2501.09341v1 [cs.CV] 16 Jan 2025

arxXiv

SE-BSFV: Online Subspace Learning based Shadow
Enhancement and Background Suppression for
ViSAR under Complex Background

Shangqu Yan, Chenyang Luo, Yaowen Fu, Wenpeng Zhang, Wei Yang, Ruofeng Yu

Abstract—Video synthetic aperture radar (ViSAR) has at-
tracted substantial attention in the moving target detection
(MTD) field due to its ability to continuously monitor changes
in the target area. In ViSAR, the moving targets’ shadows will
not offset and defocus, which is widely used as a feature for
MTD. However, the shadows are difficult to distinguish from the
low scattering region in the background, which will cause more
missing and false alarms. Therefore, it is worth investigating how
to enhance the distinction between the shadows and background.
In this study, we proposed the Shadow Enhancement and
Background Suppression for ViSAR (SE-BSFV) algorithm. The
SE-BSFV algorithm is based on the low-rank representation
(LRR) theory and adopts online subspace learning technique to
enhance shadows and suppress background for ViSAR images.
Firstly, we use a registration algorithm to register the ViSAR
images and utilize Gaussian mixture distribution (GMD) to model
the ViSAR data. Secondly, the knowledge learned from the
previous frames is leveraged to estimate the GMD parameters
of the current frame, and the Expectation-maximization (EM)
algorithm is used to estimate the subspace parameters. Then, the
foreground matrix of the current frame can be obtained. Finally,
the alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM) is used
to eliminate strong scattering objects in the foreground matrix to
obtain the final results. The experimental results indicate that the
SE-BSFV algorithm significantly enhances the shadows’ saliency
and greatly improves the detection performance while ensuring
efficiency compared with several other advanced pre-processing
algorithms.

Index Terms—Video synthetic aperture radar (ViSAR), Mov-
ing target detection (MTD), Shadow enhancement, Background
suppression.

NOMENCLATURE

Abbreviations

ViSAR Video Synthetic Aperture Radar

SNL  Sandia National Laboratories

SAR  Synthetic Aperture Radar

MTD Moving Target Detection

MF Median Filtering

SAR-BM3D SAR-block Matching 3 Dimensions

V-BM3D Video Block Matching 3 Dimensions

HESE Shadow Enhancement Algorithm Based on Histogram
Equalization

LRSD Low-rank and Sparse Matrix Decomposition

SBN-3D-SD Shadow-background Noise 3D Spatial Decom-
position
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LRR  Low-rank Representation

SE-BSFV Shadow Enhancement and Background Suppres-
sion for ViSAR

GMD  Gaussian Mixture Distribution

ADMM Alternating Direction Method of Multipliers

GMD-LRR LRR model based on the GMD

EM Expectation-maximization
SURF Speeded-up Robust Features
SGD  Stochastic Gradient Descent
NMS Non-maximum Suppression
AP Average Precision

PR Precision-Recall

IoU Intersection over Union

SNR  Signal-to-noise Ratios

ALS  Alternating Least Squares

CDF  Cumulative Distribution Function

Symbols

B The low rank matrix

S The sparse matrix

N The noise matrix

X The ViSAR data matrix

w The indicator matrix

® The Hadamard product

U The basis matrix

v The coefficient matrix

K The number of total components of the GMD
Tk The weight of the k — th Gaussian distribution
ol The variance of the k£ — th Gaussian distribution
Q The set of all Gaussian components’ weights
A The set of all Gaussian components’ variances
S} The index set of non-missing data of matrix X
n The regularization parameter

I. INTRODUCTION

HE concept of ViSAR was proposed by SNL in 2003,

and high frame rate imaging is achieved on an airborne
platform [1], [2]. The emergence of ViSAR provides a pivotal
technology for high-resolution video surveillance of the target
area. ViSAR not only has the characteristics of traditional SAR
such as long-range detection and strong environmental adapt-
ability, but also offers the advantage of continuously observing
the target area. As an extension of the SAR system, ViSAR
holds significant application potential for dynamic monitoring
[3], [4], [5], [6], [7]. However, during the ViSAR imaging,
the moving target usually appears offset and defocused in the



azimuth direction due to Doppler modulation [8], while its
shadow appears in the real position and maintains a constant
gray level throughout the whole synthetic aperture time [9].
Consequently, detecting the moving targets’ shadows is an
effective strategy to enhance the performance of MTD in
ViSAR [10], [11], [12].

However, it is difficult to distinguish the moving targets’
shadows from the low scattering region of complex back-
ground in ViSAR images. Therefore, detecting the moving
target’s shadow can be classified as a “Weak Target” detection
problem. The application of pre-processing techniques for
ViSAR images in MTD can mitigate issues related to missing
and false alarms caused by “Weak Targets” to some extent
[13], [14], [15].

In the research of pre-processing for ViSAR images, two
categories emerge: de-speckling and moving targets’ shad-
ows enhancement. The purpose of de-speckling is to ef-
fectively suppress speckle noise in ViSAR images while
preserving the details of moving targets’ shadows. The pur-
pose of moving targets’ shadows enhancement is to enhance
the representation of their characteristics while suppressing
the low scattering region in the background. From various
perspectives, both categories ultimately aim to better retain
the characteristics of moving targets’ shadows, improve the
moving targets’ shadows’ quality, and provide a guarantee for
subsequent target detection applications.

Currently, there are primarily three pre-processing algo-
rithms for de-speckling ViSAR images: MF [16], SAR-BM3D
[17], and V-BM3D algorithms [18]. These algorithms can
filter speckle noise to a certain extent, but they can’t fully
integrate the characteristics of ViSAR data to improve their
effectiveness. When the noise standard deviation is too large,
the performance of the above algorithms is seriously reduced.
To enhance the contrast between moving targets’ shadows
and their surrounding environment, some researchers have
used the HESE algorithm [15]. Although the HESE algorithm
effectively improves the contrast of moving targets’ shadows,
this global gray averaging operation will enhance stationary
objects’ shadows and noise.

Benefiting from the results of LRSD in computer vision,
image processing, pattern recognition, and other fields, some
researchers have begun applying the LRSD to enhance the
moving targets’ shadows in ViSAR. The LRSD algorithm
is first applied in reference [19] to separate the background
and foreground for ViSAR. However, this study can’t model
the noise in the ViSAR images. As a result, the moving
targets’ shadows, stationary targets’ shadows, and noise are
grouped into the foreground image. References [20] and [21]
proposed the SBN-3D-SD algorithm to improve the contrast
between the moving targets’ shadows and background. The
algorithm uses the sparsity characteristic of moving targets’
shadows, the low-rank characteristic of the background, and
the Gaussian characteristic of noise to decompose the three-
dimensional space so that the foreground image is less affected
by the stationary targets’ shadows and noise. In reference
[22], the sparse constraint is replaced by the total variation
constraint, and the dynamic background constraint term is
introduced along with the correlation suppression term. This

modification results in a purer foreground image. Although
the above pre-processing algorithms are effective, there are
practical problems such as large computational complexity and
inaccurate estimation of low-rank matrix.

To address the shortcomings in the above algorithms, we
have introduced online subspace learning technique into the
LRR model and proposed a pre-processing algorithm: SE-
BSFV. Experimental results show that the SE-BSFV algorithm
can enhance the saliency of moving targets’ shadows and
suppress background while ensuring efficiency. Firstly, the SE-
BSFV algorithm registers ViSAR images and forms a data
matrix, and the pixel distribution of each ViSAR image is
modeled as the GMD. Secondly, the subspace parameters and
GMD parameters of the current frame are updated by using
the knowledge of the previous frames, and the foreground
matrix is output by iterative updating frame by frame. Finally,
considering that the obtained foreground matrix still contains
some strong scattering objects, the ADMM algorithm is used
to remove them, and the VISAR images after shadow enhance-
ment and background suppression are obtained.

II. PREVIOUS WORK

A. The SBN-3D-SD Algorithm

The SBN-3D-SD algorithm [20], [21] is a variant of the
LRSD algorithm, which can be formulated as a problem of
minimizing the low-rank, Ly norm and Frobenius norm. Gen-
erally, the nuclear norm and L; norm are used to replace the
rank function and Ly norm. The problem could be formulated
as:

i [IB+ €15l +7IN[E 56X =B+ S5+ N (1)

where |-, denotes the nuclear norm, |||, ~denotes the
Li norm, and |-||z denotes the Frobenius norm. The
N,S,B,X € R4 d represents the total number of pixels
in a ViSAR image, and n represents the number of ViSAR
images to be processed.

Then the ADMM algorithm [23] is used to solve (1), and the
foreground image with moving targets’ shadows is obtained.
However, since the nuclear norm is the sum of all singular
values, its results may deviate significantly from the true
value, which will cause the low-rank matrix to be inaccurate.
Simultaneously, the computation and memory requirements
are amplified due to the extensive matrix dimensions resulting
from the complete ViSAR sequence calculation.

B. The GMD-LRR Algorithm

To solve the problem caused by the nuclear norm, reference
[24] adopts the GMD-LRR algorithm to make the estimated
low-rank matrix more accurate. In comparison with the LRSD
and SBN-3D-SD algorithms, the GMD-LRR algorithm does
not need penalty parameters and can also avoid the bias
problem caused by the nuclear norm. In the context of this
study, the flow of the GMD-LRR algorithm can be described
as follows.



Let X =[xy, , 2, ,T,] € R be a given ViISAR
data matrix, an LRR problem can be formulated as follows
[24]:
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where U € R4, V € R"*", r < min(d,n) represents the

low-rank property of UVZ, and ||-|| 1, Tepresents the L, norm.

From the generative perspective, each element x;; of the data
matrix X can be modeled as:

zi; = ui(v;)" + ey A3)

where u; and v; are the ¢ — th and j — th row vectors of U
and V, respectively, and ¢;; is the residual term in x;;.

To enhance the model’s robustness against complex back-
grounds, the residual term &;; can be represented as a para-
metric probability distribution, and the GMD is utilized for
modeling the residual term:

K
Eij ~ Zk*l WkP(Eij ’O, O'i) (4)

2
where P(z;;[0,02) = 5L~ exp(—;;%)] is the distribution

of the k — th Gaussian component. Therefore, the probability
of each element x;; of the matrix X can be written as follows:

K
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where © = {m,};_,, and A = {02}, . The likelihood of
the matrix X can be written as follows:

p(X|U,V,Q,A)
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where ¢ and j are the indices of row and column in the set
©. The GMD-LRR algorithm’s goal is to maximize the log-
likelihood function for the GMD parameters 2, A and the
subspace parameters U, V:

max L(U,V,Q,A) =
UV,Q,A

> e,

The EM algorithm [25] can be used to find the maximum
likelihood parameter (U, V, 2, A). The derivation of the EM
algorithm is in VI-A. After solving all the parameters, (2) can
be naturally solved. In this study, we use the L, norm instead
of the L, norm to solve (2).
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III. METHODOLOGY

Fig. 1 shows the overall flowchart of the SE-BSFV algo-
rithm, which can be divided into three parts: registration based
on the SURF algorithm, online subspace learning, and the
ADMM processing. In this section, we will present these three
parts of the SE-BSFV algorithm in detail.

A. Registration Based on the SURF Algorithm

Since circular SAR imaging is used in the SNL dataset,
the viewing angle in the scene inevitably changes. According
to our calculations, the rotation angle of the whole dataset
ranges from O to 127 degrees. To maintain the assumption of
the low-rank characteristics of the background, we used the
SUREF algorithm [26] to register ViSAR images (performed
every 100 frames, where the first frame of each subvideo is
the reference image).

B. Online Subspace Learning

The analysis in VI-B demonstrates that the background of
ViSAR data exhibits low-rank characteristics and can be effec-
tively modeled using a GMD. Therefore, we can employ the
LRR model to calculate the low-rank matrix of ViSAR data.
To reduce calculation and memory consumption, we utilize
the concept of online learning [27] to adjust the subspace
parameters of the GMD-LRR algorithm, so that it can process
the ViSAR data of each image in real-time. For instance, under
the regularization of the foreground or background knowledge
learned before the frame ¢ — 1, the specific foreground GMD
distribution (GMD parameters) and specific background sub-
space distribution (subspace parameters) are inferred for the
frame ¢.

Specifically: the parameters ; = {m@t}le and A, =

K
{ote},,
Qi_q, At 1, and Ni ;1 = Z Yijk,t—1. Where the parame-
ter Ny -1 = Zm Vijk,t—1 has’ the same meaning as in (A.3)
in VI-A. The V; and U; of the frame ¢ are obtained from the
subspace U;_;. The solution model for the parameters {2 and
A are as follows:

{Q, Ay} = arg max Z

where z; is the d-dimensional column vector of the frame j, z;
is the hidden variable of the frame j (The calculation of z; can
be derived from (A.1) in VI-A), U; and V; are the subspace
and subspace coefficient vector of the frame j, respectively.
The solution model for the parameter U is as follows:

U, = arg max Z

(8) and (9) can be written as the sum of the pixel knowledge
distributions before the frame ¢ — 1 and at the frame ¢,
respectively:

of the frame ¢ can be obtained from the parameters

lnp IJ7Z]|Uja‘/j7Q A) (8)
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According to the above model framework, the parameters
U,V,Q, A are solved by using the knowledge of the previous
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Fig. 1. The flowchart of the SE-BSFV algorithm.

frames to achieve online learning. The first term in (10)
represents the distribution of pixels before the frame ¢ — 1
and the second term represents the distribution of pixels in

t—1
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the frame ¢. The distribution of pixels before the frame ¢ — 1
can be expanded as follows (The derivation is based on (A.2)
in VI-A):

2

ui(v)"] }

2 (12)

K d
Dok Duim Pk T —

2
2moy,

=D {Nk,t—l Inm, — Ngg—11Inoy, —

N Y

where Ny ;1 = E Zz 1%k Ne—1 = Zk 1 Vet-1,

2 o Z E 1219]3’@]'_“1(711) _ Npi—1
Oft—1 = = [ ],ﬂ'ktl—Ntl,and

2y,¢ represents the hldden Varlable zi for the frame j within
frames 1 ~ ¢t — 1.
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According to (8) and (12), we know that the parameters
Q; and A; are affected by the parameters {Wk,t_l}szl,

K

{0’,% t—l} and {Nk7t—1}£(—1' Therefore, the parameters
' k=1 =

;1 and A;_; can be used to correct the parameters {2, and



A; of the frame ¢.
Using (12) as the correction factor of the frame ¢, we can set

My(Q,A) = NS K meanm =0 Ny (Inog +
U;; L), and then (10) can be rewritten as follows:
k

t
> (a2 U, V5 9,)
=1Inp(zs, 20 |Up, Vi, Q, A) + M (2, A)
= L:(,A)

In (13), the first term is the likelihood term, which is
the parameter of the frame ¢, and the second term is the
regularization term of the GMD, which is the knowledge
accumulation term before the frame ¢ — 1. By solving the
partial derivative of the pixel knowledge from frame 1 to ¢,
i.e., the partial derivative of L;({2, A), the pixel relationship
between frame ¢ and before frame ¢ — 1 can be obtained, and
then the frame ¢ can be predicted by using the knowledge
before frame ¢ — 1:

Lt(Q7A) = lnp(act, Zt |(J1§7 W,Q,A) + Mt(Q,A)

13)
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The maximum value of o}, is solved as follows:
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From (15), the following can be obtained:
2 d T\2
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Let Z,Ile 7, = 1, and take the derivative of the Lagrangian
constraint function [28] of 7, the following can be obtained:

OLe(2,A) = AN(Chey ™ — 1)]
87Tk
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(17) can be further derived as follows:
d
> kg N1 = Am =0 (18)

According to (A.3) and (18), we can deduce the values of
7, and A of the frame ¢:

Nit—1+35% | 2
poll lr:th 1+ 1%;]

A= Zk:l Nig—1 + Z¢:1 Zk,j

Through the above derivation, we can update the parameters
Q and A in an online learning way. Once we have the ()

Tk =

19)

and A for the current frame, we can update the parameter U.
According to (A.4), the second term of (11) can be rewritten
as follows:

lnp(‘rtv 2t |U7 ‘/thtaAt)

d K
Zi:l Zk‘:l 2kt
Zk 2
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(20)

2
where o}, ; is the standard deviation oy, of the k —th Gaussian
component of the frame ¢, 2y ; is 2, of the frame ¢, W} is the
index matrix of the frame ¢, and X; is the data of the frame
t.

According to (A.6), finding the minimum of (20) is a
weighted least squares problem whose closed-form solution
is as follows [27]:

— [UTdiag(W,)?U]” U diag(W,)?: 21)

Although w;, is the subspace component of frame ¢, it
follows from (11) that it is essentially the cumulative result
from frame 1 to t. Therefore, u;; can be written as follows
[27]:

Uq, ¢

=3 whjos(0p)"]

J

T )

-1

[Ai,t—luiyt—l + wzz,twi,t(vt)T}

(22)
here A7}, = S0 w2 vi(v;)", x;; denotes the i — th
where A, | = >, wi,v;(v;)", x;; denotes the i —
pixel in the x; vector, the definition of w; ; is given in (A.5).
1 T —1

Let A; t = Azf 1T wj tvt(Ut) » Biy = Ai,t—1ui,t71 +

with,t(vt)T, and then w;; = A; ¢B; ;. Therefore, the expres-
sions for A;; and B;; are as follows:
Ai‘t—l

A=
it 1+w?7tilvt(vt)TAi,t—l
— 2
Bit = Bit—1 +w; i (vr)

[A_t 1 T w; tvt(vt)T]

(23)

T
where B; ;1 = Z; 11w12]z, ().

For the subspace w; ., only needs to compute A;, and
B; ;. The above update method can avoid the matrix inversion
calculation and ensure the efficiency of the algorithm. After
obtaining u; ;, the sparse pixel distribution (foreground matrix)
Tip — uwvtT can be calculated.

C. The ADMM Processing

Following the above processing, the ideal situation is that
the background and foreground are completely separated.
However, certain strongly scattering objects may always be
in the foreground matrix. Fortunately, the moving targets’
shadows have a strong linear correlation in the data matrix
composed of all foreground matrices, which can be projected
onto a low-dimensional subspace. Therefore, to filter out the
strong scattering objects, the ADMM algorithm [23] is used to



encode the smoothness of all foreground matrixes. The final
expression is as follows:

min [|S||, +n[[O]|,
S,0 pon 24)
st i —uigve’ §,_ =5+0

where O denotes the strong scattering objects, and .S’ denotes
the moving targets’ shadows.

A summary of the SE-BSFV algorithm is shown in Algo-
rithm 1 below.

Algorithm 1 The SE-BSFV algorithm.

Input:
the GMD parameters:€2; 1, Ay_1, N¢—1, K
the model variabels:{A; ;—1}% , {Bi+—1}L s
the subspace:U;_1;
the data:zy;
the x; has been registered by the SURF algorithm;
the nonnegative regularization parameter:n).
Output: S
initialize: Set {Q, A} = {Q_1,Ai—1}
while not converged do
E-step: update r;; via (A.1),
M-step: update {Q;, Ay, N;} via (16) and (19),
update v, via (21).
end while
for each ui7t|f:1 do
update {A;;}¢ 1, {Bi}¢, via (23),
update w; ¢ via u; s = {A; ¢} {Bii .
end for
compute min|[S]], + 710l

s.t. {@i s — w0}y = S+ O via ADMM algorithm.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

To evaluate the performance of the SE-BSFV algorithm,
we compare it with the MF, SAR-BM3D, V-BM3D, HESE,
LRSD, and SBN-3D-SD algorithms. Firstly, we performed
shadow enhancement and background suppression experi-
ments using the SNL’s ViSAR data. Secondly, to validate the
effectiveness of the proposed algorithm for MTD, we used
the traditional detection algorithms and deep learning-based
detectors for detection verification, respectively.

A. Data and Experimental Equipment

All experiments are conducted using the ViSAR dataset
published by SNL [29], which consists of 900 ViSAR images
with 720%660 resolution for each image. The data of the
ground truths of moving targets’ shadows are annotated by
us using LabelMe software. The shadow enhancement exper-
iment and the detection experiment with traditional detection
algorithm are implemented in MATLAB R2023a and run on
a PC with an Intel i9-11900H processor and 32GB of RAM.
The detection experiments using deep learning-based detectors
are implemented in PyCharm using PyTorch (CUDA-11.2 and
CuDNN-8.0.5) and run on a server with two NVIDIA GeForce
RTX 3090 GPUs.

B. Implementation Details and Evaluation Metrics

1) Shadow Enhancement Experiment:

The initial values of U, V, K,Q, A, N, A;, B;,n in the SE-
BSFV algorithm should be defined. For the subspace {U,V'}
of the data matrix X, we first use the principal component
analysis (PCA) [30] method to calculate the initial subspace
{U, V'}, and the initial A;, B; can be calculated. According to
the research in references [25] and [31], we set K = 5 and the
nonnegative regularization parameter 1 = 0.98 in the follow-
ing experiments to ensure the academic rigor and reliability
of the experimental results. When K = 5, the mean set of
initial Gaussian components is {Ny,---,Ns} = {0,---,0},
the initial weight set is {my,---,m5} = {%,---, 1}, then
the initial foreground matrix X — UV7 can be calculated
according to the initial U and V/, and the initial variance set
{0%,--+ ,02} of Gaussian components is calculated by (16).

In the evaluation metrics, we select Entropy and Contrast
to assess the performance of shadow enhancement and back-
ground suppression.

Entropy reflects the probability distribution of pixel gray
values within an image. A higher Entropy indicates a richer
information content in the image, while a lower Entropy
signifies reduced information. For the shadow enhancement
experiment, a lower Entropy means better performance of the
algorithm as it effectively suppresses the background of the
ViSAR image. The calculation for Entropy is as follows [32]:

255

Entropy = Z P;log, P;
i=0

(25)

n;

where P; = 574+ represents the probability of each gray level
i, M and N denote the length and width of the image, and n;
denotes the number of pixels with gray level ¢ in the image.

Contrast represents the degree of variation from the lowest
to the highest gray level in the image. A higher Contrast
indicates a more effective shadow enhancement and back-
ground suppression by the algorithm. In this study, we used the
standard deviation of the image histogram to quantify Contrast,
where a 60*60 region centered on the moving target’ shadow
is used for calculation. The calculation formula is as follows
[33]:

L 2
Contrast = —Zi:l (Zl — (26)
where L is the number of gray levels, and p = % ZiL:1 n;.

2) Shadow Detection Experiments:

In the traditional detection algorithm experiment, we use
the threshold segmentation algorithm based on Tsallis entropy
from the reference [34] and the the spot detector algorithm
from the reference [35] to detect moving targets’ shadows. In
addition, we add connected region processing to the flow of
the two traditional detection algorithms to generate detection
boxes, and delete the shadow regions whose connected regions
are greater than 300 pixels and less than 50 pixels. When the
IoU between the detection box and the ground truth is greater
than 0.5, the target is considered to be correctly detected.
Furthermore, we select 100 ViSAR images with 563 moving
targets’ shadows for validation.



For the deep learning-based detection experiment, we use
three representative detection networks: Faster R-CNN (back-
bone: ResNet50 with feature pyramid network) [36], Yolov8-m
[37], and Detection Transformer (DETR, backbone: ResNet50)
[38]. These networks have been pre-trained on the COCO
dataset. In this experiment, the IoU threshold is set to 0.5,
and the confidence threshold is set to 0.5.

According to previous experience, we train the Yolov8-m
and Faster R-CNN for 50 epochs using stochastic gradient
descent (SGD) [39]. The momentum is 0.937, the weight
decay is be ™4, the initial learning rate is 0.01, and the batch
size is 8. The NMS threshold for Yolov8-m is 0.7, and that
for Faster R-CNN is 0.5. We also train DETR for 100 epochs
using Adam [40], the weight decay is 0.0001, the initial
learning rate is 1e~5, and the batch size is 8. Furthermore, we
divide the dataset according to the ratio of 8:2 for training and
testing. That is, there are 720 ViSAR images in the training
set and 180 ViSAR images in the test set.

In the evaluation metrics for the detection experiments, we
select Precision, Recall, AP, and F1 score to assess detection
performance. Ultimately, we generate the corresponding PR
curves for a comprehensive comparison of the detection per-
formance across different pre-processing algorithms.

Precision represents the proportion of the number of correct
detections to the total number of detected targets, which
reflects the accuracy of detection. Precision is calculated as

follows:
Nip

o 27
th + pr

Precision =
where Ny, is the total number of correct detections, and Ny,
is the total number of false alarms.

Recall represents the proportion of the number of correct
detections to the number of labeled targets, and it reflects how
many true targets are detected, i.e., the detection rate. It is
calculated as follows:

Nip
R = —= 2
ecall i (28)

g
where IV, is the number of labeled targets in the test set.

AP is the average of the Precision over different Recall
rates.

F1 score is commonly used as a metric for evaluating the
overall performance of detection. Since Precision and Recall
are usually not optimal at the same time, to comprehensively
evaluate the detection performance, we introduced the F1 score
for objective evaluation. F1 score is calculated as follows:

_2x Recall x Precision

Fl= 29

Recall + Precision

C. Experimental Results and Analysis

1) Experiment on Shadow Enhancement and Background
Suppression:

The SE-BSFV algorithm is an online learning algorithm.
Although the final shadow enhancement results are output
frame by frame, the subspace learning with different numbers
of images will affect the performance of the algorithm. Table I
compares the shadow enhancement performance for different

numbers of images. As shown in Table I, when the number
of images is set to 100, both Contrast and Entropy reach their
optimal values while minimizing processing time. Therefore,
in subsequent experiments, the SE-BSFV algorithm will be
used to process ViSAR data every 100 images.

TABLE I
SHADOW ENHANCEMENT PERFORMANCE FOR DIFFERENT NUMBERS OF
IMAGES
Number  Entropy]  Contrastt  Time(s)|
50 1.1147 167.1366 2340
100 0.9285 184.5844 2322
150 1.0258 169.6814 2473

Table II shows the quantitative results of the different pre-
processing algorithms, and Fig. 2 presents the visualization
results processed by these different pre-processing algorithms.
Additionally, Fig. 3 shows the enlarged details of the red and
green boxes from the different methods in Fig.2. In Fig. 3,
the green dashed boxes are the location of the background
interference, and the red dashed boxes are the location of the
moving targets’ shadows.

TABLE 11
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS FOR DIFFERENT PRE-PROCESSING
ALGORITHMS (NOTE: "DVF” STANDS FOR "DESIGNED FOR VISAR”)

Algorithm DFV  Entropyl Contrast?
Original - 5.6542 56.108
MF [16] X 5.6321 57.5117
SAR-BM3D [17] v 5.6324 67.7319
V-BM3D [18] X 5.6475 61.653
HESE [15] X 5.3499 56.3612
LRSD [19] v 2.3808 151.5698
SBN-3D-SD [20] v 3.7119 69.7508
SE-BSFV v 0.9285 184.5844

From Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 3(a), it is evident that the original
image contains a lot of background information, making it
difficult to distinguish the moving targets’ shadows from the
complex background. At the same time, it can be seen from
Table II that the Entropy of the original images is the highest,
reaching 5.6542, and the Contrast is the lowest, reaching
56.108. This indicates that it is difficult for human vision
or MTD task to directly distinguish background and moving
targets’ shadows from the original image.

Fig. 2(b), (c), and (d), as well as Fig. 3(b), (c), and (d)
show the results processed by the MF, SAR-BM3D, and V-
BM3D algorithms, respectively. As depicted in the detailed
figure of Fig. 3, it is evident that while these algorithms
effectively reduce speckle noise in ViISAR images to a certain
degree, they do not eliminate static objects, static objects’
shadows, and strong scattering objects. Furthermore, there is
no enhancement of moving targets’ shadows. Concurrently,
based on the quantitative results presented in Table II, it can
be observed that the Entropy processed by these algorithms are
almost unchanged compared to the original images, while the
Contrast only shows a notable improvement after processing
with the SAR-BM3D algorithm—reaching 67.7319. Overall,
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Fig. 2. Visualization results processed by different pre-processing algorithms. (a) Original images. (b) The MF algorithm. (c) The SAR-BM3D algorithm. (d)
The V-BM3D algorithm. (¢) The HESE algorithm. (f) The LRSD algorithm. (g) The SBN-3D-SD algorithm. (h) The SE-BSFV algorithm.

Fig. 3. Enlarged details of red and green boxes from different pre-processing algorithms in Fig.2. (a) Original images. (b) The MF algorithm. (c) The
SAR-BM3D algorithm. (d) The V-BM3D algorithm. (¢) The HESE algorithm. (f) The LRSD algorithm. (g) The SBN-3D-SD algorithm. (h) The SE-BSFV

algorithm.

the MF, SAR-BM3D, and V-BM3D algorithms primarily serve
to mitigate speckle noise in ViSAR images but have minimal
impact on shadow enhancement and background suppression.

Fig. 2(e) and Fig. 3(e) illustrate the results processed by the
HESE algorithm. The HESE algorithm primarily approximates
the histogram distribution of the original ViSAR image to a
uniform distribution, thereby enhancing overall image contrast.
However, it overlooks the low-rank characteristics of the
background and the sparsity of moving targets’ shadows.
Consequently, as evidenced in Fig. 3(e), the HESE algorithm
processing amplifies both the static objects’ shadows and
noise, resulting in the inadequate distinction between moving
targets’ shadows and background. While enhancing moving
targets’ shadows, the HESE algorithm inadvertently dimin-
ishes the Contrast in relevant areas and does not effectively
suppress the background. As shown in Table II, after the HESE
processing, the Entropy and Contrast are 5.3499 and 56.3612,
respectively. The improvement over the original images is
very small. In summary, it can be concluded that the HESE
algorithm is not a good choice for shadow enhancement and
background suppression in ViSAR data.

Fig. 2(f) and Fig. 3(f) show the results processed by the
LRSD algorithm, as well as Fig. 2(g) and Fig. 3(g) present the
results processed by the SBN-3D-SD algorithm. Compared to
the original images and the results of algorithms (b) to (e),
the LRSD and SBN-3D-SD algorithms effectively mitigate
background interference and reduce the stationary objects’
shadows, while also preserving edge features associated with
moving targets’ shadows to a certain degree. The quantitative
results in Table II indicate that the performances of the
LRSD and SBN-3D-SD algorithms are better than that of the
previous four algorithms, and the Contrast after the LRSD
processing is improved by 95.4618 compared with the original
images, and the Contrast after the SBN-3D-SD processing is
improved by 13.6428 compared with the original images. This
further proves that the LRSD and SBN-3D-SD algorithms
can enhance the moving targets’ shadows to some extent.
In addition, the Entropy after the LRSD and SBN-3D-SD
algorithms processing are lower than those of the original
images, which further proves that the LRSD and SBN-3D-SD
algorithms suppress the background of ViSAR images. From
the comparison of the detailed images in Fig. 3(f) and (g),



TABLE III
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS UNDER DIFFERENT NOISE SIZES

Algorithm ~ SNR  Entropy| | Algorithm SNR  Entropy| | Algorithm SNR  Entropy.
Original 6.8305 Original 6.0147 Original 5.8291
MF 6.1382 MF 5.7898 MF 5.7214
SAR-BM3D 5.6803 SAR-BM3D 5.6374 SAR-BM3D 5.6302
V-BM3D 5.6738 V-BM3D 5.6449 V-BM3D 5.6478
HESE B 75636 HESE 1B 9057 HEsE  P9B 79347
LRSD 6.7188 LRSD 5.0151 LRSD 4.1619
SBN-3D-SD 6.7304 | SBN-3D-SD 5.1764 | SBN-3D-SD 4.5198
SE-BSFV 3.5686 SE-BSFV 3.3179 SE-BSFV 3.2008
the background of the LRSD processed image is suppressed, 12000
and the moving targets’ shadows are indeed enhanced to
some extent compared with the original image. But the edge 10000
features, area, and shape of moving targets’ shadows are not
as well-preserved as in the images after the SBN-3D-SD 4000
processing.
Fig. 2(h) presents the results after the SE-BSFV processing, &
and Fig. 3(h) illustrates the corresponding detailed images. As £ 6000
'_

evidenced in Fig. 2(h) and Fig. 3(h), the distinction between
the moving targets’ shadows and the background is markedly
enhanced, with a more pronounced suppression of both the
background and stationary objects’ shadows compared to the
LRSD and SBN-3D-SD algorithms. Furthermore, as depicted
in Fig. 3(h), the edge features, area, and shape of moving
targets’ shadows are also much easier to discern than those
observed in original images and any of the above six pre-
processing algorithms. The quantitative results presented in
Table II indicate that the Contrast after SE-BSFV processing
is substantially improved—128.4764 higher than that of the
original images, 128.2232 higher than the HESE processing,
33.0146 higher than the LRSD processing, and an increase
of 114.8336 over the SBN-3D-SD processing. This indicates
that it is easier to distinguish background and moving targets’
shadows after the SE-BSFV processing. Additionally, the
Entropy is the lowest among all algorithms at 0.9285, further
substantiating that the SE-BSFV algorithm exhibits superior
performance in background suppression.

In conclusion, as illustrated in Fig. 2, Fig. 3, and Table II,
the SE-BSFV algorithm significantly enhances the distinction
between the moving targets’ shadows and the background
compared to other pre-processing algorithms. This could have
a positive impact on the performance of MTD.

Fig. 4 shows the processing time of the five pre-processing
algorithms applied to the SNL’s ViSAR data. The running
time of the SE-BSFV algorithm is only slightly longer than
that of the V-BM3D algorithm, 558s shorter than that of
the SAR-VBM3D algorithm, 7956s shorter than that of the
LRSD algorithm, and 8802s shorter than that of the SBN-3D-
SD algorithm. Therefore, the SE-BSFV algorithm can achieve
better shadow enhancement and background suppression per-
formance with less processing time and does not affect the
efficiency of subsequent detection tasks.

To further verify the robustness of the SE-BSFV algorithm,
the white Gaussian noise is introduced into the original ViSAR
images for analysis at SNR of 5 dB, 10 dB, and 15 dB,

4000

2000

SAR-BM3D V-BM3D

LRSD SBD-3D-SD SE-BSFV

Fig. 4. The processing time of the different pre-processing algorithms on the
SNL’s ViSAR data.

respectively. Since the moving target’s shadow is an area with
a low gray value, introducing the white Gaussian noise with a
gray value much larger than the moving target’s shadow will
result in the inability to accurately calculate the Contrast. In
this experiment, the Contrast is not used for evaluation. The
quantitative results under different noise sizes are presented in
Table III. As indicated in Table III, as the SNR decreases, the
Entropy of the images will increase. Regardless of the SNR,
the Entropy after the SE-BSFV processing is the smallest.
This further substantiates that the SE-BSFV algorithm exhibits
greater robustness.

2) Experiments on Shadow Detection:

To further evaluate the impact of different pre-processing
algorithms on MDT, we assessed their performance using
traditional and deep learning-based detection algorithms.

a) Detection Experiment with Traditional Algorithms:

Table IV shows the quantitative results based on the algo-
rithms of references [34] and [35]. As illustrated in Table 1V,
in the quantitative results of the two algorithms, the original
images and the images processed by the MF, SAR-BM3D, V-
BM3D, and HESE algorithms have lower Precision and Re-
call, while the images processed by the LRSD, SBN-3D-SD,
and SE-BSFV algorithms have higher Precision and Recall.
This indicates that the LRSD, SBN-3D-SD, and SE-BSFV
algorithms with background suppression function contribute



TABLE IV
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS OF DETECTION FOR TRADITIONAL ALGORITHMS

Method Ng Ngp 1t Nypl Npp ] Precision (%) T Recall (%)t FL 1
Original 139 4265 424 32 24.7 0.057
MF 142 4171 41 33 252 0.058
SAR-BM3D 140 2902 423 4.6 24.9 0.078
V-BM3D 124 2956 439 4.0 22.0 0.068
Reference [34] HESE 63 e 3463 547 0.46 28 0.008
LRSD 323 422 240 434 57.4 0.494
SBN-3D-SD 228 239 335 48.8 40.5 0.443
SE-BSFV 418 542 145 435 74.2 0.548
Original 89 7987 74 1.8 15.8 0.032
MF 93 5026 470 1.8 16.5 0.032
SAR-BM3D 99 2793 464 34 17.6 0.057
V-BM3D 102 2714 461 3.6 18.1 0.060
Reference [35] HESE 263 15 3985 548 0.38 27 0.007
LRSD 68 163 495 29.4 12.1 0.171
SBN-3D-SD 233 1841 330 11.2 41.4 0.176
SE-BSFV 278 1827 285 132 49.4 0.208
TABLE V

QUANTITATIVE RESULTS OF DETECTION FOR DEEP LEARNING-BASED DETECTORS

Method Ng Ngpt Nypl Nypp ]l  Precision (%) T Recall (%) T AP@051 Fl 1
Original 447 111 465 80.1 49 0.58 0.61

MF 452 104 460 813 496 0.59 0.62

SAR-BM3D 451 60 461 88.3 495 0.63 0.63

Volovomm VBMID o 302 89 610 772 331 039 0.46
HESE 468 11 444 80.8 513 0.64 0.63

LRSD 587 58 325 91 644 0.73 0.75

SBN-3D-SD 636 36 276 94.6 69.7 0.83 0.8

SE-BSFV 684 62 28 917 75 0.84 0.83

Origimal 735378 67 563 817 071 073

MF 719 188 194 793 78.8 0.73 0.79

SAR-BM3D 781 323 131 70.7 85.6 0.71 0.77

V-BM3D 585 211 327 735 64.1 0.48 0.68

Faster R-CNN HESE o2 533 306 174 70.7 80.9 0.72 0.75
LRSD 757 185 155 80.4 83 0.77 0.82

SBN-3D-SD 814 133 08 86 89.3 0.87 0.88

SE-BSFV 837 200 75 80.7 91.8 0.90 0.86

Original 799 403 113 %63 376 063 076

MF 799 235 13 773 87.6 0.71 0.82

SAR-BM3D 802 263 110 753 87.9 0.69 0.81

V-BM3D 734 35 178 67.6 80.5 0.52 0.73

DETR HESE oz gse 307 154 712 83.1 0.68 0.77
LRSD 789 288 123 733 86.5 0.74 0.79

SBN-3D-SD 866 312 45 735 95 0.82 0.83

SE-BSFV 856 297 56 74.2 93.9 0.89 0.83

positively to the performance of traditional detection algo-
rithm. Furthermore, the SE-BSFV algorithm has the highest
Recall rate, reaching 74.2% and 49.4% respectively. Although
its Precision is not the highest, its F1 score reaches 0.548 and
0.208 respectively—surpassing that of all other algorithms.
Therefore, this proves that the SE-BSFV algorithm effectively
improves the performance of the traditional detection algo-
rithms more than other pre-processing algorithms in this study.

b) Detection Experiment with Deep Learning-based Detec-
tors:

To further evaluate the impact of different pre-processing al-
gorithms on the performance of deep learning-based detectors,
we conducted a detection experiment using Yolov8-m, Faster
R-CNN, and DETR. Table V shows the quantitative results of
detection for deep learning-based detectors, and Fig. 5 presents

the visualization results of the Yolov8-m, Faster R-CNN, and
DETR in frame 775 on the SNL’s ViSAR data.

The quantitative results of the Yolov8-m detector in Table V
indicate a significant number of missing and false alarms when
directly detecting the original images. This issue arises because
the gray values of the background surrounding moving targets’
shadows closely resemble those of the shadows themselves,
which causes the detection network to fail to fully extract
and characterize the moving targets’ shadows. This result is
further corroborated by the visualization results of the Yolov§-
m shown in Fig. 5. After the MF, SAR-BM3D, and HESE
processing, the missing and false alarms are suppressed in
the Yolov8-m detector, and the F1 score is also improved
compared with the original images. However, it is noteworthy
that the detection results processed by the V-BM3D algorithm
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Fig. 5. The visualization results. (a) Original image detection results. (b) Detection results after the MF processing. (c) Detection results after the SAR-BM3D
processing. (d) Detection results after the V-BM3D processing. (e) Detection results after the HESE processing. (f) Detection results after the LRSD processing.

(g) Detection results after the SBN-3D-SD processing. (h) Detection results after the SE-BSFV processing.
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Fig. 6. The PR curves of different pre-processing algorithms on different detectors. (a) Yolov8-m. (b) Faster R-CNN. (c) DETR.

are worse than those of the original images. This may be due
to a lack of targeted optimization for ViSAR data within the V-
BM3D algorithm. After the LRSD processing, there are fewer
missing and false alarms than the above four algorithms, the
Precision reaches 91%, and the Recall rate reaches 64.4%.
After the SBN-3D-SD algorithm processing, the Precision is
highest among all algorithms, reaching 94.6%, but the recall
rate is only 69.7%. In contrast, after the SE-BSFV algorithm
processing, the Recall rate is the highest among the other
algorithms, reaching 75%. Even though the Precision is a little
lower than that of the SBN-3D-SD algorithm, the F1 score
reaches 0.83, which is 0.03 higher than that of the SBN-3D-
SD algorithm and 0.22 higher than that of the original images,
which is the best among these algorithms.

Unlike the Yolov8-m detector, which is a one-stage detector,
the Faster R-CNN detector is a two-stage detector that needs
to generate proposals and then identify the real targets from
these proposals. Consequently, the Recall of the Faster R-CNN
detector tends to be higher than that of the Yolov8-m detector.

As shown in Table V and illustrated in Fig. 5, the Recall of
the Faster R-CNN is improved over that of Yolov8-m, but the
higher Recall is obtained at the cost of decreased Precision.
Furthermore, the trend of detection results of different pre-
processing algorithms in the Faster-RCNN detector is similar
to the trend of the Yolov8-m detector. Notably, after the SE-
BSFV processing, the Recall reaches the highest value among
all the comparison algorithms, which is 91.8%, an increase of
10.1 % compared with the original images. While the Precision
is not the best, being 5.3% lower than that of the SBN-3D-SD
algorithm, it still remains superior to the other five algorithms.
Moreover, the F1 score of the SE-BSFV algorithm is only 0.02
lower than that of the SBN-3D-SD algorithm.

The DETR detector is a relatively new target detection
algorithm that combines CNNs with a Transformer to directly
predict the final detection results. In the visualization results of
Fig. 5, all targets are correctly detected in Fig. 5(h), although
some false alarms are present. From the quantitative detection
results for DETR shown in Table V, the trend of detection



results of different pre-processing algorithms is also similar
to the Yolov8-m and Faster R-CNN detectors. The slight
difference is that after the SE-BSFV algorithm processing, the
Precision is the highest among all pre-processing algorithms,
reaching 74.2%. The Recall rate is 93.4%, which is 1.1%
lower than the SBN-3D-SD algorithm, and the F1 score is
0.83, which is comparable to the SBN-3D-SD algorithm.

Fig. 6 shows the PR curves of different pre-processing
algorithms on different detectors at IoU = 0.5. The SE-BSFV
algorithm has better PR curves than the other pre-processing
algorithms on all detectors, and these results are also reflected
in the AP values shown in Table V. This further confirms that
the detection performance after the SE-BSFV processing is
significantly improved.

In general, the detection experiment with deep learning-
based detectors demonstrates that the detection performance
of all detectors is significantly improved after the SE-BSFV
algorithm processing, indicating that the SE-BSFV algorithm
has a certain versatility for various object detection networks.
In addition, on the Yolov8-m and DETR detectors, the SE-
BSFV algorithm has a greater performance improvement than
the SBN-3D-SD algorithm, and the SE-BSFV algorithm runs 5
times faster than the SBN-3D-SD algorithm. Consequently, the
SE-BSFV algorithm can substantially improve the detection
performance of deep learning-based detectors without com-
promising detection speed.

V. CONCLUSION

In this study, a novel pre-processing algorithm called SE-
BSFV is proposed to enhance the moving targets’ shadows and
suppress the background in ViSAR images, thereby improving
the performance of MTD. Our analysis reveals that the ViSAR
data can be decomposed into a low-rank matrix representing
the background and a sparse matrix corresponding to the
moving targets’ shadows. Additionally, the ViISAR data can be
effectively modeled using GMD. To leverage these characteris-
tics, the SE-BSFV algorithm first employs the SURF algorithm
to register the ViSAR images and then models these images
with GMD. Subsequently, the knowledge acquired from the
previous frames is utilized to estimate GMD parameters for
the current frame. The EM algorithm is then applied to
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After calculating the hidden distribution ~;;;, through the E
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determine model subspace parameters, updating the current
frame’s low-rank matrix while extracting its corresponding
sparse matrix. Finally, the remaining strong scattering objects
in the sparse matrix are eliminated by the ADMM processing,
and the final smooth images containing the moving targets’
shadows are obtained. The shadow enhancement experimental
results demonstrate that the SE-BSFV algorithm can effec-
tively enhance the moving targets’ shadows and suppress the
background in ViSAR data. Furthermore, compared with other
pre-processing algorithms, it exhibits greater robustness and
speed. The detection experimental results reveal that, whether
in the traditional detection algorithm or the deep learning-
based detectors, compared with other pre-processing algo-
rithms, the SE-BSFV algorithm can more effectively improve
the detection performance while ensuring efficiency.

In future studies, we will further explore the essential
differences between the moving targets’ shadows and the noise

that still exists on the edges of roads or at the edges of strong
scattering objects, in order to extract purer moving target
shadows.

VI. APPENDIX
A. The Derivation of the EM Algorithm in the GMD-LRR
Algorithm

The EM algorithm in the GMD-LRR algorithm is derived
as follows:

1) E-step:
The hidden variable associated with the x;; is defined
as z, and the hidden distribution ¢(2zx) = ;i represents

the probability that each data in the GMD comes from the
k € {1,...,K} distribution. Then the hidden variable has
a discrete value set Z = {z1,...,2K}, and the hidden
distribution ;5 is calculated in the E-step, that is:

. P [QCZ‘J‘ Ui(Ui)T> U%}

Zszl 7I'kP [xij

q(zx) = Yijr = (A.1)

Uj (’Ui)T, O'I% :|
2) M-step:
The M-step solves the maximization upper bound of the
parameters U, V,Q, A in the E-step:

202
¥ (A2)

where N, = Z” Vijk-

According to (A.2), updating U and V can be solved by a
weighted L2-LRR problem as follows:
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where the corresponding position of W = {w; ;} is:
K 7vijk .o
wiy = V=13t BI€O (A.5)
0, i,j ¢ 0O

The ALS method [41] is used to solve (A.4) until the
result converges, whose corresponding U and V' are the matrix
solution closest to the true value [27]:

X - UVTHL2 — min Zl [xij - ui(vj)T} (A.6)

JEQ

B. Spatial Structure Analysis of the ViISAR Data

For the SNL’s ViSAR data, its ViSAR images can be
expressed as [x1,--- , 24, -+ ,2,] € RVaXNr where N, and
N, denote the number of pixels in the azimuth and range
directions. The ViSAR data can be completely represented as
a matrix X by vectorizing each image of the ViSAR data
and placing the corresponding vectors of multiple images
side-by-side in chronological order. The CDF [42] is used to
analyze the spatial structure information of the matrix X. The
calculation formula is as follows:

% xmin(d,n) ..
CDF(p) = - min(d,n) -
Zj:l I'(j,4)

where I represents the diagonal matrix formed by the singular
values of the matrix X, I'(j,j) represents the j-th largest
singular value and p% represents the singular values of the
first p percent.

Low-rank property: Fig. 7 shows the CDF analysis, where
the red line is the CDF of the matrix X formed by 100 images,
the blue line is the CDF cumulative distribution of a one-rank
matrix, and the yellow line is the CDF cumulative distribution
of a full-rank matrix. The cumulative distribution of the ViSAR
data is closer to the one-rank matrix, which indicates that the
information redundancy in the ViSAR data is high and the
ViSAR data has a low rank.

Sparsity property: The sparsity of the matrix X is analyzed
by calculating the proportion of pixels of moving targets’
shadows in ViSAR images [20]. Fig. 8 shows the sparsity
analysis diagram of the moving targets’ shadows in a ViSAR
image, Fig. 8(a) shows the pixel value of the center of a
moving target’s shadow, and Fig. 8(b) shows the pixel statistics
of the image. As can be seen in Fig. 8(a), the shadow is dark
and the gray value is only 22, and the distribution of moving
targets’ shadows is sparse. It can be seen from Fig. 8(b) that
the moving targets’ shadows occupy a small proportion in a
single image. Therefore, the moving targets’ shadows have
sparsity in a single image.
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Fig. 7. The curve of CDF.

According to the above analysis, after converting the whole
ViSAR data into a two-dimensional matrix X, the background
can be regarded as a low-rank matrix UV” and the moving
targets’ shadows can be regarded as a residual matrix (sparse
matrix) X — UVT. Therefore, we can use the concept of
LRR to suppress the background and enhance the shadows
to improve the distinction between moving targets’ shadows
and background.

In addition, reference [43] found that during ViSAR imag-
ing, background clutter and noise in ViSAR data can some-
times be modeled as an approximate Gaussian distribution.
Fig. 9 shows the background distribution of the ViSAR data,
the red line is the standard normal distribution curve with
expectation 0 and variance 1, and the blue line is the distri-
bution of a region of a ViSAR image. The distribution of this
region is in line with the Gaussian characteristics, but there is
certain difference with the Gaussian distribution, and there are
multiple peaks. Therefore, in the subsequent study, the GMD
is planned to be adopted for LRR model modeling.

(b)

Fig. 8. The sparsity analysis of moving targets’ shadows. (a) The pixel value
at the center of the shadow. (b) Pixel statistic.



Fig. 9. Background distribution analysis of the ViSAR data.
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