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General radar transmission codes that minimize
measurement error of a static target

Juha Vierinen, Markku Lehtinen, Mikko Orispaa, and Bayllamtie

Abstract— The variances of matched and sidelobe free mis- phases and amplitudes defined by parametgenda;. These

matched filter estimators are given for arbitrary coherent targets
in the case of aperiodic transmission. It is shown that mismzhed
filtering is often better than matched filtering in terms of egima-
tion accuracy. A search strategy for finding general transnmssion
codes that minimize estimation error and satisfy constraits on
code power and amplitude range is then introduced. Resultshew
that nearly perfect codes, with performance close to a singlpulse
with the same total power can be found. Also, finding these casd
is not computationally expensive and such codes can be fourfior
all practical code lengths. The estimation accuracy of the ewly
found codes are compared to binary phase codes of similar Igth
and found to be better in terms of estimator variance. Simila
transmission codes might be worth investigating also for star
and telecommunications applications.

Index Terms—radar codes, matched filter, mismatched filter,
general modulation codes, target estimation

I. INTRODUCTION

parameters obtain values. € [0,27] andai € [amin, Gmax)s
wherek € [1,..., L] : k € N. The reason why one might want
to restrict the amplitudes to some range stems from practica
constraints in transmission equipment. In most traditiona
work, the amplitudes have been setlitand often the number
of phases has also been restricted, eg., in the case of binary
phase codes tg;, € {0, 7}.

Defining §(¢) with ¢t € Z as

1 when t=0
ot) = { 0 otherwise

we can describe an arbitrary baseband radar e¢deas

1)

L

e(t) = are'®5(t —k+1).

k=1
In addition to this, we restrict the total transmission code

)

HASE modulation of a radar transmission is a well knowpower to be constant for all codes of similar length. Without
method for increasing radar transmission power, whikny loss of generality, we set code power equal to code length

still maintaining a good range resolution. Such transroissi
codes can consist of two or more individual phases. The
performance of binary, quadri and polyphase codes has been

thoroughly inspected in terms of heuristic criteria, sustite
integrated sidelobe level (ISL), or peak to sidelobe leRSL()

[1]-[7]. In previous work, binary phase codes have also be
evaluated in terms of estimation accuracy of a static targgt
when using an optimal sidelobe free mismatched filter f(N

periodic [8], [9], [12] and aperiodic signals [10].

We first examine the behaviour of matched and optimal
sidelobe free mismatched filter estimators for a point likd a

L
L= le(t)]. 3)
t=1
This will make it possible to compare estimator variances
of codes with different lengths and therefore differenalot
nsmission powers. Also, it is possible to compare codies o
e same length and different transmission power simply by
eating L as transmission power.

IIl. M EASUREMENT EQUATION

a uniform target. In the case of a point-like target, we get th Equation[# describes the basic principle of estimating a
well known result that the matched filter is optimal, and thgoherent radar targbusing a linear filter. When the target
sidelobe free mismatched filter has a larger estimator veeia iS @ssumed to be infinite length and using roundtrip time as
which depends mainly on the sidelobe power, and is thus fi@f'ge, the scattering from a target is simplified to convolu-
necessarily very high. In the case of a uniform target, we stign of the transmission with the target. In this convolatio
that the matched filter produces biased results and in additedquation,n(t) denotes the measured signa{f) denotes the

to the bias, it also has a worse estimator variance in ma#jknown targete(t) denotes the transmitted waveform and

cases. (Here we consider the mean value of the error termé

represents thermal noise, which is assumed to be Gaussian

. - - . _1 -
bias and call the second moments of the error term around YMaite noise with poweSNR™". Finally, h(t) represents the

mean the estimator variance).

Il. GENERAL TRANSMISSION CODE

A code with lengthL can be described as an infinite
length sequence with a finite humber of nonzero pulses WY[

decoding filter used to decode the signal, it can be eg., a
matched or mismatched filter.

m(t) = [o(t) * e(t) + £()] * h(t) (4)

Assuming that the Fourier transformation of the transmit-
d waveform contains no zeros, a solution to the previous
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Mismatched filter IV. ESTIMATORS

When estimating the power of a target, it is customary
to use several repetitions of a measurement. In this case,
the target and the thermal noise are denoted as random
variables, which are indexed with € N, ie., each repetition
is a different random variable. The measurement equation fo
repeated measurements is then written as

mA(t) = [(ex o®)(t) + £4(8)] * h(t). (8)

Even though the scattering amplitude and thermal noise
amplitude change between measurements, we assume that
the statistical properties of the thermal noise and theetarg
are unchanged between measurements, and this is what is
estimated. The target is measured as target power usingesamp
variance, from which we subtract known bias caused by the
thermal noise entering the filter. The matched filter target

7T T T T T T T 1 power estimator is thus
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Fig. 1. The mismatched and matched filters of a polyphase ¢gde [0, 27] Lmat (t) = - 1.2 + N L2 Z |m$n (t)| (9)

with length L = 9 and R = 0.974. q=1

and the mismatched filter

notationFp {¢(t)} = é(w) for a zero padded discrete Fourier . Bris 1 &
transform wih(tzinsfo(rm length/ >> L, the optimal sidelobe Tmis(t) = — 1.2 + N L2 Z mi @) (10)
free mismatched filter can be defined &' {L/é(w)} = 7=1
A(t). Such a filter will be infinite length, but it is a mathemat- In these equations the thermal noise entering the filter is
ical fact that the coefficients will exponentially approa@to denoted withB,,.; = SNR ™! 322 |hm(7)|? and Bpis =
[11], so one can use a truncata¢) with errors of machine gSNR ! pDE PYCo 1L
precision magnitude. Also, it is known that filtering wift)
is the minimum mean square estimator for target amplitude.

In the case of the mismatched filter, we &ét) = A(¢) in
the measurement equation, which can be simplified into theln baseband, the scattering from a point target is defined

V. POINT-LIKE TARGET

following form as a zero mean complex Gaussian random process with the
second moment defined with the following expectation
ma(t) =Lo(t)+  (ExA)(t) . (5) Eo?(t)o?(t') = 26(t — t.)6(t' — t.)6(q — p). (11)

measurement error

In other words, the scattering is zero for all other ranges th
In the case of a matched filtér,,(t) = e(—t), one can t., where the scattering power is Different repetitions are
also extract the target from the measurement equation. Froaf correlated.
equation(e * h,,,)(t) — r(t) = Li(t), we see that the matched In this case, it can be shown that the matched filter and mis-
filter can be expressed using the mismatched fikigy) and matched filter estimators are both unbiased, #eZy,is(t) =

code autocorrelation function sidelobe@) as E #mat(t) = x. The estimator variances are:
1 . 1 2Bmat® . Bumat®
hun(£) = M) + 7 (A% 7)(2), (6) Var Gt = <x N s ) (12)
and thus we can write the matched filter measurement equatigid
mm(t) as N 1 2 2Bnis7 -Bmis2
Var Zpmis = N (:C + 72 + 74 . (13)
mm(t) = Lo(t) + (rxo)(t)+  (Exhm)t) . (7) _ _ o .
—— The target itself is a source of estimation errors, as it

measurement error

is a Gaussian random variable (self-noise). The only code
Equation[6 shows that the matched filter for a code wittlependent terms are the thermal noise tefips; and Bi;s.
integrated sidelobe power approaching zgtg” __ |r(t)|> — Thus, the only way to reduce estimator variance is to reduce
0 approaches the sidelobe free mismatched filtgr(t) — thermal noise. In the case of a matched filter, the noiseiegter
A(t). In this case measurement equatiohs 5[dnd 7 are the sathe filter is independent of the code and proportional dewpdi
which is a natural result. Figufé 1 shows a mismatched andileer power L. For a mismatched filter, the thermal noise
matched filter for a relatively good code. term is always larger than the matched filter equalent, and
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Fig. 2. The expectation of power and an example of an instahtiee target.

r

it is highly code dependent. In order to compare estimator

performance, we can use the following ratio:
Bma L
R = ¢ - 0 27
Bmis ZT:—OO |A(T)|

(14)

which will approachl when the performance of the optimal

mismatched filter approaches that of the matched filter.

VI. DISTRIBUTED TARGET

When the target is not point-like, the situation is diffexen 3)
A zero mean time-stationary Gaussian scattering mediuin wit

power depending on range can be defined as
Ec?(t)oP(t') = x(t) §(t — ') §(q — p).

(15)

Figure[2. shows an example of(t) and the instantanious

scatteringo ().

many cases these terms will cause the variance of the matched
filter estimator to be wider than the mismatched filter estiima
variance.

Figure[3 shows a simulated target that is probed with a
random phase code and then the target power is estimated with
matched and mismatched filter estimators. A relatively poor
random phase code with = 0.23 was used to emphasize the
following relevant features:

1) With all but the smallest signal to noise ratios the
matched filter estimator has larger variance. For exam-
ple, if the target is assumed to be completely uniform
z(t) = 1, the matched filter estimator variance for the
13-bit Barker code is better only whesNR < 0.05.
When the signal to noise ratio is higher than this, the
mismatched filter has better estimation variance. When
SNR = 1, the estimation variance of the mismatched
filter is already11% better for the 13-bit Barker code.

2) The matched filter has bias which depends on the

sidelobes. For example, when the target is again uniform

x(t) = 1, the bias of the best binary phase codes of

lengths3 to 42 is around0.1, in other words, the target

power estimate i0% higher than it is in reality. In
figure[3, the bias is abow0%.

The mismatched filter produces larger thermal noise.

This can be seen on the outermost extremes in Figure

wherez(t) = 0. This is code dependent, and depends

on the value ofR. When R — 1, the thermal noise of

a mismatched filter is equal to that of a matched filter.

Figure[4 shows the ratio of matched and mismatched filter
variances for the best polyphase and binary phase codes of

In the case of a distributed target, it can be shown that theveral different lengths as a function of signal to nois®ra
expectation of the matched filter estimator is biased, with tWhen the ratio is smaller than one, the matched filter perform
sidelobes convolved with the target. By defining the sidelolbetter. It can be seen from the figure that wheKR is

term as

o0

Y Ir(n)Pa(r - 1),

T=—00

S(t) = (16)

we can describe the matched filter estimator mean as

E &mat(t) = x(t) + &

s (17)

increased, the mismatched filter is better after some thiésh
SNR, and the ratio of variances asymptotically approaches
a certain code dependent ratio. Also, when code length is
increased, the threshokNR where the mismatched filter has
better variance is lowered. This can be seen from the betnavio
of the polyphase code of length 1024.

On the other hand, the sidelobe free mismatched filter

estimator is unbiased. It has mean

B s (£) = 2(2). (18)

VIl. CODE OPTIMALITY

In our considerations, we only concentrate on minimizing
the mismatched filter estimator variance, because the métch

The variance of the estimators can also be found. Thger is biased by the code sidelobes and also often hasrlarge

matched filter has a variance

) 1 5 2Bparx(t)  2S(t)x(t)
Var i () =5 [x(t) ;o B
Bmat®  S(t)?  2Bua S(t)
LA LA LA } (19)
and the mismatched filter has variance:
N 1 2 2Bmis (E(t) -Bmis2
Var s (t) = N {x(t) t—2 iz (20)

estimator variance for a distributed target. In any casés it
possible to inspect matched filter estimator performance by
using equation 19.

From the equations of mismatched filter estimator variance
it is clear that the code affects estimation variance. The
estimator variance is the same for both distributed andtpoin
targets, so it is sufficient to maximize the ratid described
in equatior I#. But what does maximizifymean? From eq.

[6, which describes a matched filter in terms of a mismatched

By inspecting these equations, one can see that the nfiker and matched filter ACF sidelobest), one can see that

matched filter variance is the same as it was for a point-likehen sidelobe power =3,

|7(t)|? approaches zero the

— 00

target, but the matched filter has additional sidelobe tefms mismatched filter approaches the matched filter
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Matched filter estimator Ratio of estimator variances
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Fig. 3. Simulated uniform target estimated with a matched msmatched . . ) . }

filter using a random phase code. In this case the signal &ematio is one, Fig- 4. ~The ratio of matched and mismatched filter estimatiances
and the code is relatively pod? = 0.23. The matched filter estimator has for @ uniform targetz(t) = 1. The best performing polyphase and binary
bias and larger variance due to self-noise caused by thettaFge correct Phase codes for several code lengths is shown. When theisatiol, the

target is zero everywhere else anft) = 1 whent € [90, 290] U[300, 590]. ~ Mismatched filter estimator is better.

Distribution of R for different code lengths

0

lim h,, (t) = A(t). (21) T Code length

p—0 i :130

In this case we have a code wifh = 1, ie., the matched © 50
and mismatched filters are the same and ACF is a single spike oo 10

e(t)xe(—t) = Li(t). Therefore, even though we are restricting

ourselves to the mismatched filter, the same codes will also

be good when used as a matched filter. The cldsés to 1,

the smaller the sidelobes and thus matched filter error.
Traditional code optimality criteria also reflect code geood

ness, but their relation to mismatched filter estimatiorueacy

is not that well defined. Still, it is evident from equatibh 6

that the sidelobes of the code autocorrelation functioeatly

affect the performance of the mismatched filter by making the

filter longer than the matched filter, allowing more thermal ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

noise to enter the estimate. Thus, traditional code optiynal

criteria such as peak to maximum sidelobe level (PSL) or code R

power divided by integrated Siqe_lc,)be power (MF) will aISQ—ig. 5. Distribution of R for random polyphase codes, g, = 1 and

reflect code goodness. In the limiting case, whesiL — 0 4, < [0, 27] for all k.

and M F' — oo it is clear thatR will also have limitR — 1.

Probability density

0
|

VIIl. CODE SEARCH ALGORITHM We used a heuristic optimization algorithm specifically

Lacking an analytic method of obtaining codes witiclose  created for this task, with the purpose of robustly conveggi
to one, while statisfying the constraint on code amplitud® @ maxima ofR as a function of a code, while satisfying
range ar € [amin, Gmax], WE resort to numerical meanslconst.ralnts on CO(_je amplltude range. The code is descnibed i
In order to get an overview of how the performance dtlgorithmll. The idea is as follows:
codes is distributed among codes, we sampled several cod&) We first generate a code with all bauds at random phases
lengths usind 0% randomly chosen polyphase codes (constant  and unit amplitudes.
amplitude), and used a histogram to come up with an estimate2) For a fixed amount of iterations, a new phase or ampli-
distribution of R. This shown in figurle 5. It is evident that as tude is randomized for a randomly selected baud, &nd
the code length grows, it becomes nearly impossible to find calculated for the resulting trial code. If the amplitude
good codes by searching them in a purely random fashion. is changed, we also select another baud and change its
Therefore, in order to proceed numerically, some form of  amplitude in the opposite direction in order to maintain
optimization algorithm was needed. total code power af.. If the code is good enough, we
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Algorithm 1 Random local improvement algorithm. local maximas ofR are visited.
repeat The algorithm has also been applied with some modifica-
for b =1 to code length do tions for more resticted cases, such as binary and quagepha
¢[b] < UniformRandom(0, 27) codes that are too long to search exhaustively.
ab] <1
€[b] <= a[b] x exp(jo[b]) IX. SEARCH RESULTS
feor:difirl to number of iterations do We applied _the search a_Igorithm for code lengihe 4096
if UniformRandom(0, 1) < 0.5 then using three different amplitude rangexs'l = [_1, 1], Ay =
b « floor(UniformRandom(0, code length)) + 1 [0.95, 1.95] and Az := [0, 2]. The first of these is a polyphase_
A¢ < UniformRandom(0, 217) code with constfamt ampll_tuc_zle, the other two allow a certain
olde < €[p] gmount of amplitude deviation around 1..Results are shown
eb] < exp(jA®) in tableld as the best value dt fom_md for given code Iength
NewR < CalculateR(c) and amplitude range. For comparison, the values of bestybina
if NewR > R then phase codes are also shown in coluBirSome selected codes
R« NewR are given in tabl&f.
ob] < Ad The results show that polyphase codes are better than binary
else phase codes. When we allow the amplitude of the code to
eb] < olde change, we get still better codes. Nearly all of the codek wit
end if the largest amplitude rangés have performance comparable
else to that achievable with complementary codes. In this dase

) 4 . .
b1 < floor(UniformRandom(0, code length)) + 1 is Igss tharD.5 - 1 from theoretical maximum. .
b2 <= floor (UniformRandom(0, code length)) + 1 Figureg 6[17 andl8 show several of these codes. The first one

Aa < NormalRandom(0, 1) is the best polyphase code of len@tht is interesting because
’ it has nearly optimal shape of ACF. (The values of the ACF

olda < a . )
olde < ¢ for lags£8 are necessarily of norm one, because the first and
¢ < 4afb2)? — 8a[b1]Aa — 4Aa2 the last element of the code have norm one, but. the rest of
if ¢ >0 and b1 <> b2 then the ACF_ values are close to zero). The second f|gu_re shows
Aa2 < —a[b2] — 0.5,/ an amplitude and phase modu!ated code an_d the thqul shows
afbl] < afbl] — Aa a longer code of length 1024 with more restricted amplitudes
a[b2] < a[b2] + Aa2
c[b1] < albl] exp(jo[bl]) X. CONCLUSIONS
c[b2] <= a[b2] exp(j¢[b2]) Estimator mean and variance was derived for matched
NewR < CalculateR (e) and mismatched filter target power estimators in the case
if NewR > R then of an arbitrary target. It was seen that it is sufficient to
R < NewR minimize thermal noise entering the filter. It was also noted
else that matched filter estimator contains bias and often result
€ <= olde in larger estimator variance than the mismatched filter when
a < olda the target is distributed. The obtained equations for egtim
end if variance can be used for more specific radar design problems
end if where there is prior information of the range and power exten
end if of the target.
end for In order to search for optimal mismatched filter estima-
until R good enough tor codes, a heuristic constrained random local improveémen

algorithm was used to find transmission codes that are in
many cases extremely close to theoretical optimum. Thehwidt
of the estimator variance is inversely proportional SR

select it as our new current working code. o .
3) After each “optimization run”, we will find a code atand transmission power, and thus the largest improvements

some local maximum. The optimization runs (Step ol comparison to binary phase codes can be found for short

are then repeated with new random initial code until ansmission codes and poSNR values. For goOBNR :
satisfactory result has been obtained. levels and longer codes, the improvement is not as dramatic.

The number of iterations of an optimization run is a tunable
parameter of the algorithm, it varies frond for small code
lengths to10° for codes with lengthl, > 103.

One of the main reasons for robustness of this algorithm
that it does not follow the largest gradient, but insteatbt®$  27ne  software and more complete results can be found at
a random positive gradient, making it more likely that morgttp://mep.fi/mediawiki/PhaseCodes

XI. FUTURE WORK

In this study, we restricted ourselves to targets that do not
rlzé':\ve Doppler, and thus the performance of these codes in
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Code L=9 R=0.974
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Fig. 6. The best polyphase code with= 0.974, L = 9. This code also has exceptionally high merit factor of 28&.& evident from the ACF, that this is
nearly the most optimal code possible for a code with unitmamplitudes, as the outermost extremes of a single pulse toave 1. The phases in degrees
are:0,0.2,52.4,41.7,—91.1, —144.5,39.8,161.4, —25.1.

Code L=20 R=1.000
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Fig. 7. An amplitude and phase modulated code with amplitideangea;, € [0, 2].
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amplitude modulation is allowed.

Code L=1024 R=0.991

Argand plane

It can be seen that the sidelobes can be reduced to neaolyween
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Fig. 8. A long code with amplitudes in rangg, € [0.5,1.5].

TABLE Il

Sidelobes r(t), t>0 Abs(ACF)
o
8 —~
- Re —
o
8
©
o
S
N
o
T T T T T T T T T T T
0 200 400 600 800 -1000 -500 0 500 1000

lag

SOME SELECTED CODES

Length R Phasesp;. (degrees) Amplitudesay,

9 0.973 00.252.441.7 -91.1 -144.5 39.8 161.4 -25.1 111111111

13 1.000 98.39 -104.50 36.76 175.29 99.72 -62.70 -120.28 77.66 46.320.39 1.13 1.56 1.35 0.31 1.38 0.65 1.01 1.40 1.05 0.76 Q.
37.25 33.31 13.03 -21.19 0.15

20 0.988 5.46 -20.64 -40.09 -28.29 -36.87 -22.32 43.55 172.33 175.48).80 0.80 0.87 1.20 1.18 0.80 0.80 0.80 1.20 0.94 1.20 1
93.05 -34.38 -55.14 122.29 -158.74 -45.56 89.39 -79.32143¢. 1.20 0.80 0.84 1.20 0.88 0.86 1.20 0.92
-46.09 134.19

33 0.982 18.60 -100.83 161.00 33.34 -79.52 130.0530.10-122.2®9%5. 111111111111111111111111111111
168.40 98.19 94.49 -77.28 4.82 -167.74 65.06 168.02 -28.0aL 1
9.50 90.79 -82.85 -3.32 -94.82 -114.72 -71.90 130.07 -169.0
-162.73 -107.41 -86.53 -48.03 -41.65 -14.85

42 1.000 -174.51 158.30 -126.60 139.94 -128.83 -149.15 51.30 -¥3%.1 0.30 0.28 0.32 0.42 0.28 0.64 0.47 0.72 0.77 0.45 0.39 1
82.97 -31.20 139.69 -1.60 -148.26 28.75 -19.38 27.63 -21.570.53 1.09 1.16 1.18 1.76 1.62 0.79 1.02 1.27 1.90 1.72 1.
35.47 143.15 -50.60 53.19 133.13 -78.68 -119.40 -72.4484038. 1.34 1.85 1.08 1.73 1.31 0.35 1.07 0.84 0.80 0.73 0.68 (
72.66 40.87 -103.49 89.89 -10.03 -55.58 -170.31 93.54 e¥4]1. 0.53 0.64 0.29 0.20 0.24 0.14
136.35 54.50 -23.15 -148.32 27.18 19.58 -125.25

45

.20

.29

41
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TABLE | 2
BEST TRANSMISSION CODES FOUND [ ]
Length A1 Ao As B [3]
3 0.745| 0.775| 1.000 | 0.745
4 0.679 | 0.748 | 1.000 | 0.679 [4]
5 0.866 | 0.900 | 1.000 | 0.866
6 0.676 | 0.743 | 1.000 | 0.676 [5]
7 0.894 | 0.917 | 1.000 | 0.705
8 0.817 | 0.862 | 1.000 | 0.756 [6]
9 0.974 | 0.979 | 1.000 | 0.618
10 0.886 | 0.921 | 1.000 | 0.678
11 0.926 | 0.946 | 1.000 | 0.804 7
12 0.899 | 0.927 | 1.000 | 0.853
13 0.954 | 0.971 | 1.000 | 0.952 8]
14 0.926 | 0.948 | 1.000 | 0.835
15 0.951 | 0.968 | 1.000 | 0.870
16 0.937 | 0.958 | 1.000 | 0.788 [9]
17 0.953 | 0.969 | 1.000 | 0.773
18 0.927 | 0.954 | 1.000 | 0.792
19 0.968 | 0.958 | 1.000 | 0.831 [10]
20 0.956 | 0.973 | 1.000 | 0.838
21 0.962 | 0.976 | 1.000 | 0.835
22 0.956 | 0.974 | 1.000 | 0.806 [11]
23 0.968 | 0.983 | 1.000 | 0.824
24 0.959 | 0.974 | 1.000 | 0.835 [12]
25 0.968 | 0.982 | 1.000 | 0.853
26 0.960 | 0.976 | 1.000 | 0.877
27 0.953 | 0.973 | 1.000 | 0.862
28 0.956 | 0.970 | 1.000 | 0.847
29 0.959 | 0.974 | 1.000 | 0.853
30 0.940 | 0.971 | 1.000 | 0.864
31 0.950 | 0.976 | 1.000 | 0.860
32 0.971 | 0.971| 1.000 | 0.843
33 0.982 | 0.973 | 1.000 | 0.856
34 0.940 | 0.976 | 1.000 | 0.867
35 0.961 | 0.979 | 1.000 | 0.851
36 0.948 | 0.976 | 1.000 | 0.847
37 0.941 | 0.978 | 1.000 | 0.850
38 0.948 | 0.969 | 1.000 | 0.855
39 0.953 | 0.970 | 1.000 | 0.849
40 0.959 | 0.981 | 1.000 | 0.842
41 0.940 | 0.971 | 1.000 -
42 0.960 | 0.970 | 1.000 -
64 0.966 - 0.999 -
128 0.941 - 0.999 -
256 0.946 - 0.998 -
512 - 0.944 | 0.998 -
1028 - 0.929 | 0.997 -
2048 - 0.930 | 0.996 -
4096 - 0.929 | 0.995 -

the presence of Doppler is not known. The next logical step
would be to study estimation of targets with Doppler. In thes
cases the optimal transmission codes may be different. We
only studied the performance of two natural and commonly
used linear target power estimators. A more superior method
would be to study target estimation as a statistical problem
selecting codes that minimize the posterior distributibithe
target variable, given the measurements and prior infaomat
about the target.
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