = argmax fi(R | 7,h) fn(h), and #M37 = arg max fi(R| T, h)fu(h).  (34)
TE
Using (30), (33), and (34) and noting the definition of a, given in ([B2]) provides that

~

h = argmax fi(R| 7, h)fn(h)

= argmgx(w)_NtNr+KNr exp <— <Z |r[k]||? + h? Arh — hfa, —allh + ||h||2>>

k
= arg m’in {hH(AT +Inn,)h—hPa, - afh} (35)
—_———
2B,
= B la,.

~

Based on the above estimate of 7, Di(7,h) given in (B3] becomes

K
o lIrlkll? - a B ar — || (36)
Hence, the ML estimate of 7 can be found by solving

AMAP _ arg_ma log f1(R | T,h) fa(h) = arg max {—D1(T,ﬁ) - \|ﬁ||2}

TEAX
=arg max (Qa; B la 37
gTEA( { T} ( )
= a; I~ la
g s {all(Ar + 1) ar)
— arg_max Z S o ()l
TEA(X) ooy Té CTmn =26 11 ’
(38)

which concludes the proof.
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2. For this case which we average out the effect of h by setting = 7 from (I0) we get

Fave arg max fl(R’T):arg max /fl(R‘T,h)fh(h) dh
- TEA(X) Jh

eA(X)
= arg_max /h exp ( ~ Di(r, h)) fn(R) dh (39)
= arg max /h exp ( - (hH(AT +Inn)h—hfa, —af h)) dh

Lp,

= arg max /hexp (- {(h - B7'a.)" B, (h- B;'a,) - afB;la,}) dh (40)
= arg_max oxp (o] By lar) /hexp (-{(r-B7'ar)" B, (h—B7'a,)}) dn
= argmaxexp (a¥B;'a;) |B-|™* (41)
= arg_max {a¥B;'a, —log|B,|}
= arg_max {af (A, + 1) a, —log|A, + I|}
~ g ;1 Zl{ '“fg:m?; “2?;: -~ log < Tﬁvt (crmn) 28 + 1) }

Noting the definition of @y, n(Tm,») given in [BI]) concludes the proof.

B Proof of Theorem [3]
In order to find the ML estimate of 7 and ¢ form (I0]) we have
s = R ; - R ) ’
[T, ¢ argﬁ%gmfl( | 7,¢) arg max argmngl( | 7,¢)
or equivalently
(= R|T, d 7= R|T,7).
= argmax fi(R | 7.0) and 7 —arg_max fi(R]7,7)

On the other hand, from (I8) the likelihood fi(R | T,7) is given by

N, K
AR 7,0) = (1)~ exp <_ZZ

n=1 k=1

Ny e —J27 feTm,m

rnlk] — A g Py [k o)
m=1

mn

2
> . (42)

éDQ (T7<)

By taking into account the orthonormality assumption on sy, [k; 7y, ] we get

NT' K t e ,727rfc7—mn 2
Dy(7,¢) = ZZ rnlk] — N, Cc_ﬁ Z g Sm k5 Trm,n)
n=1k=1 m=1 m,n
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7‘ Nt

ZHT ||2 TN 2 ¥ ZZ (cTmn)?

n=1m=1
7‘ t .
Z Z ¢ —I27 feTm,n | E C k] Smlk; Timn]
n=1m=1 Tm n k 1
Ny N
o for E ,c -8 *
Z Z 6]2 feTmmn R < B— Zrn[k?] m[k‘77—m,n] (43)
n=1m=1 N T =1

Dy (7,() is quadratic in ¢ and its minimum which is attained at the ML estimate of ¢ is given by

(= argmaxlog fi(R | 7.¢) = argmin Ds(7.()

N, Ny 27 feTm.n K * .

1
NTZ n= 1 (cq—m n)26

By substituting (@) back in [@3), and after some manipulation, Dy (7, ¢) becomes

T

an (RN ) ppae a

m=1n=1
Therefore,
t r
7 =arg max log fi(R|7,{) =argmin Ds(7,() = ar max{ 2 }
g max log fi(R|7,() =argmin Dy(r,() = arg max {C| leZl
2
N, N, 27 feTm,n K *
thzl n=1 eJTT Zkzl Tn[k] Sm[k; Tm,n]
= arg max :
TCA(X) Z%t: . 77;1 #
(45)

C Proof of Lemma [3

We provide the proof by induction.
1. N = 2. We define
q(trt2) = [/°" g1 (t1) + € ga(t1)] -
Then
P (t1,t2) = |g1(t)]* + |g2(t2)1> + N2 gy (1) g5 (1) + /2 gy (1) g7 (1),

and therefore,

o 275 ,t . (o — « ia(t] — *
%122)) = jo |12y (t1)gi (1) — 2R gy (1) 3 (tl)]'
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2
For finding maxy, q(t1,t2) we set %1271&2)) = 0 and obtain

piadz _ ot 91(t1)gs(t1)
g5 (t1)ga(t1)

We can check that this is a maximum by noting that

2.2
PGB (a2 [y e )ga(tr) + - t)gs(00)]
2 -
= —2()?|g1(t1)g2(t1)] <0,
Hence,
2
max q(t1, t2) = q(t1,t2) = V]g1(t1)1? + |g2(t2) % + 2g1 (t1)g2(t1)] = 2 |9i(t1)]

. Inductive assumption.

{tfla,i{N} Zejo‘t’ (t1) Z lgi(t1)]
. Claim
N+1 N+1
]atz
{t27m7?§+1} Z ¢ tl Z ‘gz tl
Let t 2 [t; ...tn41] and g(t) = ‘ZNH el%ig;(t1)|, then

I(g>(t)) _ Ze]a tN41—ti) gE(t)gn (t )_i_g:eja(ti—twﬂ)g.(t Vg1 ()
OtN+1 5tN+1 , VR i=1 S

N
= ja [Z I tni1=4) g (1) g1 (8) + Z eja(ti—tNJrl)gi(tl)g;‘V_‘rl(tl)] ]
i=1 i=1
If we set %(fl)) =0, then

N iat;
p2iotny1 > @ igi(t) 97V+1(t1).
SN edatigr(ty) gn+a(t)

Also tyy1 is a maximum since

9*(¢*(t))

. N
o, = (jo)’ Z I UN T ) gx (1)) gy (1) + Z eja(ti_tN+1)gi(tl)g}kV+1(tl)]

ENF1=tN41 Li=1 i=1

1
2
= (jo)’ <Z€]atl (t1)gn 41 (1) Ze Jo g (t1) gN+1(t1))

N

21> eligi(ty) g ()

i=1

= 2 < 0.
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Therefore by substituting £y,; and some simple manipulations we get

2
+ |9N+1(751)|2

Zejat tl

max q (t) = qz(tb "'7tN7£N+1
Nt

1
2
+2 <Z e gi(t1)gn41(t) Ze Totk g () gN+1(t1))

2

= Zejatigi(tl) +lgna(tn)]? +2 Zejatigi(tl)gfwl(tl)

i=1
N 2 N o
=[S g (t)|| + lgr 0P + 2 g (4] P git)
— i=1
N 2
= <Zeﬂ'°‘“gi<t1> + \gNH(tl)r) -
i=1
As a result,
N .
max ¢(t) = max maxq(t) = max e?ig.(t1)] o + lgna1(ta
M gt) = max max(t) {}{Z git0)| b + lowa (1)

N+1

= Z\gz(tl)\ + lgn+1(t1)] = Z |gi(t1)]

Proof of Lemma {4

. By recalling the definition of S,,(7) = SN | —L 5, e/?mfe(T1=Tmn) and the pdf of h given

m=1 (CTm,n)

by fn(h) = fe =Ih* the likelihood under hypothesis H; is given by

N, K 2
E
AR |7, h) = (m) KN exp (— ;; rulk] =/ 3 Sn()h sl Tl >
2Dy (1,h)
We further simplify D3 (7, h) as follows.
N, 2

M) =

Dy(T,h) = rnlk] — Sn(T)h slk; T11]

Sl

1

e
Il

1

Nr
I 10 i 32 1P

K
—h*\/;t > 5r) >l i) - \/; raFstki ).

k=1 1

3
Il

I
M) =

Eonl
Il
@
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Therefore, the MAP estimate of h is given by

h = argmax {fy(R | 7,h)fa(h)} = argmin {Da(r,h) + A}

N ZNT S*( )Zszlrn[k]S*[k;ﬁ,l]

- (46)
which in turn after some manipulations provides that
D 2 2 2
Do) + [ Zur P 1] e Z|s )2}
Therefore,
~MAP __ 2
P =arg max {fl(R | 7, 0) fu(h )} = argTenj;d(@, { Z S ()" + 1}
2
S0 Snr) Sy ral)s” k|
= arg max N ; (47)
TEA(X') 2N [Se ()2 + B2

which is the desired result.

. By recalling the definition of S, () = SN | —L 5, e27fe(T,1=Tm.n) and the pdf of h given

m=1 (CTm,n)ﬁ

by fn(h) = ﬁe"hﬁ, the likelihood under hypothesis H; is given by

fﬂRhﬁzéﬁUﬂﬂmnwﬁm

() KN L E 2 2
vl <_n:1; rolk] — ESn(T)hs[k:; ]| + |h] ) dh
=Ds(7)
We further simplify D3 (7, () as follows.
N, K 5 2
Ds(7,¢) = nﬂ; ralk] =/ 37 Sn(D)h slkimial) + |hl?

K
= I+ 1 SIS +1}

7 M K
E;S* ZT” ks 1] \/ r nk]s[k; T11]

k=1 k:l

£ ZNT SE(T) Sohsy ralk]s* ks 1] |

Z|S N2 +1—
JT Ni Ve SN ISu(r) +1
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2
£ (300 Sn() oy K] s* (ks 71
a E N’,« 2 ° (48)
T, Qne1 [Sn(T)2 + 1

By following the same line of argument as in the proof of Theorem Pl it can be readily

demonstrated that the ML estimate of the time-delay for phased-array system is given by

T = arg max R|T
8 redi () AR |T)

2
Sy S5(7) AL ralkls” ks 7| Z\S Pt
= ar max ——=1lo
ekt | TN ISR+ B \m

3. Setting P = 1 in (@), it is seen that hy,, = ¢ e~J27fetmn - Therefore, the likelihood under

hypothesis H; becomes

Ny Ni 2
R — — KN, _ TL k 3 ]27ch(7—1 1—2Tm n) .
fi(R|T,¢) = () eXP( ;kzl T C\/ $7T1,1) 2:: e ome
£Ds(7.0)
By defining gn(T) = ZZ& m§mej2”fc(ﬁ’l_2mv”) and following the same line of argu-

ment as in the previous part the ML estimate for ¢ is found as
Ny & K
a . T SH(T |kt kT
¢ = argmax {log f1(R | 7,{)} = argmin {D4(7,({)} = > ne1 Ol )ZkN_l A[ ]s*[ 1,1]’
C C B3 1u(r)P?

and consequently

K E Ny
2 212 & 2
> Il = 7 K Y18 (7)

Therefore by following a similar approach as in part 1 we get

7 =arg oo AR T,0) —argmaX{TNt|C| nz:l|5 }

No o K . 2
D oney Sn(T) D pmy ralk]s™ [k 1]
= arg max A , (49)

TEA(X) 30 [Sn ()2

which is the desired result.

E Proof of Lemma

We define the events

M M M
D2 {¥2 <) and D2é{ZYn%<7}, wd 2 () fyz< 21
m=1 m=1 1
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Clearly as D3 C Dy C D; we have Pr(D3) < Pr(Ds) < Pr(D;), where Pr(D,) is the probability of
interest in (2I). In order to analyze P(D;) we define random variables Y;, ~ N (p - |pim|, 02), for

which we have

Pr(Y; <) = Pr(Yp <9)=Pr(—y7 <V, <\7)=Q (M) 0 (M)

= 0 <P|Mm| - \/7> (50)

o

g

= 0 (plum|> 7 (51)

o

o
where the transition in (50) holds by noting that for any choice of v > o2, from the table of Q(-)
function it is readily verified that for sufficiently large values of z, and any fixed value A > 0,
Q(z) > Q(x — A). The asymptotic equality in (5I) is justified by noting that p|um,| > /7. By
further using the following known bounds on the Q(-)

1 1 2 1 2
Vr € RT, <1——>e‘x 12 <Qz) < e /2,
V2T x? =Qr) = V2T

=1

we get
Vz € RT Le‘“"’j/2 < Q(x) e 1 e o Qx) = ! e /2,
T2 o T\ 27x V2rx
By further taking into account that \/217“ e=%/2 = e=2%/2 and noting Remark [I] we get
Q(z) = e/, (52)

Invoking the exponential equivalence in (52]) on (BII) provides

Pr(Y2 <v)=e 27 . (53)

As p;, is an unknown random variable distributed as A/(0, 03), by averaging out its effect we get

0o 2
E,, [Pr(Y2 <~)] = L/ e_(éJr;l%)ude,um I oL (54)
7 Lo e

m

Next, by considering the statistical independence of {Y;,,}_, we consequently find

M
E [Pr(D1)] = ] Bun [Pr(Vis <)) =p7. (55)

m=1
Note that, as long as the asymptotic behavior is concerned, the asymptotic exponential order

of E, [Pr(D1)] does not depend on the choice of v and by following the same line of argument as
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above we can extend the same result for the choice of {7 and thereof for the exponential order of

E, [Pr(Ds)]. As a result, we can similarly show that

Ey [Pr(D3)] = p~ . (56)

By noting that Pr(D3) < Pr(Ds) < Pr(D;) and using (53] and (B6) we get that

M
Pr(Ds) < Pr(Dy) < Pr(D;) = Pr (Z V2 < 7) = Pr(D,) = p M,

m=1

which concludes the proof.
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