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A Sorting Method for Radar Emitter Signals Based on the Gaussian Smoothing
and Contour Lines of Ambiguity Function

HOU Wen-Tai' PU Yun-Weil»?2 GUO Yuan-Pu! MA Lan-Yu!

Abstract Sorting radar emitter signals is the key step of electronic reconnaissance system and threat warning system.
Existing radar emitter signal sorting methods based on ambiguity function have many problems, such as low information
utilization and susceptibility to noise. In this paper, a novel sorting method based on contour lines of ambiguity function
is proposed. First, an ambiguity function is processed by using a Gaussian operator and contour lines are created as object
of feature extraction. Then, a positive bounding rectangle and a direction angle are extracted as the feature vector from
the perspective of image processing. Finally, the kernel fuzzy C-means clustering algorithm is used to sort the feature
vector. The simulated experiments show that the success rate of sorting six kinds of typical signals by proposed method
not only achieves 100 % in fixed SNR environment above 8 dB, but also keeps above 89.04 % in 0dB. In addition, the
measured data show that the proposed features can improve the sorting effect of five kinds of outfield emitter signals,
which can be used as an effective complement to the classical five parameters. Besides, the proposed feature also has lower
computational complexity, the feature extraction time of one signal is only 0.24 s, which indicated the engineering value
of the proposed method.
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tion, CWD), THHEE AR E. SCHR (8] fi7 th, BOH)
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T RN BB A R A R, AT RAAZ i H DO T AR
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function main ridge, AFMR) VJIfi #5000 %, #&
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(b) AF contour lines of LFM
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(d) QPSK 155 [ AF 4y ik
(d) AF contour lines of QPSK

(e) MSEQ {55 [ AF "Gk
(e) AF contour lines of MSEQ

(f) BFSK {55 [ AF "7 4k
(f) AF contour lines of BFSK

K2 6 RIAUGSH AF S5k
Fig.2 AF contour lines of six typical signals

frequency modulation, LFM). —AH%it% (Binary
phase shift keying, BPSK). VU445 (Quadrature
phase shift keying, QPSK). M thFaHL/F %1 (M-
sequence, MSEQ) #1 —#ii%if5 (Binary frequency
shift keying, BFSK) 6 85511 AF & mk A,
Elth N (55 R,

2 1EMIRHE S YRR
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PRIGA S | LR IA | BER R A AR R0,
FEREF TR, AF S5k Jm i an - n] e 20
PO RSERE . R, H A S AR R 1 LR
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I IESSCRANG U VL RERAS PRIk, AT 2 m] LLEL A
W, NS S AF S5 mZBARA R L 70455
LI A8 SO BRI R R A K R R A2
FJ7 I f kAl AF S5 e R A

2.1 IESMESE
T IEAMEHIEAR TS T B JEAE K7 [a) AT

L7 1) R SE &S B, DRI SR T T A4 ok A1E 7T A 2%
Mo [ AF S5 i Z A NI R 0 AR DL AWFFE,
KK TEAT T AR BT AF 25 Rkt TiE
TEI AT RAF IEAN A, B3 25 T LEM {5 %5 1E4b
B E A,

K3 LFM {55 MIESMER
Fig.3 Positive bounding rectangle of LFM
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2.2 HlEfa

i AF [ARFAAR M i BRI 40, AF A 51551
e ok, ANFEMAE S B 20K AR 1 75 5K 20 Bl
BIARF. KRR B A3y o G B AS w2k 10k 1) &
A A%, DRk nT DA 45w 4 0 5 1) SR R AR
PO AR B RO YE. 2 T A o N ETE 35S
X HEJy g A, B4 4 T LEM {5511
Ji R .

B4 LFM 5510750
Fig.4 Direction angle of LFM

W AF 5 m &M A B AR N (e, y.), MR
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a BT
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TR B 4P SR F 5

3 MEXBELERIN

#%H CON. LFM. BPSK. QPSK. MSEQ.
BFSK 6 Fl L AUE 5 AT 40 7 BL3 5 HUE 5 R
FEREUN 1024, Hrp, LEM #7568 10 MHz,
BPSK #1 BFSK ¥J°¥H 13 {7 Barker 1%, QPSK
KM 16 f7 Frank f5, MSEQ Fr I 4 B LY 51 Kk
(1011100). FrfafE 5 kw34 10 us, & T BFSK
155 PN S 2> 5L 10 MHz #1 2 MHz b, H4A
155 MBI A 10 MHz.  S256 Bt FH 0L 0 TR
GE62, CPU 2} 2.6 GHz, WA74 8.0GB, {i i I'&
5§ MATLAB 2015b.

3.1 EEEMEEE TR

SNR M 0~20dB #}kg 2dB, &K E 57"
100 AMASFEAIAH IR, 43 2 % SNR. [ 32 1)
11 A 600 BEAIfE 545 1, FUHA SRS
155 125 T SRR AE K T KFCM. SyE3E 7 282K 0
. R AH TR SNR T 10 RS2 i F1 2k

F1 ESHE 1 TS ERIIE (%)

Table 1  Average correct rate of signal setl (%)

AR SNR F4rikid# (dB)

fis g2

0 2 4 6 8~ 20
CON 100 100 100 100 100
LFM 100 100 100 100 100
BPSK 82.54 96.69 98.03 99.1 100
QPSK 83.32 97.06 98.22 98.86 100
MSEQ 87.77 97.42 99.01 99.54 100
BFSK 80.58 100 100 100 100
Ty 89.04 98.53 99.21 99.58 100

BOR 1 BT et L RO e RS e 2 1

RERS IR 5 Ik Sk

1: WlHH AR &

2: Emitter: Fpor ik 5 5

3: Num: BRI A 15 54

4: SNR: f5WM:tL

5: n: R 5K

6: N: ff 5 B RFEKE

7 Vi RRE )

8: for all Emitter do

9: for all SNR do

10: for all Num do

11 REEMESD s(h):

12: WRIEAEK N/n BES s(n) EX
FEA N £

13: MR (1) 75 AF:

14: H M =50=1K&EifEE] AF
HEAF VAR P

15: KHH 1.2.3 W57 KR AF 455
2

16: R ()~ (1) 4 Bk A
S, AR, «;

17: MR AR R Vo=
[S, AR, a]:

18: end for

19: end for

20: end for
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21: A KFCM $13E%) Vo 3T R0 1%
22: vl ik sk,

M 1 A W, CON.LFM MF5 575 0 ~ 20 dB
O PN 2 IR R 3 Tl 100 %. 45 A1 2 ASHER
B, XA CONL LEM 155 (45 s 52 40 4
JEH LEM 55 MBia ik 2] 7 —60°, Bk bA17E
ik SNR MR AEDREF A S RFE. JLik, 1T BFSK
55 ARG S, RS 2 B R U
AF HiE 3] 5 — M . Kk BFSK {55 1155 2k K
B FE I JR AU R B0 A s 2 A, BFSK 155 155
LA MSL AT N, B FIX . 746, |
T BPSK. QPSK F1 MSEQ 155 [d] g Ak £k M 1 51,
1L AF S a s, SEelfE 4dB U
IR IE R T iR .

H TR AT TR B 2 ) BA s ORI s B 2
M RET, O EREAEFRIE M AT 4T B 22 S LR AR S
LS RS 20 AF MR ERIERE )y, ASCRIH
el H3h g fg ML (Stacked autoencoder, SAE), H{
20~ 30dB Ju [l N EEME 5% 10 A EAL 180 M
AAE RIS, A5 2% 9 0.01, K& 235 Mfi
300~ 100 41 T X 6 M55 AT ik si .
Ah, ARSCEZ T 530k [6-7] [9]- [12] kRIS
WEIERIR G, PEILE 5.

o
100 [

95

90

S 85y
g —&— JHk [6] i
& 80y —— WK [7] F7 i
SCHR [9] A%
75 L —— 3Tk [12] ik |
—— AF-SAE J7i%
I
70
0 5 10 15 20
{5t /dB

5 MIERIIFXS
Fig.5 Comparison of successful rate
K5 rTLUE H, 6 PhO7ariE 6 2815 5 1kt
A SNR B H G B N RER. TS
R HE XS AR 5 (R AR AL M P R P R A T S, DRI SR
(6] XA [ ) PRI S IR 7 AEBOR AN, SNR R B3]
16 dB I EIFA6 ™42 T 9822, SCHR [7] 320 i 7 40
AL T TEHEBURF AL 73 0 2 1 3% PR 5 I AT
B IR R, PR AIE S Bl ) Ik P9 45 L B 4 1

75 0dB TR IES] T 88.90 %, H5AIT
BEARFET. 3T AF U7k, AF-SAE (45 i%
REJI7E 2dB Bl EHA—@ M. 1 SAE g%
TARHER AF 115 B, KR AF W) 5 20
S, U VE M o BURAE 0dB 7=k T K T
W S AMEME RS, W R E R =M
FEAR, — SO RN e B 1 RUH A4 1) T I8 9 %A K
IR, o TIXREHEBE S0 AR, REY
S TCVEAR IR T A R U ik, PRI T G Ak
() AF B4 S5 R ARSI 7 AR 4w (R ATF 5T T
SCHR [9] $EHU AFMR, & AF 7238 i Ak 4 18 %
B KB AR, B AFMR B F B AR5t T4t
A&7, 45 0dB T35 sl Ak 3 T 4 N
() 81.16 %. SCHR [12] B AF XJ 1 £R 51 ) 43 3% 1
DhE N 5dB TFUKIRBRE, 1X& AF X ke &
= R BICERAE AF 1= 4 Ak k.

B AF 856, —Sig k1 AF M3 2R
EHEFEMRAGE . A AF %m0
TR T I 5 S, O AR [ = 4k M SRy 4
LT o se R IR, D RS R R T L
2 ik R R v, RIAELE 0dB R, Pk
JEIN R AARFELE 89.04 % LA I, ARSI {3 WA AR SCHFAE
MHE S AF HARRIFRLRE ) HAEMK SNR T
AR LA R (28 Py SR S 5 28 ) 43 B9

3.2 ENASIEMEEE TR ESKE

HIGUEASCHTHEAFAEAE SNR, ARG R BE, HX
0 3] 20dB 4k 2dB WHEEZRAE 54 H 10 NREAL
FEA, dU—AN 660 FEARME S 2. K6 Al T1E
S 2 MR K, PR AME I SRR 2K
W5, R 2 4 H T PRI LS v S .

60 §
40 4

20 J BFSK
QPSK

404 LEM \

COM
60 J MSEQ
BPSK

-80
15000

10 000 20

5000 10
< 00 3
AR

6 1555 2 LB E
Fig.6 Sorting effect diagram of signal set2
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MWHE 6 AR, £ 0~20dB 357 SNR %
T, CON. LFM 15 5 MR EZ 8o A o S b B
5 Al S5 A B R e, L T B 0 P 1 e
BPSK #il QPSK 15 5 K ik Z 5/t SNR 3)4&
AR A T AL, XA BT BPSK {5 M
QPSK 15 5 i 3= 2 X ) 78 T AHAL A il i B A [+,
TESRME S B T30 N AR A T B3 S 3L
PUMEPERERS AT T FE. A, tHT 0dB T4 10 %1
BFSK 15 5 I/ B R IX 3 e g v, S 80U &
M Amia i ) QPSK A5 5 54k, Al 7k 2k —
w2, WK 2 el LUE H, AU 2.7 %1 BPSK F
QPSK 1554 T4 &, 3.6 %M MSEQ {5 544>
3|7 BPSK, 11.8 % BFSK /> %] 7 QPSK 1%
5 AR IE RIS R T 96.36 %, Ui AR REAE
SRR N AR BN A SNR 1 TE.

*2 fETE2 Mg R

Table 2 Sorting results of signal set2

b

CON LFM BPSK QPSK MSEQ BFSK

CON 110 0 0 0 0 0
LFM 0 110 0 0 0 0
BPSK 0 0 108 3 4 2
QPSK 0 0 2 107 0 13
MSEQ 0 0 0 0 106 0
BFSK 0 0 0 0 0 95

WIIE % 100% 100% 98.18% 97.27% 96.36 % 86.36 %

3.3 SKMEIXREIELE

h T 2 U6 UE AR SC T VA AR SE B TR R R
A AE, R B I8 4 3 2 00 $ B 2k AT sz a6, sk
WAESESHWRE 3 Frow. 45 58 FHEEAE ) &
Vi = [RF,PW] MV, = [S, AR, a, RF, PW] it
ITRE L. R AGHT Vi AV, X SEINE 551
Ir LSS TN L.

M 3 ATLLEH, fF 54 3 PRHISm.
HIS B H H BB, FEA LR 2 BRI
PR, R 4 SR EE KW, SCRH RF R PW A
SR IERE, 3 5 IR (0 BT AT AN AR AN R R b
REH T RF BELM 1 SHESELL L PW 2810 5
SRR AR B RS, ik IE. BEA, 4
T 5 SRS UL B A IR
HMEDC oy, T e MR AT 5 IR ANAR T 55 s 42 e X
T ALk R IS T IRAR TS5 R R, DRI R 38 AR S
BRI 5, SR e PRI 5 5 5 S5 16 43 3 1l
NHREE BT 92%, AL rEREEIR 3 S 4R aH
RYCOR WA TIRTE, MR T 2K, AR

4 FRRSIR O R ROR IR THT IR, IX DY PW &
B2 CON 55 AF [15E i i FEL RIS 7 17 (¥ %
P, 2 PW BRI, CON 5511 AF 4 mge IR
AT HMIERMRIE Z 0], FE 4 555 & 2>
fE58 . HEARKRYL, Sv AR o S0 RLEJLR AR
SR SE AR B T — 2 W 23 ROR, UE W P SRR AL
A 2 R IA R AR SR S EER A b e

R3S IEEAE S Ho A

Table 3  Distribution of measured radar parameters
B EAIESE
SRR
IR RF (MHz) PW (us)
9810, 9682, 9645,
1 RPES 9750, 9662 FLAM 20
UEALAAR, SRSy 4
2 AR 9850 [ilsE 16

9807. 9833. 9792, S5 A,
3 ARMEIEH 9822, 9762, 9773 N .
N 4 PW 7£ 7. 13 {15
AT A 24
3~ 5 AMikah—41, &
4 EHMF 9500~ 9700 HEKMHEE 4 PW £ 0.9, 1.0.
1.1, 1.2 &%
9513, 9518, 9523, 3~ 5 Miknh—4, 4%
9548, 9553, 9563 /5 4l PW £ 6. 12, 18
AN A AR 117

5 ARl

R4 SENTEILEAE LR (%)

Table 4  Sorting results of measured radar data (%)
N I8 SR 43 1 By
FAE
1 2 3 4 5
RF. PW 100 100 0 57 40

S, AR, o, RF, PW 100 100 56 63 92

3.4 SEREVFERT T LRI

i RS s LS R i B T IA
P NV ST A SR VG R NP U K (I R (A 4
RIS LE U, DG 5 52 2% B B IR B s A5
SRR EE bR, At R MATLAB
BTN TR tic A toc G vHAS SC 7 U RFAE 32
WCFEIN, JF 5 3Tk (6] BT HH IXGERAE SOk (7]
P75 5408 55 20 TR 4 BURF AR STHR 9] B HT ) 28 i
AFMR FEE SCHR [12] BT AF X 26 e 32
HOFERFHEAT LA, 2 5 45 T & IR IE IR P B $ L
FEIF4eit

MF 5 AT LLE & RFAE I SR ORE I AN S AH
[, 3 T S e T & 2RE T R 7 . 40t



10 3

BRSO AR T 11 S AR o 20055 o 2 P P A R R AR 5 i 2491

AFMR, FHAE P FEREI fe K, 37 70 A1 23 T8 4 £k
TERZ . RAEEFIE . AF 25 R IE DA S A SCREE 1)
PERUFEIT 8 o e, Y9k 0.2s 247, H ARG v
BbE. DL D5 VR ]SRRI B kT 5 FR AR
AN, R AR P Sk R EE A A T N A
T B2 Vv R AT T

25 FHESIREER AL (s)

Table 5 Timing comparison of the feature extration (s)

AR5 RS AR B HURE I
ST IERFAE R
CON LFM BPSK QPSK MSEQ BFSK

Swk[6) 015 012 018 018 015  0.15 0.16
wHk (7] 3.69 3.58 378 352 3.94 350 3.67
k9] 9.58  9.59 959 955  9.55  9.53  9.56
SCwk[12] 018 019 020 020 0.19  0.21 0.19
ASCHEFE 023 023 0.23 028 023 0.25 0.24

MR SR [6] P I SVE A IR, SR IOOGE R AE
e VT ORI S 8 T AT
K (B8 BE¥) W FET H41, ik FET (K
2% R O(Nlog N), PRI IZ 35 (0 VL R 4% 4
O(KNlogN). Fixk: vh 5005 i 5 1% 4 1E 4R i
Koy T K, o et & e B S5 05 B4R, %
WATE I O(2N), R XU 5 1E (1) 5 2% B N
O(KNlogN + 2N).

SCHR [7] AT B2 0] SCHR (6] (et 5 ah 78, R
H CWD e # A X% A 4 43 T 4 i S R %2,
FCOREG I T B i) A SR AR b SRR A AR )
fif S FERE AN RIS 5, SR O(N?). ik A K
CWD AHen] R FET SEHL, BRI IZSCRRAE ) 502
HREEH O(N? 4+ 2N log N + 2N).

SCHR [9] o AFMR RFAE (B0 21 75 R 43 4
F AR DGV SAT T AR BEX N AF . — R4 80 B A
KIBFALT A 1+ P g5 B 5 kAR 4of— Ik
filf L AR e (2% O(N log N)), HHICHR [24]
A, BRI > K B AR IR E D) O(9N log N).
Hok, TBAE [~7/2,7/2] T A AFMR #1744
R, MG N 0.1° B, 8RR 1800 X,
I AFMR FHIERISE 244 O(18 000N log N) .

SCHR [12] $RELIK S AF XA R0 /N B R K
Hi T AF X 1 4R AIE (¥ 42 RCID 17 194 SR A 11 2 G
AF f{f, W HE:H FFT 15 AF, R TR E R
O(Nlog N). Hixili 2K AF X fiy kb4 /N o)
figt, MR SCHR (23] IR /N B PR BV, A b R
2" X FFT i85, WIiZrik a8 O((2" +
1)Nlog N), 3t n Ry N o i 24

ARICT7 S ICHR [12] M, RH FFT H#%l
SRS RFE M B AL AF (5. S iR, Jext AF

BAT W, FEXS i R 45 BOB B, HIEE RN
O(2MN?), M Jy i e JT . S5 a2 i) KA Eh
W, FERINEIL (A AL AF 2 A 354 S5 R
17AE), RIZEh O(3BN?). IEAMEM 5 J7 7 # 1)
T ] s, TR AR S R I R AR
O(Nlog N + (2M + 3)N?).

Zi VA b, WEREECKE, SOk [7] $2HK
(V)37 S0 5 43 T 4 BURRAE B2 2% P B $idee v, LIk 2
ARSCRRAE. SCHR [6]- [9]- [12] MR 2NN O(N
log N) W, AE% RECHIRKAE. SEBRNHS N )
I8 %5 4 100 ~ 1000, DAk ] 6 59k i 5
C #ATME. BB RS R A: Cupg =
Cuip iz < Crosonir < Cuomemy < Cri o), XK 4
[y S50 4 R AR —

4 4E7E

ASCARM T — B T m i AR 2k AR
R S O AL B, K T AR S U T o 3k ) LA A
O BRI . %07V AT LR AR

1) Al AF BFACRIED A ML, AF S5 Rk
SETRAFAE B4 (1 (R I IE DR B T B 2 13 30 o,
T A B AR =R, A7 BT vk 5e S A 1K Ry
fiE.

2) MR AR BRI f BB HR I =ML S B RE AL
Uf st e AF [ =4Eor ket B 1. 7 s 5
S Kb 420 2 W BT S A RE B 10 S WA 5 Tl f 22
5, BAT 2@ M R A

3) BET LG AF A5 de vt S I ) %
PERFHS S MM AF {8, Sk SRR, H&H
SR KT IN 5PE

T v U~ T B Sx s R ) B R A
FRIFTRIE FT, DRT I A A 5 o M 7 oK ) 45 10 AT b
FELLHE I SEAR SNR. R 70 aLRE ST, Bedh, Sl
3. 4 BRI T 1 0 JE RORIE AT R $R T2 ],
DAL L 78 5 25 RO AIE 2 KR ] 20 Stk Ak 2 ) JE A
PRI T DA T IT 1.
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