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ABSTRACT

Tracking a time-varying number of targets is a challenging dynamic state estima-
tion problem whose complexity is intensified under low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)
or high clutter conditions. This is important, for example, when tracking multiple,
closely spaced targets moving in the same direction such as a convoy of low observable
vehicles moving through a forest or multiple targets moving in a crisscross pattern.
The SNR in these applications is usually low as the reflected signals from the targets
are weak or the noise level is very high. An effective approach for detecting and track-
ing a single target under low SNR conditions is the track-before-detect filter (TBDF')
that uses unthresholded measurements. However, the TBDF has only been used to
track a small fixed number of targets at low SNR.

This work proposes a new multiple target TBDF approach to track a dynami-
cally varying number of targets under the recursive Bayesian framework. For a given
maximum number of targets, the state estimates are obtained by estimating the
joint multiple target posterior probability density function under all possible target
existence combinations. The estimation of the corresponding target existence combi-
nation probabilities and the target existence probabilities are also derived. A feasible
sequential Monte Carlo (SMC) based implementation algorithm is proposed. The
approximation accuracy of the SMC method with a reduced number of particles is
improved by an efficient proposal density function that partitions the multiple target
space into a single target space.

The proposed multiple target TBDF method is extended to track targets in sea
clutter using highly time-varying radar measurements. A generalized likelihood func-
tion for closely spaced multiple targets in compound Gaussian sea clutter is derived
together with the maximum likelihood estimate of the model parameters using an

iterative fixed point algorithm. The TBDF performance is improved by proposing



a computationally feasible method to estimate the space-time covariance matrix of
rapidly-varying sea clutter. The method applies the Kronecker product approxima-
tion to the covariance matrix and uses particle filtering to solve the resulting dynamic

state space model formulation.
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Chapter 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Motivation

The development of radar tracking systems for defense applications started as early
as 1930 and became an active research topic with the development of the Kalman
filter (KF) in 1960 [1]. Initially, the research was primarily focused on target track-
ing for air and maritime defense and guidance radar systems. With new advance-
ments in computational and embedded processing capabilities, radar technology is
now penetrating into many other areas such as air-traffic control for commercial air
travel, weather surveillance radar for locating precipitation [2], vehicle collision avoid-
ance radar systems [3], talker tracking in speech processing [4], image processing [5],
robotics [6], remote sensing [7], and biomedical research [8]. All these diverse appli-
cations are driving the need to improve the robustness of target tracking algorithms

under various environmental conditions.
1.1.1 Target Tracking

Historically, Bayesian techniques have been used to track targets in noise following
the state space model formulation [9]. The KF provides an optimal state parameter
estimate for linear state space models in which the measurement and modeling error
random processes are assumed Gaussian [10]. The alpha-beta filter is a computa-
tionally simple derivative of the KF that was successfully used to estimate a moving
target’s position and velocity [11-13]. Since the KF is optimal only for linear and

Gaussian state space models, the tracking performance of the KF and the alpha-beta



filters is not optimal for nonlinear and non-Gaussian models. With the extended KF
(EKF), the state transition and observation models do not need to be linear func-
tions of the target state but, differentiable, so that they can be linearized at the
current estimate using Taylor series approximations [14]. A new class of simulation
based algorithms including the particle filter (PF) or sequential Monte Carlo (SMC)
methods [15-17] have evolved in the late 1990s that can be used for nonlinear and

non-Gaussian distributed state space models.
1.1.2 Target Tracking in Clutter

Target tracking is a complex problem that requires the consideration of many sig-
nal and environmental conditions for practical solutions [9, 18, 19]. For example, the
typical reflected radar signal level from a low observable target is very low. Under low
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) conditions, it is possible to miss detecting valid measure-
ments originating from existing targets. However, a tracking system should still be
able to estimate the target’s state parameters when a measurement that originated
from a true target is weak. False alarms such as clutter, which are common in real
systems, can further complicate processing. The clutter in a realistic measurement
space can cause uncertainty in the origin of the measurement. This is a data asso-
ciation problem as the uncertainty makes it difficult to associate the measurement
corresponding to the true target. The measurement origin uncertainty is further in-
creased by the presence of multiple targets. In this scenario, it is imperative that
measurements from all possible targets are associated with the corresponding targets
in addition to pruning the measurements originated from clutter. Furthermore, in
many real-life practical cases, the number of targets that are present in the measure-
ment space of a tracking system is not known a priori. Thus, a target tracking system

should not only be able to track the trajectory of moving targets but also estimate



the number of targets that are present at each time step. Moreover, the number of
measurements is usually not the same as the number of targets that are present in
the field of view (FOV). In addition to these problems, at each time step, a tracker
must also determine if a particular target has left the FOV and if a new target has
entered the FOV.

The tracking performance of the classical detect-before-track algorithms is accept-
able when tracking a single target in high SNR. However, these algorithms do not
perform well under low SNR conditions or when the measurements also originate from
clutter. At each time step, multiple measurements are available, and the tracker must
identify the measurement associated with the target from all the measurements. In
real-life target tracking applications, the source of a measurement is usually not known
by a tracking system. Hence, the tracker needs to first associate each measurement
with its corresponding source. This data association process is a very critical step in
a practical target tracking system and as a result, many data association techniques
have been proposed in the literature [18, 20]. One of the simplest data association
techniques is the nearest neighbour method, which selects the measurement closest to
the predicted track to update the target state [21]. Even if the state space model is
assumed linear and Gaussian, the estimated target states are not optimal because the
selected measurement need not originate from a target. Track and split is an optimal
data association technique in which all measurements are assumed to be valid and
a new track is initiated for every measurement [22]. However, as the computational
complexity of this technique increases very fast with time because of the exponential
growth of the tree structure, it is not feasible for real-time applications. A probability
based method to track a target in clutter was proposed in [23]. In this probabilistic
data association (PDA) method, the target states for all the measurements are es-

timated separately in addition to computing the measurement-to-target association



probability. The approach estimates the final target state by combining all the pos-
sible target states weighted by the corresponding measurement-to-target association
probability [20, 24, 25]. A PF based method to track a target in clutter was also

proposed in [26] for nonlinear/non-Gaussian state space models.
1.1.3 Multiple Target Tracking

The aforementioned tracking problem in clutter becomes extremely complicated
when there is a multiple number of targets to track simultaneously. A comprehen-
sive list of different multiple target tracking techniques together with a comparison
of their performance and computational complexity is presented in [27]. Multiple hy-
pothesis tracking (MHT) [28], [29] is a popular multiple target measurement oriented
technique in which each established target or a new target that gives rise to a measure-
ment sequence is obtained. This technique is similar to the track and split technique
used for single target tracking in clutter. Using the MHT, different possible track
hypotheses are generated when a new measurement set is received. The hypothesis
tracking enables the tracking system to detect when a new target enters or a target
leaves the FOV. The target states for each hypothesis are estimated using a KF, EKF
or PF tracker, depending on the state space model assumptions. The probability of
occurrence of each track hypothesis is computed and their probabilities are used to
compute the weighted average estimate of a target state. Since this algorithm main-
tains the track hypothesis based on the current and past measurements, the validated
target states are available only after some delay. The computational complexity of
this algorithm can grow exponentially as the number of track hypotheses increases.
One could use hypothesis reduction techniques such as zero scan clustering or hypoth-
esis elimination to increase the computational feasibility of this algorithm. The joint

probabilistic data association (JPDA) filter [30] is another popular algorithm that



extends the PDA filter for multiple target tracking. This is a zero scan algorithm in
which all the current measurement sets are combined immediately to provide a target
state estimate. In the JPDA filter, given all the measurement data and a known
number of targets, all possible measurement-to-target combinations (hypothesis) are
formed. The state vectors corresponding to all targets are estimated for each hypoth-
esis along with their hypothesis probabilities. Finally, the target state estimates are
combined to obtain the final target estimate. One of the drawbacks of the JPDA filter
is that it assumes that the number of targets present in the measurement space is
known. Hence, this algorithm cannot be used when the number of targets in the FOV
is time-varying. When the JPDA algorithm was originally proposed, it used the KF
to estimate the target state under different hypotheses. In the early 2000s, the JPDA
was often integrated with the PF to track multiple targets for nonlinear /non-Gaussian
state space models [31-34].

Recently, the optimal Bayesian multiple target probability density function (PDF)
estimation approach was proposed using random finite set (RFS) statistics [35-37].
This approach keeps track of the varying number of targets to estimate their state
vectors. However, a feasible implementation of the optimal Bayesian multiple target
PDF estimation does not exist in the literature. Nevertheless, two popular approxima-
tion techniques with feasible implementations have been proposed that approximate
the multiple target PDF by either Poisson [38, 39] or multiple Bernoulli distributions
[36, 40]. The probability hypothesis density filter (PHDF) [38, 39] that approxi-
mates the multiple target PDF by a Poisson distribution has gained popularity in
tracking a varying number of targets with a non-zero probability of detection in the
presence of clutter. The PHDF recursively tracks the intensity function of a Poisson
process that models the number of existing targets in any given range of the single

target state space. In the multiple Bernoulli filtering approach, the posterior PDF



is approximated by a multiple Bernoulli distribution and the parameters of this dis-
tribution are updated in each time step [36, 40]. The PHDF can be implemented
using closed form versions by approximating the posterior intensity function by a
Gaussian mixture model under linear and Gaussian assumption for the target motion
and measurement models [41-43]. The SMC version of the PHDF for nonlinear and

non-Gaussian models was originally proposed in [37, 44].
1.1.4 Track-before-detect Filter

In conventional radar systems, tracking moving targets in low SNR using constant
false alarm rate (CFAR) detectors [45, 46] can result in poor performance. Since the
detection threshold for a CFAR detector dynamically increases under low SNR con-
ditions, the probability of target detection is low for a target with small radar cross
section [47]. If the threshold is raised to increase the probability of detection, then
more measurements are needed as input to a tracking algorithm due to the increased
number of false alarms. This increased number of measurements can exponentially
increase the computational complexity of multiple target tracking algorithms such as
JPDA and MHT. To improve the tracking performance under low SNR conditions,
the track-before-detect filter (TBDF') method was proposed that uses unthresholded
measurements. TBDF algorithms based on the Hough transform [48], dynamic pro-
gramming [49] or maximum likelihood methods [50] are generally computationally
intensive [17]. With recent advancement in SMC techniques, TBDF algorithms im-

plemented using PF are now computationally feasible [51-56].
1.1.5 Multiple Target Track-before-detect Filtering

Tracking multiple targets under low SNR or high clutter conditions is a difficult

problem. For example, in maritime surveillance applications, it is critical to track



small-sized intruder boats under turbulent sea conditions or in an early warning de-
fense system, it is imperative to detect targets farther away from the radar system.
In these applications, the SNR is usually low as the reflected signal from the target is
weak or the noise level is very high. Tracking multiple targets in such poor conditions
is an extremely challenging problem since the tracking problem is complicated by
many factors such as measurement origin uncertainty, unknown number of targets,
and computational feasibility.

Different TBDF algorithms were considered for tracking a time-varying/fixed num-
ber of multiple targets under varying conditions. The single target PF based TBDF
in [51] was extended to track two targets in [57] by replacing the binary state target
existence variable with a three state mode variable. The particles corresponding to
this mode variable is also propagated during the tracking process and the method was
illustrated using a restrictive example by tracking a second target that spawns from
the first target [57]. Moreover, in this method the target state vector dimension is set
to the maximum number of targets and the state vector dimension is not accounted
for varying number of targets. In addition, this method does not entirely cover all
possible target death and birth combinations. For example, there is no unambiguous
mechanism to track the trajectory of the remaining target after one of the target has
disappeared. The authors in [58] have used the single target TBDF in [51] to track
multiple targets by keeping track of the number of peaks in the estimated posterior
PDF. The authors have exploited the fact that the likelihood function is typically
high in the vicinity of different target’s state vector and this will cause the estimated
posterior PDF to become a multi-modal distribution function with each peak corre-
sponding to different targets. A separate clustering method was used to associate the
particle clusters with different targets. However, clustering based methods can lead

to inaccurate estimates when the number of clusters exceeds the actual number of



targets. Moreover, the joint multi-target state PDF is also not estimated, instead a
multi-modal PDF in single target space is estimated. A generalized likelihood ratio
test based multi-target TBDF and a multi-hypothesis test strategy for a known and
unknown number of targets, respectively, were presented in [59]. These methods were
demonstrated for two targets at medium range SNR conditions (8-24 dB). A multi-
target acoustic source tracking TBDF for two known fixed targets was discussed in
[60]. Multiple speech sources were tracked in [61] by detecting and removing each
source with a likelihood ratio computed from particle weights from microphone pair
phase differences. Multi-target TBDF for a passive radar was used in [62] by ex-
tending the single target recursive TBDF to each range-Doppler bin with a target
existence probability and PDF conditioned on target existence in each bin.

The RFS based methods were originally introduced for detect-before-track appli-
cations and they are expected to perform poorly under low SNR/SCR conditions. For
example, the multiple Bernoulli approximation is acceptable only when the clutter
rate is low since it introduces cardinality bias in high clutter situations [63]. More-
over, the SMC implementations of PHDF based multiple target tracking methods
[37, 44, 64, 65] to support non-linear /non-Gaussian models, require a clustering step
to estimate the number of existing targets. Many PHDF based TBDF (PHDF-TBD)
methods for non-linear measurement models exist in literature. A SMC based PHDF-
TBD for image applications was introduced in [66] and demonstrated by tracking three
targets. In [67], the poor performance of one such PHDF-TBD was reported when
tracking three well-separated targets and the performance was improved by using
measurements from multiple sensors. In [68, 69], the PHDF-TBD was used to track
two targets using range, Doppler and bearing angle measurements. An improved
PHDF-TBD was also used in [70] following the multiple model PHDF [71] to track
three maneuvering targets. In the SNR-PHDF [72], the SNR is also tracked and a



detection step is included in the tracking method by using the measurement only if
the estimated SNR exceeds certain threshold. The mathematical equivalence of the
SNR-PHDF with the threshold set to zero and the single target TBDF [51] is shown
in [73]. All these SMC based methods require the clustering step. Moreover, in all the
above mentioned RFS based methods, track management is an additional required
step, since the target state estimates from these methods are not distinguishable from
each other. Only recently, a new subset of RFS approach called as labeled multiple
Bernoulli filter [74] are beginning to emerge to accommodate target tracks under low
SNR conditions. A multiple Bernoulli based TBDF with a separate label based track
management step was proposed in [75] and illustrated using image measurement to
track up to 4 targets under high SNR conditions. A multi-target label based RFS
TBDF implemented using SMC method was proposed in [63] and illustrated using
3-D radar (range, Doppler, azimuth) measurement at 10 and 13 dB SNR to track up
to 4 targets.

Most of the aforementioned techniques are implemented using SMC methods, and
they do not track the multiple target PDF. Moreover, many of the RF'S based methods
require a separate track management step since they do not associate the estimates
with the target identity. Therefore, the problem of tracking a time-varying number of
multiple targets under severe conditions of low SNR and high clutter is still an active

research topic.
1.2 Summary of Proposed Thesis Work
1.2.1 Multiple Mode Multiple Target Track-before-detect Filter

We propose a multiple target TBDF method to track a varying number of tar-

gets by estimating the target states under all possible target existence combinations



(76, 77]. We derive a set of multiple target joint posterior PDFs corresponding to
all possible target existence combinations under the recursive Bayesian framework.
The track management of multiple targets is achieved by tracking all possible target
existence combinations in which the identity of targets are dynamically maintained
as the targets enter and leave the FOV. We propose a feasible implementation of the
algorithm using SMC techniques through three layers of particle filter sets. Thus, the
proposed algorithm is developed by integrating three main concepts: (i) estimating
the PDF of target states under multiple hypotheses [29] in order to consider all pos-
sible target existence combinations at each time step; (ii) multiple particle filtering
[78] in order to have multiple PFs for each hypothesis and then optimally combining
each PF output, weighted by a posterior transition probability; and (iii) a parallel
PF architecture [79] in order to attack the computational complexity problem using

distributed processing.

1.2.2 Partition Based Proposal Density Function for Multiple Mode Multiple

Target Track-before-detect Filter

In general, the number of particles necessary to accurately estimate the target
state vector can grow exponentially as a function of the state vector dimension [80].
Therefore, the proposed SMC implementation needs a large number of particles when
the number of targets to be tracked is increased. To mitigate this curse of dimen-
sionality problem, we propose a partition based particle proposal generation method
[77, 81] in which the particles are sampled from a single target space instead of a
higher dimensional multi-target state space. The single target measurement likeli-
hood function is used to prune the proposal particles selected from the single tar-
get space. The Metropolis-Hastings Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) [17] based

method is also integrated into our SMC method to improve the sample impoverish-
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ment problem typically encountered at low state modeling error variances. We have
demonstrated the feasibility of this algorithm to track multiple targets under low
SNR conditions for various simulation test cases such as SNR, inter-target proxim-
ity, number of targets, and number of particles. The newly proposed TBDF algo-
rithm was also shown to work under different measurement models such as image
and range/range-rate/azimuthal-direction measurements. The computational com-
plexity of this algorithm is also investigated and a simple decision-directed scheme is
introduced to dynamically adjust the number of active PF sets, thereby reducing the
peak and average computational requirement of the algorithm. Using this approach,
we empirically show that the computational requirement of the proposed algorithm
is a linear function, instead of an exponential function, of the maximum number of

targets.
1.2.3 Multiple Target TBDF in Compound Gaussian Sea Clutter

The proposed multiple target TBDF algorithm is extended to track multiple tar-
gets in the presence of high clutter [82]. Specifically, the complex Gaussian model is
used to model the clutter measurements from a low resolution radar and the com-
pound Gaussian model is used to model the clutter measurement from a high reso-
lution radar. In the proposed TBDF framework, the generalized likelihood functions
developed in the classical detection methods are used in the PF weight update step.
A new theoretically optimal generalized likelihood function for closely spaced mul-
tiple targets is also derived in the compound Gaussian case with the known model
parameters. For the case of unknown model parameters, the maximum likelihood es-
timate of the clutter statistics is also derived and the estimator is implemented using
an iterative fixed-point method [83, 84]. The tracking error using this newly proposed

generalized likelihood function is compared with the classical sub-optimal adaptive
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generalized likelihood function [85, 86] and the relation between the newly derived
optimal likelihood function and the sub-optimal likelihood function is also derived. A
recently proposed Doppler spectrum model for sea clutter [87, 88] is used to simulate
the fast time radar measurements. In this method, the sea clutter is modeled as
a combination of slow moving Bragg scattering and fast moving sea swells that are

typically observed in real life sea clutters [89)].

1.2.4 Estimation of Sea Clutter Space-Time Covariance Matrix Using Kronecker

Product Approximation

Tracking a target in sea clutter is a challenging problem due to the dynamic na-
ture of sea clutter. The efficacy of the tracking algorithm depends on the accurate
estimation of the clutter statistics. Although, most classical methods rely only on the
temporal correlation of sea clutter, various studies have shown strong spatial correla-
tion in sea clutter [89]. In this thesis, we propose a method to estimate the space-time
covariance matrix of rapidly varying sea clutter [90, 91]. The method first develops
a dynamic state space representation for the covariance matrix and then approxi-
mates the covariance matrix using the Kronecker product to reduce computational
complexity. Particle filtering is then applied to estimate the dynamic elements of
the covariance matrix. The validity of the Kronecker product approximation is also
investigated by analyzing real sea clutter measurements. We further demonstrate the
use of the estimated space-time covariance matrix in the track-before-detect filter to

track a low observable target in sea clutter.
1.3 Thesis Organization

This thesis is organized as follows. In Chapter 2, we provide a summary on the

state space model for tracking a single target and discuss various approaches to esti-
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mate the target state parameters such as Kalman and particle filtering. We extend
the state space formulation to multiple targets, and we review the joint probabilis-
tic data association approach and its sequential Monte Carlo version for tracking
multiple targets under low probability of detection conditions. In Chapter 3, we dis-
cuss track-before-detect particle filtering for tracking a single target in low SNR. In
Chapter 4, we propose a generalization of the single target track-before-detect filter
to track a varying number of targets by estimating the joint multi-target posterior
density for different target existence combinations. In this chapter, we also derive
a particle filtering based implementation of the proposed generalized approach. In
Chapter 5, we propose an efficient proposal density function through partitioning of
the multiple target space into a single target space to improve the approximation
accuracy of the particle filter. In Chapter 6, the generalized track-before-detect filter
framework is extended for tracking multiple targets under different clutter model as-
sumptions such as complex Gaussian and compound Gaussian sea clutter. Finally, in
Chapter 7, we propose an approach to increase the multiple target tracking perfor-
mance by efficiently estimating the space-time covariance matrix of rapidly-varying
sea clutter using a Kronecker product (KP) covariance matrix approximation and a
corresponding dynamic state space formulation.

A list of acronyms used in the thesis is provided in Table 1.1.
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Table 1.1: List of Acronyms

Acronym Description
AML approximate maximum likelihood
CFAR constant false alarm rate
CG compound Gaussian
DFT discrete Fourier transform
DOA direction of arrival
EKF Extended Kalman filter
FISST finite set statistics
FOV field of view
GLRT generalized likelihood ratio test
IMM interacting multiple model
IP independent partition
JPDA joint probabilistic data association
KF Kalman filter
KP Kronecker product
LFM linear frequency modulated
LQ linear quadratic
M-ANMF M-adaptive normalized matched filter
MCJPDA Monte Carlo based JPDA
MCMC Markov chain Monte Carlo
MHT multiple hypothesis tracking
ML maximum likelihood
MLE maximum likelihood estimate

Continued on next page
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Table 1.1 — Continued from previous page

Acronym

Description

MM-MT-TBDF
MM-MT-TBDEF-IP
MM-MT-TBDF-IP-MCMC

MM-MT-TBDF-PF
MMSE
MSE
NKPA
NMF
OHGR
OSPA
PCA
PDA
PDF
PF
PF-TBDF
PHDF
PHDF-TBDF
RCS
RFS
RMSE
Y-ANMF

Multiple mode multiple target TBDF
Independent partition based MM-MT-TBDF
Independent partition and MCMC based MM-
MT-TBDF

Particle filter implementation of MM-MT-TBDF
Minimum mean-squared error

Mean-squared error

nearest Kronecker product approximation
Normalized matched filter

Osborne Head Gunnery Range

Optimal sub-pattern assignment

Principal component analysis

probabilistic data association

probability density function

particle filter

particle filter based TBDF

probability hypothesis density filter
track-before-detect using PHDF

Radar cross section

Random finite set

Root mean-squared error

Y-adaptive normalized matched filter

Continued on next page
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Table 1.1 — Continued from previous page

Acronym Description
SCR signal-to-clutter ratio
SIR sampling importance resampling filter
SMC Sequential Monte Carlo
SNR signal-to-noise ratio
TBDF track-before-detect filter

16




Chapter 2

REVIEW ON TARGET TRACKING

2.1 Single Target Tracking
2.1.1 State Space Model Formulation

Target tracking is the problem of estimating the state parameters of a target such
as the target’s position, velocity or bearing angle, given a set of noisy measurements.
In most cases, the measurements are related to the target state by either a linear or
a nonlinear function. The first step in estimating the state parameters is to identify
a model that closely matches the underlying physical motion characteristics of the
target. State space modeling is a widely accepted approach to model dynamic systems
such as moving targets. The state space model ! is a set of equations that specify
the input-output relation of a system under consideration at each time step based on
some initial conditions.

The state space model consists of two main equations. The first equation describes
the process or state transition model; it provides the relationship between the state
at time step k and the state at time step k& — 1. Specifically, given a state parameter

vector X, at time step k, the process model is given by, 2
X — fk(Xk—l) + Vi, (21)

where f;(xy) is a possibly time-varying function of the state and vy, is the modeling

error random process with covariance matrix Q. The main aim is to estimate the

!Unless otherwise stated, this thesis only considers state space models at discrete time steps.

2In this thesis, vectors are represented by bold lower case letters and matrices are represented by
bold upper case letters. Vector and matrix transpose is represented by superscripted T.
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state vector from a set of measurements z,. The measurement model for the state
equation is given by

zr = hp(xg) + Wy, (2.2)

where hy(zy) is a possibly time-varying function of the current state x; at time k,
and wy is the measurement noise random process with covariance matrix R. In
general, the nonlinear state estimation problem involves estimating the current state

at time instant k, from all available measurements until the current time instant k&,

Zy ={z1,29,...,2;}.
2.1.2 Bayesian Filtering Framework

Given the state space model in Equations (2.1) and (2.2), the next step is to
estimate the state parameters. Since the state parameter has to be estimated from
noisy measurements, it’s estimate is a random vector and, as a result may take many
values. In other words, given all measurements up to time k, we have to estimate
all possible target states with an associated probability. In theory, one can estimate
the target states when the posterior probability density function (PDF) of the target
states is available. For example, given all measurements, the minimum mean-squared
error (MMSE) estimate of the target state is derived by computing the conditional
mean of the posterior PDF. Thus, the optimal solution to the nonlinear state estima-
tion problem involves estimating the posterior PDF of the target states. The classical
Bayes theorem can be used to provide a framework for estimating this posterior PDF
of the states in a recursive manner. The recursive solution consists of two stages:
prediction and update. During the prediction stage, the current state PDF is pre-
dicted from past state estimates using the process model. During the update stage,
the predicted state PDF at time state k£ is updated based on current measurements.

If we assume that the initial posterior PDF p(xj_1|Zk_1) is known, then the prior
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PDF (predicted) is given by 3
p(Xk|Zp-1) = /p(Xk,Xk1\Zk1)ka1

= /P(Xk\Xk—bZk—l)p(Xk—1|Zk—1)ka—1

= /p(Xk|Xk1)p(Xk1’Zkl)kal (23>

The PDF of the first order Markov process p(xi|xx_1) is defined by the process
model in Equation ((2.1)). Given the prior PDF and measurements at time k, we can
update the estimated prior PDF to obtain the posterior PDF using Bayes theorem.

The posterior PDF is given by

p<Zk|Xk)p<Xk‘Zk71>
p(Zk\qu)

p(xx|Zy) =

where p(zy|Zy—1) is given by

p(zk‘zkfl) = /p<zk‘xk)p(xk‘zk1)dxk

and p(zy|xy) is the likelihood function defined by the measurement equation. The
above recursive solution provides only a theoretical framework. This is because, in
most cases, it is not feasible to compute the aforementioned integrals. Hence, in
those cases, it is not possible to derive a closed form solution for the above recursive

equations.
2.2 Kalman Filtering for Single Target Tracking
2.2.1 Algorithm Description

An analytical Bayesian solution for linear models in additive Gaussian noise was
derived by Kalman in the early 1970s [1]. Using the linearity and Gaussian assump-

tion, it can be shown that the posterior PDF of the target states is also Gaussian [92].

3Unless otherwise indicated, all integrals in this thesis range from —oo to .
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Kalman derived a recursive solution in estimating the posterior PDF of a Gaussian
process. Specifically, if we assume that the functions fi(xy) and hg(zx) in Equations
(2.1) and (2.2), respectively, are linear and the state modeling error and measurement
noise processes vi and wy, respectively, are Gaussian, we can use basic probability
theory to derive an analytic solution for the posterior PDF p(xy|Zy). Following the

aforementioned assumptions, we can re-write the state space model as

X = Fka_1+ Vi, (24)

Z, —= Hka—l— Wk, (25)

where F;, and H,, are matrices. For this simplified state space model, it can be shown
that when the posterior density p(xx_1|Zx—1) is Gaussian, then p(xy|Zy) is also Gaus-
sian [92]. If we know that the posterior PDF is Gaussian, then the state estimation
problem is much simplified, since a Gaussian PDF is completely characterized by its
mean and covariance. The recursive solution derived under this assumption is the KF;
this is an optimal solution as it minimizes the mean-squared error of the estimated

state parameter vector, and it is given by [1, 10, 15]
p(Xk-1|Zi—1) ~ N(Xp—1;mp 151, Pro1jp-1)
P(Xk|Zi—1) ~ N(Xp; M1, Prp_1)
p(xXp|Zy) ~ N(Xk;mmk,Pk\k)

where N (x_1; my,_1j;—1, Pr_1x—1) indicates that the vector x;_; is a Gaussian ran-

dom vector with mean my_y;—; and covariance matrix Pj_y;—, and
Mygjpg—1 = kak—1|k—1
Pir-1 = Qi1+ FiPrqpiFy
my = My + Ky(zp — Hpmy_q)
P = Prp—1 — KieHyPrp—1
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where z;, — Hpmy,_; is the mean of the difference between the predicted and the
actual measurement vector, referred to as innovation vector. The covariance of the

innovation vector is given by
Sy = HyPy—1H;, + Ry
The Kalman gain Ky is given by
K, = Py Hi S,

The Kalman gain is a scaling factor for the correction amount or the innovation
vector applied to the predicted state. This amount is directly proportional to the
measurement prediction error. Specifically, if the latest measurement has new infor-
mation that is not possible to predict, then this new information is used to update

the current states.
2.2.2 Kalman Filter Simulations for Two-dimensional Tracking

We have implemented the KF in MATLAB to perform target tracking using range
and range-rate measurements in the two-dimensional (2-D) plane. Unless otherwise
stated, we use a constant velocity dynamic model [93] to simulate non-maneuvering
target tracking. For a moving target, the state vector is given by xj, = [, Tk, Yk, Ux] i
Cartesian coordinates, where (xy,yy) are the target position coordinates and (&, yx)
are the corresponding velocity coordinates. In the constant velocity model, the mod-
eling error due to turbulence, thrust, etc., is modeled by white acceleration noise

[93]. Since we assume a non-maneuvering dynamic model, the matrix Fy = F in the

21



process model of the state equation is time invariant and is given by

1 AT 0 0
0O 1 0 O
F = (2.6)
0 0 1 AT
0 0 0 1

where AT is the time in seconds between time steps (k-1) and k. The covariance

matrix for the constant velocity target motion model is [93]

q qAT 0 0
LN
4 S— gAT? 0 0
Q= 0 0 gAT*  gAT?
VLI
0 o ¢ —— AT

where ¢ is a constant. The tracking system is assumed to measure the target position
(x,y). The matrix in the measurement model in Equation (2.5) of the state equation
is given by
Ho 100 0
0010
The measurement noise is modeled as white Gaussian noise with covariance matrix
R. The measurement noise is assumed to be independent of the modeling error
process. In our simulations, we assumed that the initial position and velocity of the
target is (1,10) m and (0.5,0.5) m/s, respectively; thus, the initial state vector is
xo = [1 0.5 10 0.5]". The initial states were obtained from a Gaussian distribution
with mean equal to the true initial state of the target. The process noise parameter
q is set to 0.0001 and the measurement noise variances for the measurement vector

is set at 25 for both measurements. Figure 2.1 shows the true and estimated target

position. As seen from the figure, the variance of the estimated target position is
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much lower than the original measurement, and it also closely follows the target’s

true trajectory.

Target Trajectory
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Figure 2.1: True and Estimated Target Trajectory (Top); Velocity in the y-direction

(Bottom Right); and Velocity in the x-direction (Bottom Left). In the Top Plot, the

Measurements are Represented by Crosses.

2.3 Sequential Monte Carlo Methods for Single Target Tracking

If the actual physical system that is modeled using the state space model devi-

ates from the linearity and Gaussian assumptions, then the KF solution is no longer

optimal. For example, if the provided measurement consists of the range and range-
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rate of the target, then the relationship between the unknown target position and
the range measurement is nonlinear. The extended Kalman filter (EKF) is a method
that is used to linearize state space functions using Taylor series approximations. As
the EKF always approximates the posterior PDF as Gaussian, if the true posterior
PDF is a multi-modal distribution, then the EKF is not expected to provide accurate
results. Note, however, that in spite of its non-optimal solution, this technique is the
standard technique used in many nonlinear state estimation problems owing to its
relative computational simplicity.

Different simulation based Monte Carlo methods have emerged to solve the non-
linear and non-Gaussian state estimation problem [15]. The main idea of Monte Carlo
methods is to represent the posterior density function by a set of random numbers.
Each random number is assigned a weight value. If the random numbers and their
associated weights are used to characterize the posterior PDF, then the states can be
estimated using Monte Carlo integration in which the integral is replaced by a sum-
mation operator. This discrete representation of the posterior density can be used
to approximate the continuous function of the PDF when a large number of random
numbers or particles are used. The resulting solution derived from these particles is
known as particle filter. The main task of the particle filter is to device a scheme to
generate the random particles and determine their weights such that the discrete rep-
resentation closely matches the true posterior PDF. The discrete equivalence of the

continuous function PDF depends heavily on how the random numbers are generated.
2.3.1 Monte Carlo Integration

The term “Monte Carlo” was possibly first used by nuclear scientists in Los Alamos
laboratories for random simulations to build atomic bombs. Their method uses law

of chances and was aptly named after the international gambling destination Monte
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Carlo. The author in [94] defined the Monte Carlo method as “the art of approximat-
ing an expectation by the sample mean of a function of simulated random variables”.
This method can be used to compute the integrals of a function of random variables.

For example, if we wish to find the integral [92],

[—/Olg(u) du.

we first introduce a random variable w that is uniformly distributed in the interval
(0, 1) and generate another random variable y = g(u). We can write the mean of y
as
1 1
Ply = o)) = [ g(wp(u) du= [ gfu) du=1

where E[-] is statistical expectation and p(u) is the PDF of the random variable w.
Since w is uniformly distributed in (0,1), f,(u) = 1. From the above relation, we can
see that the integral I can be evaluated as the expected value of the random variable
y. If we have N samples u(™ of the random variable u that are generated by a random
process, then we can compute the corresponding values of y™ = g(u(")). From 3™

we can evaluate I by computing its sample mean, which is given by

N
1
I=Ely=g()]~ > gu™).
n=1
2.3.2 Importance Sampling

In the above example, we can approximate I using the sample mean based on the
assumption that the PDF of the random variable u is available. This may not be
true in many cases. In this case, to generate N samples, we have to first identify the
PDF that best fits the true PDF. Importance sampling is a statistical technique used
to estimate the properties of a distribution from a set of samples generated from a

distribution different from the true distribution. Using the above example, we can
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write [ as,

y N o™
1= By = gl - £[2] = L 3-8

where ¢(u) is called the importance sampling distribution or proposal density with
q(u) # 0 for any values of u € A, where A is the range of u, and u(™ is distributed
according to ¢(u). It can be shown that the variance of the Monte Carlo estimate of
I is minimized when ¢(u) is proportional to |g(u)| [95]. A good importance sampling
function should have the following properties [94]: ¢(u) must be greater than zero
whenever g(u) # 0, ¢(u) should be proportional to |g(u)|, it should be easy to generate

samples from ¢(u), and it should be easy to evaluate ¢(u) for any values of w.
2.3.3 Particle Filtering

Using the principle of importance sampling, the numerator of the prior density

defined in Equation (2.3) can be written as

p(Xk’qu) X /p(Xk|Xk1)p(Xk1’Zk1)kal

_ 1|2 1|2
~ /p(Xk|Xk 1)P(Xk—1]Zg—1)q(Xp—1|Zy, 1)dxk_1
1
N?’L

q(Xk-1|Zx—1)
)

N n n
Pl p (x| Zy1)
1

X Zwk 1D Xk|X§cn—)1)'

Comparing the arguments of the 1ntegral and summation terms, we can see that the

sample estimate of the posterior density at time k is proportional to

p(Xk|Zy) x Z wk () — 2y, )) (2.7)
where 0(+) is the Dirac delta function. It can be shown that as IV tends to oo, the

discrete representation in Equation (2.7) approaches the actual posterior density, and

n P(xk|Z)
q(x;."|Zy,)
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The weights can be computed in a sequential manner and the corresponding recursive

weight equation is given by [15]

o o Pzl x)
We O Wy I :
q<Xk: |Xk—1azk)

(2.8)

One of the major problems with the particle filter is the degeneracy condition in
which only a few particles have appreciable weight values after a few recursions. The
weight value for the remaining particles becomes close to zero and their contribution
to the posterior PDF approximation is negligible. When the degeneracy problem
occurs, it becomes a waste of resource to compute the weights for all particles whose
contribution to PDF approximation is negligible. One of the methods to mitigate
the degeneracy problem is resampling. In the resampling technique, the particles
with negligible weights are removed and the particles with significant weights are
replenished by duplicating them. Many different techniques are being developed [16]
to reduce the computational cost of the resampling process. In almost all cases, the
weights are normalized to one before the resampling step. Although the resampling
technique mitigates the degeneracy problem, it creates other problems such as sample
impoverishment since it results in loss of particle diversity due to sample repetition.
For example, if the process noise is very small, all the particles degenerate to a
single sample after a few iterations. The degeneracy problem can also be mitigated if
one knows the optimal importance density function. However, in most applications
it is not possible to derive a closed form importance density function and hence the
resampling technique is the most prevalent technique used to mitigate the degeneracy

problem.
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2.3.4 Sampling Importance Resampling Filter

The sampling importance resampling filter (SIR) is one of the most popular par-
ticle filter methods [16], [15] when the optimal importance density is not available.
The weights calculation in SIR is inexpensive and the importance density can also be
easily sampled by using the state space model. The SIR filter can be derived from
the generic particle filter formulation in Equation (2.7) by assuming q(xk\xl(:_)l, Z) to
be the prior PDF p(xk\xgi)l) and executing the resampling process in every recursion.

Under this assumption, the SIR weight recursion equation is given by,
wi™ oc wi™ p(zlx;”). (2.9)

However, during the resampling stage, all the particles are assigned to 1/N reducing

the above recursion equation to,

w™ o p(zpx™M).

The importance density p(xk|x,(€"_)1) uses the process equation of the state space model
to generate random samples and the likelihood function p(zk\x;")) is evaluated using
the measurement equation of the state space model. Since the importance density
does not depend on the measurements, the SIR filter can become inefficient and
sensitive to outliers. Nevertheless, SIR is the most widely method in target tracking

due to its computational simplicity.
2.4 Multiple Target Tracking
2.4.1 State Space Model Formulation

In the multiple target tracking problem, the state vector of individual targets are
augmented to form the multiple target state vector as
Xk = [Xz,l Xi,z . -Xz,f]T
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where . is the number of targets and xy ¢ is the state vector corresponding to the ¢th
target. The state space model can be defined as in Equation (2.1), with the kinematic
motion of each target separately provided. For example, the multiple target linear

state space model can be defined as

F.i O 0
0 Fip ... O

X = ) ) ' ' Xp_1+ Vi (210)
0 0 ... Fpg

where Fy, governs the kinematic state of the fth target, £ = 1,...,.Z, and vy is
the corresponding multiple target state modeling error. As there are multiple targets
present at time step k, it is assumed that the number of received measurements at
time step k is Ni,,. Then the set of all measurements received at time step k is
given by zy = {zk1,22,. . -Zk,Nk,m} and it is related to the multiple state vector

as in Equation (2.2). The set of all measurements up to time step k is given by

Zy ={21,2s,...,2;}.
2.4.2 Joint Probabilistic Data Association Filter

In this multiple target problem, the received measurement and its association
with the corresponding target or clutter is not known a priori. To track multiple
targets, one could use multiple probabilistic data association (PDA) filters (one each
for each target) and consider the measurement associated with other targets as clutter.
However, in the PDA filter, it is assumed that the spatial distribution of clutter
is a random process with uniform distribution and the clutter measurements are
independent in time. In the multiple target scenario, measurements from other targets
cannot be assumed as independent and uniformly distributed in measurement space.

The classical PDA filter was designed to track a single target in clutter [20, 23, 24].
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It is a sub-optimal data association technique in which all the measurements are used
in the target state update step. Specifically, the target states are first independently
computed for all measurements and then the final target states are estimated by
taking the weighted average of the independent target state estimates. The weights
represent the probability that the corresponding measurement is associated with the
target. The following assumptions were made to derive the PDA filter: (a) only
one target is present in the measurement space; (b) the track of the target has been
initialized; (c¢) the clutter is uniformly distributed in the FOV; (d) the clutter and
target associated measurements are independent and the clutter measurements are
independent in time; (e) the number of clutter measurements at each time instant are
Poisson distributed; (h) at most one measurement is originated from the target at a
given time instant; (i) the innovation vector is assumed to be Gaussian; and (j) the
measurement detections are made independently over time with a known probability
of detection P;.

In the JPDA filter, given a set of measurements and a known number of targets, a
set of exhaustive measurement to target hypothesis set is formed [30]. The innovation
vector for each target is computed for all measurements. The innovation vectors are
then combined to estimate the target states. The weighted average of the innovation
vector for each target is computed based on the probability of occurrence of each
hypothesis. In addition to the assumptions mentioned for deriving the PDA filter,
the following additional assumptions were made to derive the JPDA filter: (a) the
number of targets present in the measurement space is known and their initial tracks
are initialized; (b) no more than one measurement can originate from a target at
time step k; (c¢) a measurement can have only one source (d) no back scanning; (e)
unlike the PDA filter, every measurement is assumed validated (i.e., the validation

gate coincides with the entire measurement space). Given Ny, measurements and
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Z targets, the first step is to define a set of hypothesis that contains all possible
combinations of target and clutter measurements. Note that the number of possible
hypothesis varies with the number of measurements. Using the total probability
theorem, the minimum mean-squared error (MMSE) estimate of the ¢th target state

vector is given by

Nk,m

Xkt = Z E[x}¢|ith measurement belongs to /th target, Zk]ﬁ,’d
=0

where the data association probability B}C ; 1s the probability that the ¢th measurement
belongs to the fth target and Ny ., is the number of measurements at time k. This
probability is obtained by summing the probability of all hypothesis that has the ith
measurement associated with the ¢th target.

We have implemented the JPDA filter in MATLAB for tracking multiple targets in
a 2-D plane using range and range-rate measurements. We have simulated the JPDA
performance for different number of targets, and various clutter density and probabil-
ity of detection. In the simulations, the matrix in Equation (2.10) is Fi, = F for all /,
¢ =1,2,3,4. Similarly, all targets use the same matrix in the measurement equation.
In our simulations, we assumed that the initial positions and velocities of the four
targets are (-50,50), (-50,0), (-50,-50) and (0,50) m and (1,-1.5), (1,0), (1,0.75) and
(0,-1.5) m/s, respectively. The initial target states were set to the same values used
in [33]. The FOV for the target in the x and y directions are [-50 50] m and [-100 50]
m. The initial states for all targets were obtained using a Gaussian random variable
with mean equal to the true initial state of the target. The process noise parameter ¢
was set to 107% and the measurement noise variance for the measurement vector was
set at 25 for all measurements. The average number of clutters per measurement was
set at 2 (clutter spatial density A = 0.002924). The probability of target detection

P, was 0.9. The top figure in Figure 2.2 shows the original clutter measurement dis-
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Target Trajectory and Observation Distribution
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Figure 2.2: True and Estimated Trajectories for Four Targets (Top); Velocity in the
y-direction (Bottom Right); and Velocity in the x-direction (Bottom Left). The Top
Plot Also Shows the Target and Clutter Associated Measurements Represented by

Circles and Crosses, respectively.

tribution at all times and the target associated measurement distribution. The same
figure also shows the true and estimated target position for all four targets. As it can
be seen, the SNR of the measurement vector is poor as the measurement is spread
around the true target positions with high variance.

Figure 2.3 shows the performance of the JPDA filter under different environmental

conditions. Specifically, we compared the root mean-squared error (RMSE) for differ-

32



3 Ta\rgets,i’&C =05 3 Ta\rge’cs,i’&C =3

3 T
: : : Target 1
30 .......... : ........... ..JI. TargetE_
% : —— Target 3
259\ ...... ' ........... ............ ' ........... ............
w (%] . . . .
= =
C o0 45 -
10F -
0 ; i ; ; 0 i ; i ;
0.5 0.6 07 0.8 04 1 05 0.6 0.7 0B 0.9 1
Probability of Detection, Pd Probability of Detection, Pd
4 Targets,;kC =05k 4 Ta\rge’cs,ikC =3
16 T T
: : : = Target 1 = Target 1
R i CRRRERN ARRRRERERAN Target 2|1 .. Target 2||
: : : —@— Target 3 —— Target 3
ok N e ............ Dol e = Targetdly 1Y L e Target 4

RMSE
RMSE

o . H H H 0 H . H ;
0.5 0.6 07 0.8 08 1 05 0.6 0.7 08 0.9 1
Probability of Detection, Pd Probability of Detection, Pd

Figure 2.3: Tracking Performance of JPDA Filter for Various Values of Clutter Den-
sity, Number of Targets and Probability of Detection: RMSE at 0.5 Clutters Per
Measurement Time with . = 3 Targets (Top Left); RMSE at 3 Clutters Per Mea-
surement Time with .2 = 3 Targets (Top Right); RMSE at 3 Clutters Per Measure-
ment Time with £ = 4 Targets (Bottom Right); and RMSE at 0.5 Clutters Per

Measurement Time with . = 4 Targets (Bottom Left).

ent values of average number of clutters per measurement (0.5 and 3), P, (0.5-1) and
number of targets (3 and 4). The RMSE was obtained by running 50 Monte Carlo
simulations. As shown in Figure 2.3, the RMSE increases as the clutter density is

increased for both 3 or 4 targets. Similarly, the RMSE increases as the P, decreases.
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This is expected because, when the probability of detection is low, the JPDA filter
can use a fewer number of correct measurements for target tracking. The RMSE for
all targets reaches a steady state condition when the P is greater than 0.8. Thus, at
higher P, values, the JPDA is able to track multiple targets without being drastically
influenced by the presence of multiple targets. However, the tracking performance

begins to degrade when the probability of detection decreases.
2.5 Sequential Monte Carlo Based Joint Probabilistic Data Association

The JPDA discussed in Section 2.4.2 assumed linear and Gaussian state space
models. If the model is nonlinear, then the JPDA filter equations derived using the
KF can be extended to support nonlinear models by using the EKF. However, if
the state space model is not Gaussian, then, the EKF based JPDA filter’s tracking
performance will not be satisfactory. A particle filter (PF) based JPDA technique to
track multiple targets in clutter environment was considered in [31, 32]. Since then,
different PF based techniques [33, 34, 96] have been developed to track multiple
targets in clutter environments for nonlinear and non-Gaussian state space models.
For example, a PF based technique was used in [34] by combining PFs with the
multiple hypothesis tracking method. The computational cost involved with this
method is very expensive. To reduce the computational cost, the authors proposed
to use KF or EKF to track the actual target states and PF to track different target
hypothesis. The target states and the track hypothesis distribution estimate were

then combined using the Rao-Blackwellization technique [97].
2.5.1 Monte Carlo Based JPDA Filter

A generalized Monte Carlo based JPDA (MCJPDA) framework for multiple tar-

get and multiple sensor tracking with data association was presented in [33], with
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two possible extensions to reduce computational complexity. This MCPJDA method
closely follows the KF based JPDA filter as it uses the same hypothesis probability
calculation method. The main difference is in the estimation of the posterior PDF for
each target. The JPDA filter tries to collapse the posterior PDF into a single Gaus-
sian distribution, whereas, in the MCJPDA filter, the posterior PDF is approximated
by particles. Hence, if the importance distribution is selected appropriately, then the
MCJPDA can approximate any multi-modal distribution without any significant loss

of information.
2.5.2 Data Association and Sequential Monte Carlo

All the assumptions made for JPDA is valid for MCJPDA except for the Gaus-
sian assumptions. The prediction equation for each target in the optimal Bayesian

framework is given by

P(Xke|Zr—1) = /p<Xk,Z|Xk—1,€)p(Xk—1,£|Zk—1)dxk—1,£ (2.11)

where z;_1 is the set of all measurement vectors at time step kK — 1. As the MCJPDA
is assumed to be a zero scan algorithm, we substitute z; (only the current measure-
ment) for all Z;. Due to measurement origin uncertainty, the update step cannot
be performed independently for each target. In order to solve this data association
problem, the JPDA concept is used to assign measurement-to-target probabilities
such that all measurements are used to update the fth target state. Specifically,
the measurement-to-target probabilities are used as weights to obtain the weighted

likelihood function for the ¢th target. The weighted likelihood function is given by
Nk,m

P(zilxie) = B+ Y Biop(i[xk) (2.12)

i=1

where zj, is the ith measurement vector at time k, and £}, , is the probability that the

1th measurement is associated with the ¢th target. Based on the modified definition
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of the likelihood function, the update equation for the optimal Bayesian solution is
given by

P(Xke|Zr) o P(Zk|Xp,0) P (X | Zi—1). (2.13)

The PDF of the predicted measurement can be calculated as

p(2elz1) = / (2 %0 ) (352l )l s (2.14)

The calculation of the hypothesis probability is exactly the same as for the JPDA.
The recursive Equations (2.11), (2.12) and (2.13) provide a theoretical framework for

tracking multiple targets with measurement origin uncertainty.
2.5.3 Particle Filter Implementation of MCJPDA

In most cases, it is very difficult to derive a closed form solution for a given
dynamic state and measurement model. Hence, we have to resort to particle filters
to approximate the posterior PDF of the target states. For the fth target, if we
assume that the approximate posterior PDF is available and it is parameterized as

(n)

{X;(Cn,)l Wi 3N where N is the number of particles, then the particle filter steps

are given as follows.

e At time step k, generate new samples that are distributed according to the

importance density qe(xu\x,(gn_)l’é, Zr),
xy) ~ qo(xnexy . 2k)

e Compute the particle filter approximation of the predicted measurement likeli-

hood as

p(Zk|Zk-1) Z%zp Zklxl(fne)>
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where the predictive weights a,(:g are calculated by applying Monte Carlo inte-

gration on Equation (2.14),

N
n) _  (n) p(Xk€|Xk 1e n)
Qpp ~ Wp_qy > E :0‘

é(xkﬂxk 1,00Z n=1 !

Enumerate all possible hypothesis and compute their corresponding probabili-

ties.

Calculate the measurement-to-target data association probability using the pre-

dicted measurement likelihood and the hypothesis probability.

Compute the target likelihood PDF in Equation (2.13) based on the computed

data association probability.

Compute the particle weights for approximating the posterior PDF,

(n)
(n) _  (n) p(zk‘|xk,£
kL ™~ Wr_qp

)p(xu |Xk 14)

Q€(inle) ’Xk—l,w Zy)

Normalize the weights and resample the particles to avoid sample degeneration.

2.5.4 MCJPDA Using SIR particle filter

Using the aforementioned PF implementation, to generate the particles requires

the importance density and the tracking performance is highly dependent on the

choice of importance density. One simple choice is to use the state transition distri-

bution as the importance density [31],

qe(xke |Xk 1,0 zy) ~ p(xi(je)|xgi)1,e)~

If the state transition distribution is used, then the measurement likelihood becomes

(Zk’Zk 1 N ZP Zk’X(n)
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and the particle filter weights depend only on the measurement likelihood,

wyy) & w plze|xy).

We have implemented the MCJPDA filter using the SIR particle filter in MAT-
LAB for tracking multiple targets in the 2-D plane. Unlike previous examples, we
used nonlinear measurement functions to track multiple targets. We used the same
process model as before with the matrix F for all targets as in Equation (2.6). The
measurement vector consists of range rj, and range-rate 7. The nonlinear relation

between the measurements and target states are given by

Tke = \/(xk,e - xo)Q + (ykx — y0)2 (2.15)

Tro(The — o) + Uko(Yke — Yo)
V ( @k — 20)2 + (Yre — Yo)?

where (z,,y,) is the stationary sensor location coordinates. In our simulations, we

Tre = (2.16)

assumed Gaussian noise for both the measurement noise and the modeling error
process. We used four targets, whose initial target states are same as the ones used
in the JPDA illustration in Figure 2.2. The process noise parameter g was set to
107% and the measurement noise variance for the measurement vector was set at 25
for range and 1 for range-rate measurements. The average number of clutters per
measurement was set at 2, (clutter spatial density A = 0.002924). The probability
of target detection P; was set at 0.9 and 300 particle were used to approximate the
posterior PDF. Figure 2.4 shows the original clutter measurement distribution at
all times and also the target associated measurement distribution. From the figure,
it is not possible to visually separate the clutter associated measurements from the
target associated measurements. Figure 2.4 also shows the true and estimated target

position for all four targets and the MCJPDA filter is able to accurately estimate the
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state vectors. The estimated trajectory deviates from the true trajectory when the
targets came close to each other. However, the MCJPDA filter was able converge

back to the true trajectory after the targets had moved away from each other.
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Figure 2.4: MCJPDA Filter Performance: True and Estimated Trajectories for Four
Targets (Top Left); Target and Clutter Associated Measurements (Top Right, Green
and Black Stars Represent Target and Clutter Associated Range Measurements, re-
spectively, and Red and Cyan Dots Represent Target and Clutter Associated Range-
Rate Measurements, respectively); Velocity in the y-direction (Bottom Right); and

Velocity in the x-direction (Bottom Left).
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Chapter 3

SINGLE TARGET SEQUENTIAL MONTE CARLO TRACK-BEFORE-DETECT
FILTERING

3.1 Tracking Under Low Signal-to-Noise Ratio Conditions

Under low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) conditions, it is possible to miss the de-
tection of target associated measurements. In conventional radar systems, tracking
low SNR moving targets using constant false alarm rate (CFAR) detectors [45, 46]
can result in poor performance as thresholding can result in a loss of information.
The probability of detection is low for targets with small radar cross section [45, 47],
since, as the SNR decreases, the CFAR detection threshold needs to be increased;
this requires additional measurements, resulting in increased number of false alarms.

The track-before-detect filter (TBDF) is a method proposed to improve track-
ing under low SNR conditions. TBDF algorithms based on the Hough transform,
dynamic programming or maximum likelihood are generally computationally inten-
sive [17]. However, with recent advancements in sequential Monte Carlo techniques,
TBDF algorithms implemented using a particle filter (PF) are now computationally
feasible [51, 52]. The PF based TBDF incorporates unthresholded data and a binary
target existence variable into the target state estimation process. A recursive TBDF
algorithm for a single target was proposed in [55] that uses PF based interacting
multiple model (IMM) concept for a jump Markov nonlinear model [98]. For a single
target, the modes correspond to a target entering the field of view (FOV) and to a
target leaving the FOV. Following the IMM method, the target state estimates from

both modes are integrated to derive the final state estimates.
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3.2 Sequential Monte Carlo Track-before-detect Filtering

The PF based TBDF (PF-TBDF) proposed in [51] can work using a single scan
of data like the PDA filter families, and it also supports nonlinear and non-Gaussian

state space models.
3.2.1 State Space Model

We assume that we want to track a target moving in a 2-D plane with an unknown

state vector x; at time step k. As in Chapter 2, we consider the state model given by
X = FXk,1 + Vi (31)

where F is the state transition matrix, assuming constant velocity motion and vy
is a modeling error random process with covariance matrix Q. A target can be
present or absent in the measurement space. This is modeled as a random process by
introducing a random variable Ej which is modeled as a two state first order Markov
chain. Specifically, Ej, € {0,1}, where E; = 1 represents the target existence in the
FOV and Ej = 0 represents the target absence in the FOV. We consider two state
transitional probabilities: the probability Pp of a target entering the FOV and the
probability Pp of a target leaving the FOV. These probabilities are assumed known
and are defined as Pg = Pr(E, = 1|E,_, = 0), Pp £ Pr(E; = 0|E;_; = 1). Once
a target is detected, the probability that the target remains in the FOV is (1 — Pp).
Similarly, once a target is detected to leave the FOV, the probability that target
remains outside the FOV is given by (1 — Pg). The corresponding transition matrix

for the Markov process is

1—Pgp Pg
Pp 1—-Pp
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The initial target existence probability Pr(eq = 1) is also assumed to be known, where
er is the event that represents the existence of a target.
We assume that each unthresholded measurement z,(:’b), with center coordinate in

the 2-D plane given by (a, b), is related to the target state vector according to

hl(f’b) (xx) + w'™ . for B, =1
2P — (3.3)

w,(fa’b), for £, =0

where h,(ca’b) (xx) is a possibly nonlinear function of x; and the measurement noise w,ia’b)

is assumed to be independent and Gaussian distributed with variance r. The mea-
surement vector z; consists of multiple unthresholded measurements, as in Equation
(3.3), and

Zk = {ZU)Zlv"‘vzk}

where Z, is the set of all measurement vectors up to time step k.
3.2.2 Bayesian Solution to Track-before-detect Filtering

Given the state and measurement models and the posterior probability density
function (PDF) at time step & — 1, p(xx_1, Fx_1|Zx_1), the task of PF-TBDF is to
estimate the posterior PDF at time step k, p(xx, Ex|Zx). This is a multiple-model
problem in which the posterior PDF is dependent on the target existence condition
or mode. For the single target case, there are two modes: target is present and target
is absent. The posterior PDF needs to be estimated only when the target is present
since the posterior PDF is undefined when the target is absent. Using the generic
Bayesian solution for multiple switching dynamic models [17], the predicted PDF for
the PF-TBDF is given by
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p(xXg, By = 1|Zy—1) = Py /pb(Xk)p(Xk—h Ep1=0\Z_1) dxp_1 +
(1 - Pp) /p(Xk;|Xk—1, Ep1=1,E, =1)p(Xp—1, Ex—1 = 1|1Zy—1) dx,—1 (3.4)

where py(xy) is an a priori known target distribution based on the assumption that
the target is detected at time step k, and p(xg|xx_1, Fx_1 = 1, E} = 1) is defined by
the target state transition model. Given the predicted prior PDF and the likelihood
function p(Zy|xy, Ex = 1), the updated PDF can be written as

P(Zg|xp, By = 1) p(x, By = 1|Zj_1)
P(Zkfqu)

Since, the measurement noise is assumed to be independent between unthresholded

p(xk, By = 1|Zy) =

measurements, the joint likelihood function can be written as

)
HHN(Z,ia’b); h\“(xy),r), for B, =1
a b
HH./\/'(Z,(CG’I)); 0,7), for £, =0
\ a b

where N (2{"?: h{*"(x,),7) implies that z*" is a Gaussian random variable with

mean h;f’b) (xx) and variance 7.
3.2.3 Particle Filter Implementation of Track-before-detect Filtering

The PF implementation of the aforementioned Bayesian recursive equations was
originally performed in [51] by appending the state vector with the target existence
variable Ej, to form y, = [xi Ek]T. The posterior PDF of the new state vector yy

(n (n)

is approximated using N particles y, ) and their corresponding weights w, ", n =

1,..., N; the resulting PF implementation steps are listed next.

)

e A set of particles for the target existence variable E,g" are generated using the

past state E,Eﬁ)l and the state transition matrix €2.
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e The target states are predicted based on the target existence condition for each
particle. Based on the current and past state of the target existence variable,

there are two possible modes:

— Mode 1: the target enters the FOV (E;_; = 0 and Ej = 1):
The target state particles are uniformly drawn at time step k& based on
some a priori information on the minimum and maximum possible values

on the target state.

— Mode 2: the target remains in the FOV (E,_; = 1 and Ej, = 1):
The state transition model in Equation (3.1) is used to update the target

state particles.

e The particle weights are computed by modifying the likelihood function in Equa-
tion (3.5) as

4 H HN(Z](C(L,I;); hl(ca,b)’ T')
( 5y s for Ek =1
N(z5750,7)
P(Z|xk) o < H H

1 for B, =0

HHZ( (ab)|xk) for £, =1

a b
x (3.6)

1, for £, =0

where [ ( |Xk) is the measurement-dependent likelihood ratio.

e The computed weights are normalized and the particles are resampled.

e From the approximated posterior PDF of the appended state vector yj, the
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target existence probability Pr(ey) is obtained as

3.3 Efficient Particle Filter Based Track-before-detect Filtering
3.3.1 Algorithm Description

In the previous section, a PF based TBDF method was described in which the
target existence variable is also included in the state vector. An efficient PF based
method was proposed in [53] that does not include the target existence variable in
the state vector. An analytical expression was also derived to estimate the target
existence probability. Moreover, instead of using a single set of particles, the efficient
PE-TBDF represents each mode (a target entering the FOV and a target remaining
in the FOV) by a set of particles. This efficient approach integrates the PF imple-
mentation algorithm proposed for the IMM algorithm in [98] for a nonlinear jump
Markov system. The two particle sets scheme enables one to efficiently assign dif-
ferent number of particles for the two modes, thereby avoiding particle degeneracy
that typically happens during mode transition. Similar to the original PF-TBDF,
this method also estimates the posterior PDF p(xy, Ey = 1|Z;). The posterior PDF

can be written as

In Equation (3.7), the target existence probability Pr(E)y = 1|Zj) is separated from

the target’s state parameters. The target state vector PDF conditioned on target

45



existence can be written as

1

POkl By = 1, Zx) = > p(xk, Bro1 = j| By = 1,Zy)
=0

(3.9)
= p(Xk7 ’Ekfl = 07Ek = 17 Zk)) Pr(-Ek*l = O’Ek = 17 Zk)+
p(Xp, |Ep—1 = 1, By = 1,Zy,) Pr(Ey—y = 1|E}, = 1,Zy,).

Thus, the target state vector PDF conditioned on target existence is a weighted
mixture of two density functions. The density function p(xg, |Ex_1 = 0, Ex = 1, Z)
represents the target state vector PDF conditioned on a target entering the FOV.
The density function p(xg, |Ex_1 = 1, Ex = 1,Zy) represents the target state vector
PDF conditioned on a target remaining in the FOV. Using Bayes rule, the PDF

corresponding to a target entering the FOV can be updated as
p(Xp, |Ep—1 =0, B, = 1, Zy) = l(z|xx, By, = 1) p(X, |[Ep1 = 0, B = 1)

where p(xy, |[Ex—1 = 0, B, = 1) = py(xx) is the a priori distribution described below
Equation (3.4) and [(zx|xg, Ex, = 1) is the likelihood function in Equation (3.6).
Similarly, the PDF corresponding to a target remaining in the FOV can be updated

as
p<Xk7 |Ek71 = 17Ek‘ = 17 Zk) = l(Zk|Xk,Ek = 1)p(Xk7 |Ek71 = 17Ek = 17 Zk*l)'

The predicted density can be written as a function of the transition density and the

posterior target state distribution at time step £ — 1,

p(Xp| By =1, By =1,Zp1) = /p(Xk|Xk—1,Ek—1 =1E,=1)

P(Xp—1, |Ex—1 = 1, Zj_1) dxp_1.

Closed form expressions for the weights Pr(Ey_1 = 0|Ey = 1,Z;) and Pr(E,_, =
1|Ey, = 1,Zy,) in Equation (3.8) are derived in [53].
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3.3.2 Implementation of the Efficient PF-TBDF

The implementation of the efficient PF-TBDF using a separate particle set for each
mode is described next, following [53]. The posterior PDFs, p(xg, |Ex—1 = 1, By =
1,Zy) and p(xg, |Ex—1 = 0,Ey = 1,Z;) are approximated using the particle and
weight sets x,(:_ll) and w,(!fl), ny=1,...,N; and X,(f_?l) and w,(ﬁnfl), ney = 1,..., Ny where
N; and Nj are the respective number of particles for each set. Given p(xg_1, |Ex_2 =

1,E1 = 1,Z;_1) and the target existence probability Pr(e;_1) at time step k — 1,

the PF steps are listed next.

e At time step k, Ny new particles are generated that are distributed according

to the proposal density
X](gn2) ~ q(Xk|Ek_1 = O,Ek = 1, Zk)
ny = 1,2,..., Ny using the steps in Section 3.2.3.

e The corresponding weights are obtained using

(2% By = 1) (x| By = 0, By = 1, )

~(n2)
U)k - n
No q(x{"™ | Bpy = 0, B = 1,Zy)

e The particle weights are normalized

(n2) _ w[(ﬁnz)

w, =N )
Zn;:l wkn2
e N; new particles are generated that are distributed according to the proposal

density
X;(gnl) ~ q(xp|Ey-1 =1, B, = 1,Zy,)

ny = 1,2,..., Ny using the target dynamic model in Equation (3.1).
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e The particle weights are calculated using

w(”l) . Z(Zklxlinl),Ek = 1)
k - Nl .

e The particle weights are normalized
= (n1)
wi = —
27]:[1121 wlglnl)
e The mixing probabilities are calculated as

Ny
PrY(By = 1By = 1,Z) = [1 — Pp] Pr(ex—y) » ",

ni=1

Na
PrU(Ek_l =0|Ey, = 1,Z;) = Pp[l — Pr(ex1)] Z wl(cnz)‘
ng=1

where Pr(e,_1) is the target existence probability at the previous time step,
and Pg and Pp are the a priori probabilities of a target entering or leaving the

FOV, respectively.

e The mixing probabilities are normalized

PrY(Ey_, = 0|Ex = 1,Z)
PrY(Ey 1 =0|Ey = 1,Zy) + PrY(Ey_y = 1|Ey = 1,Zy)’

PI‘(Ek_l = O|Ek = 1, Zk) =

PrY(Ey_1 = 1|Ey = 1,7Z;)
PrY(Ey 1 =0|Ey = 1,Zy) + PrY (B, = 1|Ey, = 1,Zy)

Pl”(Ek_l = 1|Ek = 1, Zk) =

e The probability of target existence is calculated using

(1—P,) (1 —Pr(es_1)) + PpPr(es_1) -
PIU(Ek_l == O|Ek = 1, Zk) -+ PIU<Ek_1 == HEk == 1, Zk) .

Pr(ex) = |1+

e The particle weights are scaled by the mixing probabilities as
w™ = Pr(By_y = 1|Ey = 1, Zp)w!™,
w™ = Pr(Ey_, = 0|Ey = 1, Zy)w™ .
The two set of particles are then combined to generate Ny + N; particles.
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e The particles are resampled and the number of particles are reduced from (N

+ Np) to N to represent the posterior PDF of the target remaining in the FOV.
3.4 Target Tracking Example Using Image Measurements
3.4.1 Image Measurement Model

We consider tracking moving targets using image measurements from video cam-
eras. Each measurement is considered to be a sequence of 2-D image frames with
finite resolution, and each pixel in a frame is characterized by its grey-scale level.
Each 2-D measurement frame is assumed to consists of (N, x N,) pixels with a pixel
resolution (A, x A,). The center of the pixel (a, b) is at the position (aA, x bA,). If
a target is not present in a frame, the measurement contains only noise for all pixels.
If a target is present in a frame, then the pixels in the vicinity of the target’s current
position contain signal plus noise. A point target and a sensor point spread function
approximated by a 2-D Gaussian function is assumed in this measurement model. If
a target is present in a measurement frame, it is characterized by its x and y coordi-
nate position and its corresponding grey-scale level in that position. The grey-scale
level is denoted as I;. In addition to the target position and intensity, the component

velocities also constitute the state vector. The targets state vector is then given by

Xy = [k, Tr, Yr Y, 1)
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Assuming constant velocity target motion, the elements of the (5 x 5) state transition

matrix F is given by

_1ATOOO_
0 1 0 0 0
F=]10 0 1 AT 0
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 1

where AT is the time step interval and we assumed additive noise model for target
intensity. The measurements from all pixels in Equation (3.3) are concatenated to

generate the measurement vector

Z = [z(l’l) (2 z,(gl’N’“) z,(f’l) 2,22’2) z,(f’Ny) ..

Nxvl) (NZvNy)
k Zk LIS Zk }.

4

The likelihood function I(z{*"

xy) in Equation (3.6) can be simplified as

o R (x5, ) (B (x,,) — 2%
12" 1) éexp{ _ P o) (hy 27~( ) : )},

(3.9)

where h,(ca’b) (xx) is the intensity contribution of a target present at the position (z, yx)
to the pixel (a,b). The imaging sensor measurement corresponding to a target is
modeled using a Gaussian spread function with a point target assumption. The
blurring introduced by the sensor is modeled by adjusting the spread factor o, of the
Gaussian spread function. For a target present at the position (xy, yx), this nonlinear
spread function h;f’b) (x) in the measurement model in Equation (3.3) can be modeled

as

I (x4) = Eelull oxp { — (GAF%);;@A”_M)Z 2 (3.10)

3.4.2 Simulations

We have implemented the two PF-TBDF algorithms in MATLAB for tracking a

single target in a 2-D plane under low SNR conditions, following the example used in
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[17]. The covariance matrix Q for the noise v in Equation (3.1) is given by

[ @ AT g AT? |
0 0 0
Ars 2
i — @A 0 0 0
AT* ¢ AT?
Q= 0 o & il 0
Ars 2
0 0 & — @A 0
0 0 0 0 QAT

where ¢; and g9 are the process noise parameters for the target motion and intensity,

Frame :7 Frame :12

10 20 10 20

Frame :22 Frame :27

Figure 3.1: Measurement Frame at Different Time Steps at 20 dB Peak SNR. In all
the Plots, the x and y Axes Correspond to the x and y Coordinates in the FOV,

respectively.

respectively. Similar to the example in [17], 30 frames of measurements were generated
with the following parameters, A, =1, A, =1, N, = 20, N, = 20, AT =1 s; the
blurring parameter o is set at 0.7. The algorithm performance is evaluated under

different peak SNR conditions. The measurements were generated such that a target
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Frame :17

Figure 3.2: Measurement Frame at Different Time Steps at 6 dB Peak SNR.

enters the FOV at time step 7 and leaves the FOV at time step 23. The initial target
position and velocity are set at (4.2,7.2) m, and (0.45 0.25) m/s respectively. Figure
3.1 shows the measurement frame at different time steps and 20 dB peak SNR. Since
the peak SNR is high, the target position can be observed simply by the distinct
pixels. Figure 3.2 shows the measurement frame at 6 dB peak SNR. In this case, it
is not possible to detect the existence of the target by visual inspection. We thus
aim to demonstrate the performance of the PF-TBDF under this low SNR condition.
The noise parameters are set at ¢ = 0.001, g = 0.01 and » = 1. The state transition
probabilities are assumed to be Pg = 0.05, Pp = 0.05, Pr(eg) = 0.05. The parameters
used in generating the particles when a target enters the FOV are vy, = 0.5 and
Umin = 0.2. The target intensity range is set to I, = 10, Ih.x = 30; this range
reflects the expected 0 to 20 dB peak SNR. The number of particles are set to 15,000
particles for both N; and Ns.

Figure 3.3 shows the target existence probability at 6 dB peak SNR (I, = 6.14),
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Figure 3.3: Target Existence Probability at 6 dB Peak SNR (Red Stars Represent

the Time Steps at which the Target Truly Exist).

at different time steps using the efficient PF-TBDF method. As demonstrated in
the figure, the target existence probability is accurately estimated. It takes about
3 frames for the probability to increase after the target enters the FOV, and the
probability decreased quickly after the target left the FOV.

Figure 3.4 shows the particle distribution of the target position variables, and
the histogram of the target intensity. The particle distribution is random before the
appearance of a target. Once the target enters the FOV, the particle distribution
is concentrated around the true target position. Similarly, the particles disperse
after the target leaves the FOV. The same phenomenon is observed with the target
intensity as more particles are concentrated around the true intensity value of 6.14.

Figure 3.5 shows the tracking performance of the efficient PF-TBDF. The top plots

93



Frame :7 Frame :12

20 v erw 20
15 ;'é-g ‘{?;:t""-:; 15
10 ’ *‘ ¢ 3 i: R X0 = 10 “.
e % 4
> 5 :?. 8 : o §m R 5
5 10 15 20 5 10 15 20 5 10 15 20
Frame :17 Frame :22 Frame :27
20 20 20— = s
15 15 154 ¥ . ,f“‘ss. 4
10 4 10 * 10]*-. e
5 5 5-_.:;“':: L.,:‘ -
5 10 15 20 5 10 15 20 5 10 15 20
Frame :2 Frame :7 Frame :12
200 400 200
100 || 200 hl | 100 I
0 0 0
0 10 20 0 10 20 0 10 20
Frame :17 Frame :22 Frame :27
200 200 200
100 ‘ 100 i 100 I
0 0 0
0 5 10 0 5 10 0 10 20

Figure 3.4: Particle Distribution for Target Position (Top 6 Plots, where the x and
y Axes Represent the x and y Coordinates in the FOV, respectively); Histogram of
Target Intensity Estimate at Different Frames (Bottom 6 Plots, where the x and y
Axes Represent Intensity and Number of Particles with the Corresponding Intensity

Value, respectively).

of the figure shows the true and estimated target position (shown separately for the
x and y coordinates). From Figure 3.5, the estimates are very close to the true value
after time step 10. The bottom plot shows the true and estimated target trajectory.
As it can be seen, the PF-TBDF was able to closely track the target even under very
low SNR conditions.

The performance of the efficient PF-TBDF is compared with the original PF-

TBDF method using the same number of particles. Figure 3.6 shows the target
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Figure 3.5: Target Position Estimates, x Coordinate (Top Left); and y Coordinate

(Top Right). True and Estimated Target Trajectory at 6 dB Peak SNR (Bottom).

existence probability under three different peak SNR conditions (12 dB, 6 dB, 3 dB).
The results were obtained by averaging 25 Monte Carlo simulations. The root mean-
squared error (RMSE) between the estimated and true target position is calculated

to compare the two algorithms and the RMSE is calculated using

RMSE = \/(xtrue - fL‘est)2 + (ytrue - yest)2'

Figure 3.7 shows the position RMSE for both methods and both algorithms appear
to have similar detection performance. However, under lower SNR conditions, the
position error using the efficient PF-TBDF is lower than the original PF-TBDF.
In the simulations, it was also observed that the efficient PF-TBDF provides similar

performance even when the number of particles is reduced. However, with the original
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Figure 3.6: Target Existence Probability for the Original PF-TBDF and the Efficient
PF-TBDF Methods (a) SNR = 12 dB; (b) SNR = 6 dB; and (¢) SNR = 3 dB.

PF-TBDF, the performance deteriorates as the number of particles is reduced. In
the original PF-TBDF method, the number of particles used for detecting a target
entering the FOV and for tracking a target remaining in the FOV is unevenly split
between the two target transition modes. This results in inaccurate detection of a
target entering the FOV or inaccurate state estimation of a target remaining in the
FOV. With the efficient PF-TBDF, a fixed number of particles is assigned for both

modes, thus reducing the inaccuracy under each mode.
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Figure 3.7: Position RMSE for the Original PF-TBDF and the Efficient PF-TBDF
Methods (a) SNR = 12 dB; (b) SNR = 6 dB; and (¢) SNR = 3 dB.

3.5 Target Tracking Example Using Radar Measurements

3.5.1 Radar Measurement Model

In a general radar system, the sensor measurements are in the form of range
and range-resolution bins, obtained by correlating the received data with the time-

frequency shifted versions of the transmitted baseband signal [45]. The transmitter of
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a pulse Doppler radar system sends a series of IV, pulses with a pulse repetition interval
time Tpr;. Each transmitted pulse s[n] consists of N, samples and has sampling
frequency f,. The radar receiver receives signals that are reflected by targets and
interfering objects. The signals received over a period of N, pulses is referred to as a
dwell measurement. The range is estimated by keeping track of the round trip delay
for the reflected pulse. The target range r, and the delay 7, at the kth transmission

are related as

where 7 is the range in meters at time step k, c is the velocity of propagation and
Tr is the corresponding round trip delay in seconds. If a target is moving, then the
reflected signal undergoes frequency scaling due to the Doppler effect. Under the
narrowband assumption, this frequency scaling is approximated as a frequency shift
that depends on the speed of a moving target. Hence, one can estimate the speed of
a moving target by estimating the Doppler frequency using the measurements from

N, pulses. The Doppler frequency v, and the range-rate 7, are related as
Vg = Q—Zkf c

where 7 is the range-rate in m/s at time step k, and f. is the carrier frequency
in Hz. The received complex baseband signal is first matched-filtered to improve
the SNR. If all transmitted pulses have the same duration and also with the same
pulse repetition interval, the matched filter output is the cross-ambiguity function
between the received and transmitted signal at zero Doppler shift (AF(7,0)) [46].
Thus, each sample corresponds to the time lag index which in-turn corresponds to a
particular target range bin. The slow-time samples are then generated by sampling
the matched filtered output every Npr; = f;Tpr1 samples [45]. The target’s range-rate

is estimated by first estimating the Doppler frequency of the received signal using
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spectral analysis on the slow time samples. The resulting resolution bin dimension is
given by (A, x AA;), where A, and A, correspond to range and range-rate resolution,
respectively. The range resolution is determined by the bandwidth of the transmitted
baseband signal and the range-range resolution is determined by the number of pulses
used for spectral processing. The center of the bin (a, b) is at the position (a/\,. xbA;).
Figure 3.8 shows how the 2-D measurement matrix that corresponds to the ambiguity

function of the received signal is generated in a realistic pulse-Doppler radar system.

One Dwell: N, pulses for coherent processing
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Figure 3.8: Range and Range-Rate Processing of a Pulse-Doppler Radar System.

The measurement matrix contains a peak corresponding to the target’s range and
range-rate. The auto ambiguity function of the modulating signal determines the

degree of spreading in the vicinity of the peak corresponding to a true target or
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clutter. The function h,(ca’b) in the measurement Equation (3.3) is related to the range

and range-rate of a particular target as

sin(m N, (vy — vk )Tpri) g
h(a,b) = |7 p\¥b — Yk )L PRI YT — —j2m(vp—vi )nTPRI 3.11
27 (xk) k Sn(r (v — o2) Tom) ;:0 s[ne —n —nyle ( )

where n, is the lag index corresponding to a particular range and v, is the Doppler
frequency corresponding to a particular range-rate in bin (a, b), the relation between

them is given by

Je

na:round{QaArfs}, VbZQbAf

C C

ny and v are the lag index and the Doppler frequency corresponding to a target
with a certain range and range-rate, respectively at time step k. The range and the
range-rate are in-turn nonlinearly related to the target state vector x = [zx T yr Ur]”
where (xg, yr) and (2, g ) are the 2-D coordinates of the target’s position and velocity

respectively and their relations are given in Equations (2.15) and (2.16).
3.5.2 Simulations Using Rayleigh Measurement Noise

In the image measurement example, the additive measurement noise was assumed
to be Gaussian and this is not always a realistic assumption in radar applications. If
the complex raw measurement is assumed to be Gaussian, then the magnitude spec-
trum of the matched filter output is either Rayleigh or Rician distributed depending
on the existence of a target in a range bin. Thus, the likelihood function in Equation
(3.9) is modified for different measurement noise distributions. The likelihood ratio

with the Rayleigh noise assumption is derived as [53],

(a,b) 2 (a,b) (a,b)
(a,b) N _ [ (xk)] _ hy ™ (xk) 2,
Uz 7 |xk) = exp{ — I, - (3.12)

where Iy(+) is the zeroth order modified Bessel function of the first kind and r is the
variance of the in-phase and quadrature components of additive complex Gaussian

noise.
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In addition to range and range-rate measurements, a radar system can also provide
measurements from the azimuthal and elevation look directions to track a moving
target in a 3-D space. For tracking a target in 2-D space, only the azimuthal look
directions measurement is necessary. In our simulations, we have considered 2-D
space by generating measurements from only one azimuthal direction and the target
positions were restricted to be always present in this direction. We have implemented
a simple pulse-Doppler radar system with the parameters shown in Table 3.1. The
measurements from this simulated radar system is used to track a single moving target

in Rayleigh noise.

Radar input, Target Range = 5315.0718 m |Matched filter output|, Target Range = 5315.0718 m
2
1.5 :
| M |
| I
0.5 \ —
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-0.5 “ \ .
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o 0.5 1 15 2 25 3 o} 0.5 1 1.5 2 25 3
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Measurement (MF—Slow time sampling—DFT) Analytical measurements for noise free signal

Range—Rate, m/s —50 0 Range, m

Figure 3.9: Signal Condition at Various Points in the Radar System at 15 dB Peak
SNR: Raw Received Signal (Top Left); Matched Filter Output (Top Right); Noise-
Free Range and Range-Rate Measurement (Bottom Right); and Noisy Range and

Range-Rate Measurement (Bottom Left).

Figure 3.9 shows the complex radar input signal, the matched filter output, noisy

measurement at 15 dB peak SNR and the noise-free measurement. For the chosen
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Table 3.1: Simulated Pulse-Doppler Radar System Parameters

Radar Parameter Value
Azimuthal Look Direction 45°
Beamwidth 30°
Carrier Frequency 10.0 GHz
Baseband Signal pulse

Range Gate

[1500, 30000] m

Maximum Velocity

37.5 m/s (135 km/hr)

Maximum Doppler Shift 2.5 kHz
Pulse Width 10 ps
Pulse Interval, Tpr; 200 ps
Duty Cycle 0.05
Number of Pulses, N, 32
Fast Time Sampling, fs 1.6 MHz
Range Resolution 1500 m
Range-Rate Resolution 2.34 m/s
Measurement Sampling Interval | 20 s

State Model

Constant velocity

Measurement Model

Nonlinear with Rayleigh noise

Tracker

PF-TBDF

Number of Particles

4,000 + 4,000 = 8,000
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Drwell: 3 Dwell:7 Dwell:12

Figure 3.10: Measurement Frame with Rayleigh Noise at Different Time Steps at
15 dB Peak SNR. In all the Plots, the x, y and z Axes Correspond to Range in m,

Range-Rate in m/s, and Intensity, respectively.

radar parameters, 15 dB peak SNR at the matched filter output corresponds to -33 dB
SNR for the unthresholded radar measurement. Figure 3.10 shows the measurement
matrix at different time steps. The target enters and leaves te FOV at time steps 5
and 23, respectively. For a given SNR, the measurement with Rayleigh noise has more
higher amplitude spikes than a Gaussian distributed noise and the intensity of these
spikes are comparable to the peak corresponding to the target. Thus, it is even more
difficult to track a target in Rayleigh noise. Figure 3.11 shows the particle distribution
of the target position and the intensity for the efficient PF-TBDF algorithm. The
particles for the intensity are distributed around 1.2 and the true intensity at 15 dB
peak SNR is 1.41. When the target is not present, the particles in the position plane
are distributed at 45° with approximately 30° tolerance. This is consistent with the

original radar parameters in Table 3.1. Figure 3.12 shows the estimated and true
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target position and the PF-TBDF method is able to accurately track a target in

Rayleigh noise.
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Figure 3.11: Particle Distribution for Target Position at 15 dB Peak SNR (Top 6
Plots, where the x and y Axes Represent the x and y Coordinates in the FOV, re-
spectively); and Histogram of Target Intensity Estimate at Different Frames (Bottom
6 Plots, where the x and y Axes Represent Intensity and Number of Particles with

the Corresponding Intensity Value, respectively).
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Figure 3.12: Target Position Estimates, x Coordinate (Top Left); y Coordinate (Top

Right). True and Estimated Target Trajectory at 15 dB Peak SNR (Bottom).

3.5.3 Simulations with Measurements in Clutter

We investigate the PF-TBDF performance for tracking a target in the presence
of clutter. Although the measurement model does not explicitly include clutter, we
can still consider the clutter as a target. If we assume that there is no consistent
trajectory for the clutter, then the PF-TBDF should inherently ignore the clutter as
a consistent moving target thereby rejecting the clutter as noise. The amplitude of
the clutter can be modeled by various distributions [99]. The type of distribution
to use depends greatly on the specific radar application scenario. For example, sea

clutter from a low grazing angle radar is modeled using heavy tailed distributions
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such as K-distribution and Weibull distribution. A compound Gaussian model was
also proposed to accurately model sea clutter [100]. In our simulations, we used the
Weibull distribution to model clutter amplitude and the average number of clutter is
assumed to be Poisson distributed. Figure 3.13 shows the target existence probability
under two test cases: 18 dB peak SNR and average number of clutter associated
measurement is 10 measurements per dwell; 15 dB peak SNR, average number of
clutter associated measurement is 5 measurements per dwell. As shown in the figure,
the PF-TBDF algorithm was able to detect the existence of a target at low SNR
and high clutter density. The target onset detection is slower at lower SNR. Figure
3.14 shows the target trajectory estimate for both test cases, where the PF-TBDF

algorithm is able to track the moving target with high degree of accuracy.
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Chapter 4

MULTIPLE TARGET TRACK-BEFORE-DETECT FILTERING

4.1 Tracking Multiple Targets Under Low Signal-to-Noise Ratio Conditions

The track-before-detect filter (TBDF) algorithm discussed in Chapter 3 was ex-
tended to track multiple targets [101], as mentioned in Chapter 1. However, this
method was only shown to work well for a small number of targets. The state vector
dimension in this method does not account for a varying number of targets, and it
does not completely address the uncertainty in the actual number of existing targets.
Recently, an RFS-based approach, the labeled multiple Bernoulli filter has been used
to track multiple targets under low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) conditions [74].

In this chapter, given a known maximum possible number of targets, we provide
an alternate algorithm that generalizes the recursive TBDF in [53] to track a vary-
ing number of targets in low SNR and high clutter [76, 77] without any need for an
explicit track management step. Since the number of targets that are present in the
field of view (FOV) is not known a priori, we estimate the joint posterior probability
density function (PDF) under all possible target existence combinations [76]. These
joint PDF's are derived under the recursive Bayesian framework, and the state vectors
corresponding to all the targets in the different modes are then appropriately mixed to
derive the overall target state estimates. This is an interacting multiple model (IMM)
algorithm in which the different target motion models in the regular IMM structure
are replaced by all possible target existence combinations or modes. Hence, we refer
to our algorithm as multiple mode multiple target TBDF (MM-MT-TBDF) to differ-

entiate from the regular IMM algorithm [102]. The probability corresponding to each
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mode is also calculated, and the existence probability of each target is calculated from
this mode probability. We avoid an explicit track management step by estimating an
exhaustive set of multi-target posterior PDF's such that the target-to-track associa-
tion is implicitly achieved through the unique definition of target combinations. The
target states are validated using the estimated target existence probability. We also
propose a particle filter (PF) implementation of the MM-MT-TBDF method that can
also support nonlinear and non-Gaussian models. Although the PHDF approach is
an encompassing framework, it is still not possible to practically estimate the joint
PDF of the multi-target state vector for a time-varying number of targets. Recent
advances in agile radar processing [103] require the posterior PDF of the state vec-
tor to dynamically select waveform parameters. For example, a single target TBDF
based waveform design technique was considered in [104] that uses the posterior PDF
estimate to minimize the tracking error. Using this approach, the set of estimated
joint PDFs at time step k can be used to predict the tracking error at time step k+ 1
and the waveform parameters at time step £+ 1 that minimizes the predicted tracking

error can be optimally selected [103].
4.2  Multiple Mode Multiple Target Tracking Model
4.2.1 State Model for Dynamically-varying Number of Targets
We consider the radar problem of tracking a maximum number of . targets. We
define the state vector corresponding to the fth target, /=1,...,.Z at time step k as
Xkt = [Tht Tho Yrw Ynw Trg”

where (s, Yke), (Tre, Ure), and Ix, are the (th target’s two-dimensional (2-D)
Cartesian coordinates for position and velocity, and radar cross section (RCS) inten-

sity level, respectively, and T denotes vector transpose. This definition of state vector
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is appropriate for an air-to-ground or ground-to-ground radar systems in which tar-
gets are localized on the ground. Possible applications may include tracking moving
cars on a rural road or tracking small boats on the sea surface. Note that the state
vector could be easily extended to 3-D space to include target tracking radar sys-
tem applications such as ground-to-air or air-to-air. The multi-target state model we
propose accounts for the fact that not all targets are present at each time step. In
particular, at any time step, targets can enter, leave or remain in the FOV. The total
number of possible target existence combinations or modes is M = 2%. This number
includes the case of no targets present, all . targets present, and all possible combi-
nations of .Z — 1,2 — 2,...,1 targets present. Mode i =1 assumes that no targets
are present and mode 1= M assumes that all .Z targets are present. Note that we
assume that the order in which the targets appear in the FOV is not important. We
introduce a binary target presence indicator variable C} € {0,1}, i=1,..., M, with
1 (or 0) if the ¢th target is present (or is not present) in the ith mode. A simple

example with M =4 modes for .Z =2 targets is demonstrated in Table 4.1. In our

Table 4.1: Target Presence Indicator Values for £ =2 Targets (M =4 Modes).

Mode | Target presence indicator values

i C: Ci Target 2 Target 1

1 0 0 not present not present
2 0 1 not present present
3 1 0  present not present
4 1 1 present present

proposed method, we keep track of all possible target combinations and estimate the

joint posterior PDF of the state vector corresponding to all target combinations. The
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state vector dimension is determined by the number of possible targets .Z; in the

1th mode. The target state vector in each mode at time step k is expressed as xgj},

1=2,..., M to take into consideration the varying number of targets and the result-

ing changes in the multi-target state vector dimension. For example, the multi-target

state vector for the Mth mode is x./ = [Xi1 Xio - Xp o] since all Z targets are

present in this mode. The state vector for all other modes can be defined from XLM]

as X,[:] =P M%XLM}, where the projection matrix of size (5.Z; x 5.%¢) is defined as

T
Py = ey - ---€ylil(z) ® 15 (4.1)
where JU is the set (arranged in increasing order) of all targets that are assumed
present in mode i, e, is the (£ x 1) binary vector whose elements are zero except
the nth element set to one, I5 is the (5 x 5) identity matrix, and ® is the Kronecker
product. For example, with M = 4 modes for .Z = 2 targets, the projection matrix
P, ;5 to obtain the state vector for the mode that contains only Target 1 (i = 2 in

Table 4.1) can be written as

10000O0O0O0O0O

01 00O0O0OO0OTUO0OTQ
Paﬁzz{lo}@h: 001000O0OO0O0O
0001O0O0O0OO0ODO0OTGQO0
00 0O01O0O0OO0OO0OTQO0
The state vector for mode ¢ = 2 is obtained as
1000 0O0O0O0OO0ODUO
01 0O0O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OTP
2 _ 4 _ X1
X, =Pasox,’=1001 0000000
Xk,2
00010O0O0O0O0OTO
000O0O1O0O0O0O0OTGO
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The dynamic multi-target state model for each mode can then be written as
x = Fll x4 v (4.2)

where v = Py, [ViiVia---Vigl" and vy, is a modeling error random process with
covariance matrix Q. If the same target motion model is assumed for all targets,

then Fll = F®14. The state transition matrix for a constant velocity target motion

is given by

0O 0 0 1 O
0O 0 0 0 1

where AT is the time step interval and the state transition for the intensity variable

of the state vector is modeled using the random walk model as

Tii10=Ip + vie(D)
where vy 4(5) is the fifth element of the vector vy .
4.2.2 Mode Transition Matrix

The uncertainty of a target being present or absent in the measurement space is
modeled as a random process with a two state first order Markov chain [17]. The
transitional probabilities, the probability of the /th target entering the FOV, Pg,,
and the probability of the ¢th target leaving the FOV, Pp 4, are assumed to be known.
Once the ¢th target appears in the FOV, the probability that it remains present in
the FOV is (1 — Ppg). Similarly, the probability that it does not enter the FOV is

given by (1 — Pgy). The transition matrix for the Markov process corresponding to
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the ¢th target can then be written as

1—-Ppy Pgpy
T, =
Ppe 1—Ppy

In addition to estimating the joint posterior PDF of each mode, we also estimate the
probability of mode my at time step k. This variable is modeled as a discrete random
process following an M-state first order Markov chain. Specifically, the probability
that the mode changes from mode j at time k£ — 1 to mode ¢ at time k is given by
Q;;=Pr(my=ilmyp_1=7),4,j=1,..., M. Assuming that the individual target tran-
sitions are independent of each other, we construct the (M x M) transition probability
matrix 2 using the a prior: transition matrix of each individual target T,. Specif-
ically, for a given number of targets .Z, we generalize the mode transition matrix

as

Note that the sum of the mode transition probabilities along any row of €2 is unity
and 0 < Q;; < 1. The target presence indicator value C} =¢q, ¢ € {0,1},i=1,..., M,
is defined as ¢=1 (or ¢=0) if the ¢th target is present (or is not present) in the ith
mode. For the simple example with M =4 modes for . =2 targets in Table 4.1, the
corresponding (4 x 4) mode transition matrix assuming that both targets have the

same transition matrix 71 = 7% and Pp, = Pp, = Pp and Pp, = Pp, = Pp, is given

by
[ (1-Pp)?  Py(i—Py) (1= Py)Ps P2
O_ Pp(1—Pg) (1 - Pp)(1— Pp) PpPg (1—-Pp)Pg (1.4)
(]_—PB)PD PBPD (1—PD)(1—PB)PB(1—PD)
i (1— Pp)Pp Pp(1—Pp)  (1-Pp)* |
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In practice, it may be difficult to obtain a priori information on transition proba-
bilities of individual targets entering or leaving a scene. Hence, we can assume that

these event probabilities are identical for all targets, i.e., Pg,= Pp and Pp = Pp for

(=1,...,.7.
4.2.3 Measurement Model Using Image Data

Each measurement frame is assumed to consists of (N, x N,) pixels. The pixel
resolution cell dimension is given by (A, x A,). The center of the pixel (a, b) is at
the position (aA, x bA,). If no targets are present in a frame, then the measurement
contains only noise for all pixels. If a target is present in a frame, then the pixels
in the vicinity of the target’s current position contain both signal and noise. We
consider point targets and a sensor point spread function approximated by a 2-D
Gaussian density. Unlike the single target TBDF, when there is at least one target, the
measurement function varies depending on the mode at time step k. The measurement

model for multiple targets is given by

(%
ZC’ [Z] —{—w(ab), fori=2,...,M
=0
A = , (4.5)
w,(:’b), fori =1
\
h,(f’b)(xg’]g) _ A,ﬁ;gk,e exp { — (aAm—xk,Z);;‘Q(bAy—yk,Z)2 : (4.6)

where X is a known parameter that controls the blurring introduced by the sensor
and XE:] is the fth target’s state vector in mode 7. The measurement noise w,i, “b) 4
each pixel is assumed to be independent and Gaussian distributed with variance r.

Similar to the single target case, the measurement vector is given by

Zp = [Z,(Cl’l) z,gl’Q) z,il’b) z,(f’l) 2,552’2) z,(f’b) zlga’l) z,(ga’b)}T
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and

Zy=z, 25 ... z;)"

where Z,, is the vector of all the measurements up to time k.
4.2.4 Measurement Model Using Radar Data

As we are using the TBDF for multiple targets, the measurement model uses
unthresholded measurements, similar to the single target case in Chapter 3. We
assume that the measurement frame consists of pre-processed data from a radar
system for different range 74 ¢, range-rate 7 o and azimuthal angle ), , bins for the ¢th
target. One example of a measurement frame could be the cross-ambiguity function
between the transmitted and radar received signal. Measurements from independent
multiple sensors are integrated in the problem formulation. The range, range-rate

and azimuthal angle are related to the state vector as

TEe = \/(-TCM — 25)% + (Yo — Ys)?

Tro(The — s) + Uro (Yo — Ys)
\/(xk,é - x3)2 + (yk,é - ys)2

Or, = arctan <—yk’Z — Y >

Tre — Ts

The =

and the sensor is located at (zs, ys).

Each measurement frame is assumed to consist of (N, x N; x Np) bins. The
range, range-rate and azimuthal angle bin resolutions are denoted by A, A, Ay,
respectively. The (a,b,c)th cell fora=1,2,...,N,, b=1,2,... Ny, c=1,2,..., Ny,
is then centered around (a A, x b A; x ¢ Ay). The measurements in all the bins simply
consists of noise if no targets are present. If a target is present, then the measurements
in the bins that are in the vicinity of the target’s current position consist of both signal

and noise. We assume a point target model and a sensor point spread function that
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can be approximated by a 3-D Gaussian function. Based on this assumption, the

measurement equation is given by

( %
SO G RO o) =2 M
=1
Hobe) (4.7)

b, :
U,ga C), 1=1
\

where Cf is the target presence indicator value in Equation (4.3) of the ¢th target in

the 7th mode, and

) 2 } 2 2
B (i) = Ay exp (— (“55m) = (M) — (8 ) S (19

ArAvAgly
(2m)3/20,,07,09

where A; = is the normalized amplitude, I, is the intensity of the
received signal from the (th target and o,, 0}, 0y are known parameters that control
the spreading introduced by the radar system. Note that, these parameters can
normally be derived from the ambiguity function of the radar transmitted signal [45].
The independent and identically distributed measurement noise samples v,(f’b’c) in
Equation (4.7) are assumed to be Gaussian with zero-mean and variance vg. The

overall measurement vector is given by

_ (171’1) (1’17N9) (17Nf‘7N9) (NT’NT“»NQ) T
Zrs = [2p0 7 o 2l e 2 e P ]
and the sequence zp =z}, zj, ... 2z} ¢|" is the set of all measurements from all
S independent and homogeneous sensors and Zj =[z] z3 ... z;|" represents all the

measurements up to time k.

4.3 Multiple Mode Multiple Target Track-before-detect Filtering

4.3.1 Posterior Density for Multiple Mode Multiple Targets

In a multi-target tracking problem with a varying number of targets, the number

of existing targets is not known a priori. Hence, we provide a set of joint distributions
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of multi-target state vectors conditioned on all possible target existence combinations
and the corresponding probability of different target combinations. In a broader
sense, this is similar to a multiple hypothesis tracking algorithm in which each mode
is equivalent to a hypothesis. Unlike the single target recursive TBDF in [53], we
estimate two different sets of conditional PDFs. The first set of PDFs corresponds
to the posterior joint PDFs conditioned on the mode state at time steps (k — 1) and
k, and the second set of PDFs belongs to the posterior joint PDF conditioned on the
mode state at time step k£ only. The second set of PDFs are obtained as a weighted
mixture of a subset of the first set of joint PDFs that have the same state vector
dimension. These subset of PDFs are the PDF's that transitioned to a particular
mode from all possible modes. Once we have a set of mode-conditioned PDFs, we
can derive the PDFs of individual target states as a weighted linear combination of
marginalized PDF's that are conditioned on all relevant modes in which the targets
are assumed present. Thus, our approach uses a discrete PDF to characterize all
possible target combinations and the corresponding joint PDFs of the target states
are characterized by continuous distributions. This is similar to the random finite
set approach in which the target states of a random set is modeled by a continuous
distribution and the cardinality of the random set is modeled by a discrete distribution
[37]. Specifically, given the state and measurement models and the posterior PDF
p(xg]_l\Zk,l), Vi, at time k—1, the MM-MT-TBDF estimates the posterior PDF
p(Xke|Zy) at time k and the corresponding target existence probability Pr(ey | Zy),
where ey ¢ is the event corresponding to the ¢th target’s presence. We assume that
the initial mode probability, Pr(mo=1|Z¢),i=1,..., M, is known a priori. If this
value is not known, then we can assume that no targets are initially present, i.e., we
can assume that Pr(mg=1i|Z) =0, for i1=2,..., M, and Pr(my=1|Zy) =1.

The tracking of multiple targets, assuming a varying number of targets, is a mul-
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tiple mode problem in which the posterior PDF, including the dimension of the state
vector, is dependent on the target mode. As the different modes are mutually exclu-

sive, Pr(my =1, my = j|Z;) =0, Vi # j, the posterior PDF can be written as

ng|zk ZC’gp Xkl’ k:Z|Zk) (49)

where xg]l is the state vector corresponding to the /th target present in mode 7. Here,

even though the superscript [i] and the mode condition event my = i seems redundant,
we explicitly denote the state vector as XEC]Z to emphasize the fact that the dimension
of the state vector in mode ¢ varies with the number of assumed targets in mode «.

The marginal PDF is obtained by marginalizing the joint PDF which can be written

as

p(xy) my, = i|Zy) = p(x)|my, = i, Zy,) Pr(my, = i |Zy,)

fori =2, ..., M and Py; £ Pr(my = i|Zy) is the posterior mode probability. Note
that we do not include ¢ =1 in this range as we do not need to estimate the posterior
PDF when no targets are present. Using the Bayesian solution for multiple switching
models [17], the target state PDF conditioned on a particular mode can be obtained
as the weighted mixture of M density functions

p(xg]!mk =i,2;) = ZP (xp [ mu—1 = j,my = i, Zg) Pr(my_y = jlmy = i, Zy)
j=1

M
Z Xk \Zk Pr(mg_1 = jlmg =i, Zy) (4.10)

for i = 2,..., M. The target state PDF p(x,[j]|mk_1 =j,my =1, Zy) conditioned on
transitioning from mode j at time k—1 to mode ¢ at time k is denoted by pjﬁi(xg] |Zy.).
Given the mode state at time step k, the mixing weights Pr(my_1 = j|my =1, Zy)

provide the probability that the current state is transitioned from mode j at time

78



step k-1. Using Bayes rule, the above mentioned mode conditioned state PDF can be

expanded as

(2l = Jo i = i,0) PO iy = oy = i, Zy)
p(Zr|me—1 = j,mup, =i, Zg1)

i p
pi(x |Zy) =

 a(zelxy) (3 | Zx 1)
P (Zk | Zk:—l)

(4.11)

where we denote p(zy|mg_1 = j,mx = i,xg]), p(x%”mk_l = j,my = i,Zx_1), and
p(zp|my—1 = j,mi =i, Zy_1) by pj,i(zklng]), Pj,i(Xg]!quL and p;;(2x|Zi—1), respec-
tively. If we divide both numerator and denominator by p(zy|m; =0), which assumes
that no targets are present [51], we can express the posterior PDF as a function of
the likelihood ratios,

pjo(ze|x)

$) = 25
p(zx|my, = 0)

Lji(zi|x,

Pji(2k|Zi-1)
L;i(2p|Zy_y) = L2AZRIER-1)
ok 2t) = e = 0)

as

(> 2. balt) v () (4.12)
i | X = .
AN L; (2] Zi 1)

where the denominator is the normalization term

Lj,i(zk|zk—1) = /Ljﬂ' <Zk|Xg]> pj’i (X,E”Zk_l) dxgj} (413)

and Lj,i(zk|xgj}) is the joint likelihood function conditioned on the previous and current
modes. Note that, when no targets are present, the likelihood function does not

depend on the target state or the mode condition at previous time step.
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4.3.2 Likelihood Function for Image Measurements

Since the measurement noise is assumed to be independent between pixels, the
joint likelihood function in Equation (4.11) can be written as

( N:c Ny

HHN ( M) Vk), mk,lzl...M, mk:2M

a=1b=1
NzNy

HHN OVk meI

\ a=1b=1

pji(zlxp)) =

where N (z(a’b)' ,(C )( M) v) implies that zk ) has a Gaussian distribution with
mean T ( M) and variance vy, T(a b)( ) Zz LG} h(a ) (xgje) is the cumulative
contribution to pixel (a,b) from all the targets in mode i and h(a b)( ] ) is defined

Xpe

in Equation (4.6) in Section 4.2.3. The likelihood ratio in Equation (4.13) can be

written as
( Nz Ny
[ITIv i ool m)
a=1 b=1
a=1...M =2...M
Ly (ashe!) = ﬁﬁ e o
" N O Vk
a=1b=1
L 1, mk—l
ab)|x[l] mp1=1...M, my=2...M
= ¢ aeBa(x1) bepy (xL) (4.14)
]-a mkzl

where Bx(xg]) and %(x@) are the set of pixels in the neighbourhood of the pixels
corresponding to those in which the targets in mode ¢ are present and the likelihood
ratio in Equation (4.14) can be derived as

(@) (5 iy (plad) ( [y _ o (ad)
l(z,ia’b)|x[’])—exp{ e 0o ) (T (%) — 2z )}

2Vk
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4.3.3 Likelihood Function for Radar Measurements

Since the measurement noise is assumed independent between bins, the joint like-
lihood function in Equation (4.11), when the measurement consists of range and
range-rate in Equation (4.7), can be written as

(N, N; N

TTTTTIV G0 <) ), mpy = 1. M, my =2 M

a=1b=1 c=1
Ny Nj Ny

TITITIN G0, my = 1

\ a=1b=1c=1

pji(zi] X)) =

where T(a’b’c) i h(a 29 (%l ) is the cumulative contribution to bin (a, b, ¢
1 Ci kot

@be (X%]Z) is defined in Equation (4.8) in Section

from all the targets in mode 7 and h
4.2.4. In order to reduce the computational load, only the bins in the neighbourhood
of existing targets are used. The likelihood function in Equation (4.12) can be written
as

II 1II H AGEPO K e = M, mp =2, M

Lji(zlx)) = 4 ach (x) beo(xf) ey ) (4.15)

1, mkzl

where BT( . ﬁr( iy and 50(}(;?) are the set of all range, range-rate and azimuthal
angle bin numbers, respectively, that are in the neighborhood of the bin numbers

corresponding to those in which the targets in mode ¢ are present and

a,b,c i a,b,c i a,b,c
T o)) (T () — 22)
2Vk ’

A ) 2 exp
4.3.4 Prediction Step of MM-MT-TBDF

In the recursive Bayesian framework, given the posterior mode conditioned PDF,
p(xk me—1 = j,mp =i, Zy_1), at time step k — 1, we need to first predict the PDF

of the state vector at time step k& conditioned on the modes m;_; =7 and my=1.
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Note that, as the state vector at time step £k — 1 does not depend on the mode
condition at time step k, the prediction is done based on the mode conditioned PDF
p(x%]_1|mk_1 =4,Zk_1). Since the state vector dimension of the jth mode at time
k—1 is not always equal to the state vector dimension of the ith mode, the prediction
step is performed only after transforming the state vector of the jth mode. Similar
to Equation (4.1), we define a projection matrix P;_,; : RP7 — RP to transform the
state vector from the jth mode to the ¢th mode. Specifically, the projection matrix

causes the following transformation
il _p. ol 116
Yi—1 = Fj=iXp—1 (4.16)

where the dimension of P,_,; is (D; x D;), where D; =5.%; is the dimension of the
ith mode. Similar to (4.1), the projection matrix P;_,; is separately defined based on

the target combination differences between the two modes. Specifically,

T

Pjai = ® I

€o;(al))) -0 - €Os(Il(L))

where JI is defined below Equation (4.1) in Section 4.2.1, O;(J!(q)) is the arrange-
ment order number in the target combination of mode j for the target corresponding
to the gth element of the set Jl ¢, is the (. x 1) binary vector whose elements
are all zeros except the nth element is set to one. If a target in the ith mode is
not present in the jth mode, then O;(JU()) is set to zero and the corresponding
binary vector is replaced with a zero vector. This condition corresponds to a new
target that can enter the FOV and the elements corresponding to the newly entered
targets are randomly updated from an a priori PDF for a new target. For example, if
the jth mode assumes that only Target 2 is present, and the ¢th mode assumes that
Target 1 and Target 2 are present, then J4 = {1,2}, O3(JH(1)) =0, O5(J¥(2)) =1,

P34 =[05;15] where 4 and 3 correspond to the mode numbers defined in Table 4.1,
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and 05 is a (5 x 5) matrix of all zeros. The predicted state PDF conditioned on the

previous and current modes is then given by

pj,i(XE\qu) = /pj,i(XZ]’Y%]_ka1)p(yz]_1|mk1 =7, qu)dyg]_l. (4.17)

The state dynamic model in (4.2) is used to update the PDF pjyi(xg] nyj]_l, Zy_1), and

the predicted PDF is used in Equation (4.12) to update the posterior PDF.
4.3.5 Joint PDF Mixture Weights Calculation in MM-MT-TBDF
The weights in Equation (4.10) can be expanded using Bayes rule as

(2] Zy) Pr(myy = jlmy = i, Zy_
Pr(my_1 = jlmg = i,Z;) = P2 Zi-1) r(mk_l , jlmn =1, Zxa)
p(Zk’mk = Z,Zkfl)

Pj,i(Zk|Zk71) Qj,i Pkfl,j
p(zk\mk = i, Zkfl) Pr(mk = Z|Zk,1) ‘

Here, P, 1, = Pr(my_1 = j|Zy_1) is the posterior mode probability at time k — 1.
The term Pr(my = i|my_1 = Jj,Zx_1) is set to the mode transition probability Q;;
since the event m; =1 at time k£ conditioned on the event my_; =7 at time k£ — 1 does
not depend on the measurement at time k& — 1. The weights can thus be expressed as
a function of the likelihood ratio as

Lj,i(zk|zk—1) Qi Pr1
(zk]mk = i, Zkfl) Pr(mk = Z|Zk,1)

Pr(mk_l = j‘mk = i, Zk) = I

where L;;(zx|Zy—1) is computed using Equation (4.13), and the denominator is a

normalization term. The weights are calculated as

L, Zi_ 1) Pe_1.;
Pr(mk_lzj\mk:i,zk): 4, (Zk| k 1) G L k-1,

— (4.18)
Z Lj’,i (Zk|Zk_1) ijﬂ- Pk:—l,j)

j'=1
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4.3.6 Mode Probability Calculation for the MM-MT-TBDF

The posterior mode probability Py ; can be computed as

M
Py, ZZPr(mk = i|my_1 = J, L) Pr(mi_1 = j|Zy)

j=1

The first term in Equation (4.19) can be expanded using Bayes rule as

D;i(2k|Z—1) 2 Pp_1 j
(2k|Zg—1) Pr(mi_1 = j|Z)

Pr(mk = i’mk,1 = j, Zk> = p

When substituted back in Equation (4.19), we can obtain

M
ZAj,i Qi Pr1j

=1

Pri = M
§ : [ng Py + § N Qi Proy
j=1 =2

(4.19)

(4.20)

where A, £ L; (2| Zy—1) and Pj_; j is the posterior mode probability at time & — 1.

When no targets are present, A;; =1, Vj at time step k. The salient functional steps

of the algorithm are listed in Algorithm 1 and the block diagram of the algorithm is

shown in Figure 4.1. The single target recursive TBDF in [53] is a special case of the

MM-MT-TBDF algorithm with . =1.
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Algorithm 1 Algorithmic Steps of MM-MT-TBDF

Initialize distribution function p(xg}\mo =1i,2Zo) and mode probability Fp; for
i=2,..., M.
for k. =1to K do
Step 1: Predict the state distribution function pj,i(xLi”Zk,l), conditioned on
mode j at time step k£ — 1 and mode 7 at time step k, using Equation (4.17) for
j=1,...Mand i=2,... M.
Step 2: Compute the likelihood function, conditioned on modes j and 7, using
Equations (4.14) or (4.15).
Step 3: Update the posterior state density function pﬂ(xg] |Z1.), conditioned on
mode j at time step & — 1 and mode ¢ at time step k, using Equation (4.12).
Step 4: Compute the mixing probabilities Pr(my_1 = jlmy = i,Zy), using
Equation (4.12).
Step 5: Compute the posterior mode probabilities Py ; using Equation (4.20).
Step 6: Compute the target state posterior density conditioned on a mode,
p(x%”mk =1,Zy,), using Equation (4.10).
Step 7: Marginalize the target state posterior density in Step 6 to obtain the
posterior density of individual targets in mode <.
Step 8: Combine the marginal density functions from all modes using Equation
(4.9) to obtain the marginal density function of the /th target.

end for
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Figure 4.1: MM-MT-TBDF Algorithm Block Diagram for Multiple Target Tracking.

Thus, the detection of a new target is tracked by observing the mode probabilities
and a newly detected target and its corresponding trajectory is implicitly labelled
through the corresponding mode definition. Figure 4.2 illustrates our method with
an example scenario in which .Z = 2 targets enter and leave the FOV at different time
steps. The figure shows only the dominant probabilities corresponding to the different

mode transitions and the PDFs corresponding to these dominant probabilities.
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Figure 4.2: Tlustration of MM-MT-TBDF Algorithm for . = 2 Targets Showing
the Dominant Probabilities and the Relevant Posterior PDFs for Different Mode

Transitions.

4.4 Particle Filter Implementation of Multiple Mode Multiple Target TBDF

In the previous section, we derived the Bayesian solution of the MM-MT-TBDF
algorithm. When the state and measurement models are nonlinear and non-Gaussian,
then the TBDF needs to be solved using sequential Monte Carlo (SMC) techniques
such as particle filtering. Unlike the multiple model TBDF in [101], we employ two
layers of IMM structure to derive the posterior PDF. The first layer of IMM structure
is used to estimate the mode conditioned PDF and the second layer is used to estimate
the PDF of the target state vector. The particle filter (PF) based implementation

(MM-MT-TBDF-PF) is also proposed to implement the MM-MT-TBDF algorithm.
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The proposed algorithm employs three layers of particle filters. The first layer of PF's

approximate the posterior PDF of target states xgj}, conditioned on mode 7 at time

step k£ and mode j at time step £ — 1. This approximation is given by

Njyi
PO myy = jyme = i, Z) = > o (xp) — xP). (4.21)
n=1

The next layer of PFs approximating the mode conditioned posterior PDF's are given

by
PO s = i, Zg) 3 X o) — %), (4.22)
n=1

The final layer of PFs approximates the posterior PDF of individual targets as

Ny
Pl Zi) = D wi Do (x0 — x07). (4.23)

n=1

4.4.1 MM-MT-TBDF Using Sampling Importance Resampling Particle Filter

(i,n (3,n)

We begin this algorithm by initializing the particles x; ) and weights x," ",
t=2,..., M for all modes. At time step k, N;; new particles are generated to ap-
proximate p(xg]\mk,l = j,my = i,2Zy), for all i and j. The samples are generated
depending on whether or not a particular target is present in the previous mode.

There are three possible target transitions.

e Target enters the FOV:

If a target in mode ¢ was not present in mode j, then this target is considered
as a target that entered the FOV at time step k£ and the particles are gener-
ated based on a known a priori distribution for a new target. If no a priori
information about a new target is available, a uniform distribution can be as-
sumed. Specifically, the target position particles can be drawn uniformly from

the FOV, and the target state velocity particles can be drawn from a uniform
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distribution whose range values are the expected minimum and maximum tar-
get velocities. The target intensity particles can also be drawn from a uniform
distribution whose range values are selected based on the expected peak SNR in
the measurement. Since the proposed algorithm is for tracking multiple targets,
the position vector cannot be simply sampled from the FOV in order to avoid
drawing samples in the vicinity of the already detected target position. To avoid
this problem, samples in the neighbourhood of the already detected target are
not selected. One optimal way is to compute the Mahalanobis distance between
the generated particles and the mean position of the already detected targets.

The Mahalanobis distance is calculated as
D(Xp—1,4, Xp0) = (f(l(cnz) — i)t SE (ﬁi(cne) — i)

where d is the already detected target with sample mean position estimate vec-
tor u¢_, and corresponding sample position covariance estimate matrix S¢ | at
time step k — 1, f(,i"g is the position vector of the generated particles for target
(. Tt was shown in [54] that a lower number of particles are needed if the sam-
ples are generated directly from the measurement. However, we observed that
selecting a subset of measurements by thresholding does not work well under
low SNR conditions. For best performance, we propose a balanced approach in
which a large number (V,;) of uniformly distributed new target particles are
used. The likelihood function for this large set of particles is computed first and
the N;; highest likelihood particles are selected from this large set. Following
this procedure helps to localize the computation only during the new target
particle generation rather than propagating a large set of particles through the

remaining steps described below. Even though the likelihood function compu-

tation monotonically involves the measurements, choosing a higher amplitude
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measurement bin may not necessarily result in a higher likelihood function value
since the likelihood function is also a function of the neighbourhood bins. From
our simulations, we noted that choosing state vectors corresponding to higher
amplitude measurement bins resulted in poor performance at lower SNR con-
ditions (less than 0 dB SNR) since most of the chosen higher amplitude bins
corresponded to noise spikes. If a priori information is available as in [75], then

a reduced number of initial particles are needed.

o Target leaves FOV:

A target has left the FOV if it is present in mode j but not in mode i. The

particles corresponding to this target at time step k in mode ¢ are ignored.

e Target remains in FOV:

If a target is already present in the FOV during mode j and remains in the FOV
during mode 4, then the particles for pjyi(xg]]Zk) are updated using Equation

(4.2).

Finally, the states of all the targets that are present in mode ¢ are then concatenated
to approximate pj7i(x,g]|Zk,1).
The weights for the N;; particles are computed using the mode conditioned joint

likelihood function in Equation (4.15) as

(<" yii ) Z)

p\x
T, 20

éff’i’") x L(zk\xg’i’"), my—1 = j,my = 1)

where yS’_ﬁ) is the set of particles corresponding to mode ¢ at time step k — 1 derived

by collating particles corresponding to mode j at time step k — 1. If the targets are

assumed to move independently, the above weight calculation can be written as

2 (4,im) | (3,n)
~(iin 1,8, y X ’y 7Z )
¢§€J” )OCL(Z]C‘X;” )’mk_lzj,mk—l | | k]i") k—1,0

=1 XM |Yk Mvzk)

(4.24)
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where .Z; is the number of targets in mode i. The weights are normalized by

Nj,i
I (4.25)
n=1
to obtain (b(“’" = ,(gj ) / A;Z and A;Z is the particle approximation of A;; in Equa-

tions (4.13) and (4.20). Given the initial mode probability B, for all 4, the mixing

probabilities in Equation (4.18) are then calculated as

!
A Qi Py

Pr(my_1 = jlmy, =1, Zy) = —; , (4.26)
> A Qi Py
Jj'=1
The mode conditioned PDF in Equation (4.25) can be approximated as
M-1 NJ ¢ . ..
(xk |my =i,Zy) =~ Z ZPr J, 1) “’n 5(Xg] — x,(cj’l’n)) . (4.27)
j=0 n=1

The number of particles representing p(ng”mk = i, 2Zy) is equal to the sum of the
particles representing each mode transition. In order to reduce the computational
complexity, the weights of the above particles are sorted and the N; highest weights
with their corresponding particles are selected. The sorted weights are then normal-

ized and resampled to obtain X,(f’n). The mode conditioned probability can then be

approximated as in Equation (4.25). Note that the particles X,(;’") are resampled to
avoid sample degeneracy [15]. The marginal mode conditioned posterior PDF of the

(th target p(xy ¢|Zy) is obtained by selecting particles corresponding to that particular

target i.e.,
ploxiglmi = 1,24 = )™ 6kl —xi7") -
n=1

The mode probabilities are computed using Equation (4.20) by substituting A;Z for

A;;. The mode probability corresponding to no targets being present is obtained by
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subtracting the sum of the probabilities of other modes from 1, i.e.,

M
Pk,():l_zpk,i-
=2

Finally, the particles corresponding to all the modes that include the ¢th target are
combined and weighted accordingly, based on the mode probability. Specifically,

P(Xke|Zy) ~ ZZCZPMXk Xk}ﬂ — x,(cg )) : (4.28)

=2 n=1

As mentioned above, during the mixing process, the number of particles representing
p(Xke|Zy) is equal to the sum of the particles representing each mode. The weights
of the above particles are sorted and the N, highest weights with their corresponding
particles are selected. The sorted weights are then normalized and resampled to get
w,(:e) which will be used in approximating p(xy¢|Zx) as in Equation (4.23). The target
existence probability of the /th target is obtained by summing up the relevant mode

probabilities as

€kg‘Zk ZCKP’CZ . (429)

The PF implementation steps of the MM-MT-TBDF algorithm are summarized in

Algorithm 2.
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Algorithm 2 Algorithmic Steps of MM-MT-TBDF-PF

Initialize the particle distribution of p(xg]|m0 = 1,Zo) and mode probability P ;
fori=2,...,M

for k=1to K do

Step 1: Predict the particle distribution for pj,i(xg] |Zx_1), conditioned on mode
J at time step k — 1 and mode ¢ at time step k for j=1,...M and i=2,..., M

e Particles for new targets entering the FOV:
x,(:T)Lb ~ q(x,(j;’g’n)), n=1 ..., Ny, Ny > N;,; , (L =1,...%
Compute the likelihood function L(Zk]x,(:%b)
Pick N;; highest likelihood particles and set them to XI(C{’Z’")

e  Particles for targets remaining in the FOV:

X~ p<x;{;7">yygg{£> n=1,...,Nj(=1,...%,

e Concatenate the new particles to get X,ﬁ ji,n)

Step 2: Compute the joint likelihood function, conditioned on modes j and ¢,
using Equation (4.15)

Step 3: Compute the weights {QNS;] PN s in Equation (4.24) as a function of
the proposal density function

Step 4: Compute the cumulative weights A;Z using Equation (4.25)

Step 5: Normalize the weights {(b,(jm)}iv;i

Step 6: Compute the mixing probabilities Pr(my_; = j|lmy = i,Z) using
Equation (4.26)

Step 7: Update the mode conditioned posterior PDF, p(xg]]mk =i, Zy), using
Equation (4.27)

Step 8: Pick N; highest weights and normalize the weights to get {X;"’”)}ﬁ;l

Step 9: Resample the normalized weights to get x,(f’")

Step 10: Marginalize the posterior PDF to get x,Ei’e"), (=1,...,.%
Step 11: Compute the posterior mode probabilities P ; using Equation (4.20)

Step 12: Compute the individual target state posterior PDF p(xy ¢|Zy), using
Equation (4.28)

Step 13: Pick N, highest weights and normalize the weights to get {w,(fz) nNil

Step 14: Resample the normalized weights to get xg?e), (=1,...,.%¢

Step 15: Compute the target existence probability using Equation (4.29)
end for
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4.5 Simulations

In all our simulations involving multiple targets, the optimal sub-pattern assign-
ment (OSPA) metric [105] is used to compare the tracking performances of various
methods. We have used the OSPA metric over the standard root mean-squared er-
ror (RMSE) metric to properly quantify the overall algorithm performance in terms
of target cardinality error and localization error. The cardinality error quantifies the
number of times the algorithm missed detecting an existing target or falsely detecting
a non-existent target. The localization error quantifies how well the tracker follows

the true target location.
4.5.1 'Tracking Three Targets Using Image Measurements

In this section, we demonstrate the performance of the proposed MM-MT-TBDF
algorithm for a 2-D image measurement to track three targets using the same set
of measurement parameters used by the authors in [67]. The measurement is gen-
erated using a constant velocity target motion model and additive Gaussian process
noise. The covariance matrix Q for the noise v for a discrete-time equivalent of a

continuous-time model of constant velocity target motion [93] is given by

I 6_11A3T3 CI1A2T2 0 0 0 |
@ AT QAT 0 0 0
Q= 0 0 qlAgT3 Q1A2T2 0 (4.30)
0 0 qlAsz QAT 0
0 0 0 0 AT

where ¢; and ¢y are the process noise parameters for the target motion and intensity
respectively and AT =1 s. The process noise parameters were selected as ¢; =0.0001,

g2 =0.01 and the measurement noise variance was r=1. The measurement frames
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were generated at different SNR conditions: 19.8, 16.3, 13.8 and 10.2 dB with the
corresponding intensity value of Iy, =30, 20, 15, 10, respectively for all /. Twenty
five frames of measurements were generated with the following parameters, A, =1,
Ay =1, N, =20, N, =20, blurring parameter ¥ =0.7. The measurements are gener-
ated such that the first target appeared in the first frame and left in the 21st frame.
The second and third targets appeared in the 5th and 11th frames, respectively, and
stayed in the FOV during the remainder of the measurement frames. The initial
kinematic state vectors were [14.2 -0.1 7.2 0.1], [6.2 0.0 4.0 0.1] and [0.0 0.1 10.2 0.12]
for Targets 1, Target 2, and Target 3, respectively. Figures 4.3(a) and 4.3(b) show
the measurements from frame 15 at 19.8 dB and 10.2 dB peak SNR, respectively.
Note that the targets are barely visible at 10.2 dB peak SNR. The parameters used
in the generation of new target particles are vyax = —1 and vin =1, Iyin = loe — 9,
Iwax =Io ¢ + 5. The probabilities in Equation (4.4) are Pg=0.01 and Pp=0.02. The
number of neighborhood pixels used for the calculation of the likelihood function in
Equation (4.14) is set 3. The number of the particles in this simulation is set to
10,000 for all layers of particles filters, that is N;;, N; and N, for all ¢, j and £. The
number of particles for new targets, IV, is also set at 10,000.

Figure 4.4(a) shows the corresponding probability of target existence for all three
targets indicating the latency involved in detecting the target mode transitions. In
general, for all targets, as the SNR decreases, the detection latency increases. Figure
4.4(b) shows the OSPA tracking error with the OSPA parameter set to ¢=40 and
p=2 at 19.8 dB, 16.3 dB, 13.8 dB and 10.2 dB peak SNR. The cardinality and
the localization error is very small at 19.8 dB and 16.3 dB. Note that when the
cardinality error is very small, it is shown that the algorithm correctly tracks the
number of existing targets without any false detection. The cardinality error at 13.8

dB SNR is slightly high indicating that there is a one frame delay in detecting when
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Figure 4.3: Measurement Frames: (a) Time Step 15, 19.8 dB Peak SNR. (b) Time
Step 15, 10.2 dB Peak SNR

Target 2 enters the FOV around the 5th frame. Similarly at 10.2 dB SNR, there was a
two-frame delay in detecting when the third target entered the FOV around the 11th
frame. This latency trend is also evident from the probability of target detection in
Figure 4.4(a). Despite the delay in detecting a target, the localization error at lower
SNR is still good, confirming the excellent performance of our proposed algorithm

under lower SNR measurement conditions.
4.5.2 'Tracking Three Targets Using Radar Measurements

For the radar simulations, we used the OSPA parameters p=2 and ¢=16. The
value of the cut-off parameter ¢ =16 provides a good balance between the localization
and the cardinality error. Moreover, the FOV in our simulations is in the same
order of magnitude as the cut-off parameter. In this measurement model, we assume
constant velocity and Gaussian noise models with the covariance matrix of the state
transition matrix defined in Equation (4.30). The process noise variance parameters
are ¢ = 0.01 and ¢ =0.001. The tracking FOV is [0 16.97] m in both the x and

y direction. Measurements from two sensors located at (0, 0) and (0, 16.97) m are
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Figure 4.4: Tmage Measurement Case: (a) Target Existence Probability (Red Circles,
Blue Stars and Black Triangles Indicate the Frames at which Target 1, Target 2
and Target 3 Truly Exist, respectively); and (b) Tracking Error at Different SNR
Conditions, OSPA(40,2).

used in our simulations. A single measurement frame consists of (48 x 48 x 48) bins
resulting in the following measurement bin resolutions, range A, =0.509 m, range-
rate A, =0.0766 m/s, and azimuthal angle Ay =0.0334 radians. The corresponding
measurement ranges are: range [0 24) m, range-rate [-1.8 1.8) m/s and azimuthal
angel [0 7/2) radians for sensor 1 and (—m/2 0] radians for sensor 2. The spread
factors used in the measurement models are: o,.=1.1 m , 0; =0.35 m/s, 0y =0.06
radians. The measurement noise variance vy is set to 1. Therefore, the peak SNR

corresponding to the fth target is calculated as

(A A A I )

((2m)3/%0,0:00)?vy

SNRpear = (4.31)

The expected target component velocity range is set to [-1 1] m/s, and the expected
peak SNR range is set to [-3 6] dB. We used low SNR conditions for all our simulations
to demonstrate that the proposed algorithm can work under difficult environmental

conditions. It is important to note that the proposed algorithm can also be used
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Table 4.2: True Target Combination at Different Time Steps

Time Step, k 1-4 | 5-12 | 13-20 | 21-25 | 26-33 | 34-41 | 41-46
Target Combination None 1 1,2 1,2,3 2,3 3 None
Mode, ¢ 1 2 5 8 7 4 1

at higher SNR conditions. The measurements were generated with the intensity
corresponding to 3 dB peak SNR, and the instantaneous peak SNR is sometimes lower
than the pre-determined peak SNR due to the discretization of the measurement into
grids. The probabilities of a target entering (Pp) and leaving (Pp) the FOV are
both 0.02. In our first simulation, the measurements were generated at 0 dB peak
SNR such that the first target enters and leaves the FOV at frame 5 and frame 25,
respectively; the second target enters at frame 13 and leaves during frame 33; and the
third target enters during frame 21 and leaves during frame 41. Table 4.2 shows the
true target combinations at different time steps along with the corresponding mode
number. The initial positions and velocities for each of the targets are (4.2, 1.2) m
and (0.35, 0.70) m/s, (16.2, 2.2) m and (-0.70, 0.15) m/s, and (1.2, 16.2) m and (0.65,
-0.45) m/s, respectively. The number of the particles in this simulation is set to 500
for all layers of particles filters, N;;, N; and N, for all 4, j and ¢. Unless otherwise
mentioned, for new targets, the number of initial particles, N, is always set at 10
times the actual number of particles used in that mode, i.e. N,;, = 10N;;. Note that
the number of new target particles is eventually reduced to N;; after picking only NV ;
particles from a larger set. Figure 4.5 shows the estimated averaged mode probability
over 30 Monte Carlo simulations corresponding to all possible modes in Table 4.2. It
is obvious from the plots that the proposed algorithm closely follows the true mode

transition. Figure 4.6(a) shows the true and estimated target trajectories for all three
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Figure 4.5: Mode Probability for Three Targets at 3 dB Peak SNR.

targets in all Monte Carlo simulations. Initially the estimated target location deviates
from the true location, however, the estimated target location converged to the true
location as more measurements were received. Figure 4.6(b) shows the corresponding
OSPA averaged over 30 Monte Carlo simulations. The cardinality error dominates
the OSPA during the true mode transitions at frames 13, 21, 26, 33 that correspond
to the target events: appearance of Target 2, appearance of Target 3, disappearance
of Target 1 and disappearance of Target 3, respectively. The localization error is in

general very small, around 0.3 m.
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Figure 4.6: Radar Measurement Tracking of Three Targets at 3 dB Peak SNR: (a)
True and Estimated Target Trajectories (Solid Lines Represent the True Target Tra-
jectory and Red Circles, Blue Stars and Black Triangles Represent the Estimated

Trajectory of Target 1, Target 2 and Target 3 respectively; and (b) Tracking Error,
OSPA(16,2).
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Chapter 5

EFFICIENT IMPLEMENTATION OF MULTIPLE TARGET
TRACK-BEFORE-DETECT FILTERING

5.1 Computational Issues of the Multiple Mode Multiple Target

Track-before-detect Filter

In Chapter 4, we proposed the multiple mode multiple target track-before-detect
filter (MM-MT-TBDF), and we discussed its particle filter (PF) implementation
(MM-MT-TBDF-PF). The proposed algorithm suffers from the curse of dimension-
ality when the maximum number of targets increases. In this chapter, we propose a
partitioning based method to mitigate the curse of dimensionality problem thereby
improving the tracking performance for a given number of particles. This method par-
titions the multi-target space into a single target space to generate proposal particles
and then uses the measurement to select only highly likelihood particles from a set
of particles generated from the single target space partition. The proposal particles
generated this way result in greatly improving the tracking performance. The Markov
chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) step using the Metropolis-Hastings method [17] is also
integrated into the proposal particle generation step to reduce sample impoverish-
ment. The number of target combinations can grow exponentially as the maximum
number of targets increases. To mitigate the effects of curse of dimensionality, we
propose a heuristical decision-directed based approach to keep the computational

complexity of the algorithm as a linear function of the maximum number of targets.
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5.2 Proposal Function Using PF Partition Method

The performance of the PF based algorithm can suffer if the same number of
particles is assigned for all possible modes in the MM-MT-TBDF-PF. For example, a
mode with three targets uses the same number of particles as a mode with only one
target even though the number of parameters to be estimated in the first case is three
times higher than the latter case. Assigning the same number of particles to all the
modes can become a problem when the dimensionality of the multi-target state vector
increases. This problem can be avoided by assigning different number of particles to
different modes. However, the total number of particles can grow significantly as
the number of targets that are assumed present in a mode increases. Moreover, the
amount of computations necessary to run different PFs for all the modes increases
drastically since the combinatorial complexity increases exponentially as a function
of the total number of targets. In this chapter, we propose a method that is based
on state space partitioning to reduce the number of particles in order to reduce the
overall computational complexity. Since the number of modes can grow exponentially
as a function of the maximum number of targets, even a small decrease in the number
of particles can have an overall impact on the computational performance.

In [106], a method was proposed to estimate the joint multi-target probability
density function (PDF) to track an unknown number of targets; the method intro-
duced different proposal functions by partitioning the single target state space and
illustrated that a fewer number of particles (orders of magnitude smaller) were re-
quired. The computational complexity was reduced by incorporating information
from measurements into the proposal function. Our proposed MM-MT-TBDF parti-
tioning (MM-MT-TBDF-IP) also uses measurement information during the particle

generation step for the posterior PDF conditioned on mode i at time &£ and mode j
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at time k — 1. We use the simplified form of the sequential partitioning algorithm by
exploiting the fact that the number of assumed targets in a mode is known. In most
cases, the number of partitions needed is then equal to the number of targets. In
[106], three different partitioning methods were proposed: independent, coupled and
adaptive partitioning. Our proposed algorithm can incorporate all three methods.
Without loss of generality, in what follows, we only describe the independent parti-
tioning (IP) method. The coupled and adaptive partitioning methods can be used if
the targets are moving close to each other.

The sequential partitioning algorithm [106, 107] has five major steps: partition
sampling, partition weight computation, resampling of partition weights, particle
weights computation and resampling of particles. In Chapter 4, Section 4.4.1, the
predicted density function conditioned on the current and previous mode p; ;(x}|Zy—1)
was approximated using the particles for targets entering the field of view (FOV) and
remaining in the FOV. Using the IP method, the likelihood function corresponding to
the predicted particles for each target in a mode is computed. The likelihood function
for each target is termed the partition weights oc,(j; f’n) in [106], and ¢, j are the mode
numbers at time steps k and (k — 1), respectively and n is the corresponding particle
number of the partition weight. The partition weights are normalized and resampled
to generate a new set of predicted particles. The new particles closely approximate
the true underlying density function since the density also incorporates the measure-
ment information. If we assume that the targets are moving independently, the joint

proposal function can be written as

Z

a(x My ze) = [ a3y, Z) (5.1)
/=1

where .Z; is the number of targets in mode 7. Since the proposal function is now

also a function of the measurement likelihood, the proposal density function for each
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target that will be used in Equation (4.24) can be written as [107]

(:4,n) (x (JMO)

ap;q(x , target entering FOV

],l n

‘J(Xk 3 )|yk]7line)> Zy) =

(4,i,m) i,m) )

o p( 9ok n)|yk {¢); target remaining in FOV

where p( 7 ") |yk ! e) is the posterior PDF conditioned on modes at time steps k£ and
(k—1) and it is represented by a PF in Equation (4.21), whose weights are obtained

using Equation (4.24), y,(; "1) , is the (th target’s state vector corresponding to mode j

at time step (k — 1) that is transformed to mode i using Equation (4.16) and fc,(; ) Vs
the particle corresponding to the ¢th target’s partition for the corresponding modes
i and j at time steps k and (k — 1), respectively. The implementation steps of the
IP method that replace Step 1 and Step 3 of Algorithm 2, respectively, are shown in

Algorithm 3.
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Algorithm 3 PF Proposal Steps Using Independent Partitioning Method

Step 1: Predict the particle distribution for pjﬂ-(xg} |Zx_1), conditioned on mode j

at time £ — 1 and mode ¢ at time k for y=0,1,... M — 1 and i=1,..., M — 1.

e Particles for new targets entering the FOV:

)A(](gj,;z;)n) ~ q( ](gjgm))’ n = 1, cee ann Nnb > Nj“

(=1,....%

Particles for targets remaining in the FOV:

il(g,ei,n) p(xkjgzn)| zn) ) n=1,...,Nj; (=1,....%

Compute partition weights:

Particles for new targets entering the FOV: oz,(jf’”) x p(Zk|xk]’;;)" )

Pick only N;; highest likelihood particles and set them to x(] in)

Particles for targets remaining in the FOV: dgf’n) o< p(Zi|xp,")

e Normalize partition weights:
. ~(3,4,m)
d(]:%n) _ Xkl
k,l T Ny~ Gain)
n=1 %1

(7:i,n) (J in)

Resample the normalized particles to obtain x;,"" and oy

Concatenate the new particles from all partitions to obtain xé"i’")

Step 3: Compute the particle weights using the proposal function in Equation

(7:,n)

~(jin L(ZkX' yMp—1 = J, My, =1

HZ 1 (]Z")
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5.3 MM-MT-TBDF-IP with Markov Chain Monte Carlo

Sample impoverishment is a common problem with particle filters, especially when
the process model noise variance is small [16]. This is the result of lack of sample
diversity during the generation of predicted particles. There exist many methods to
mitigate the problem of sample impoverishment [17], [16]. We used the Markov Chain
Monte Carlo (MCMC) approach to increase sample diversity without affecting the es-
timated posterior density function. Specifically, we used the Metropolis-Hastings [17]
algorithm to perform the resample-move operation (MM-MT-TBDF-IP-MCMC). As
shown in the previous section, the particles approximating the posterior density func-
tion conditioned on the current and previous mode are resampled to obtain Xg ),
The covariance of this distribution can be estimated from the current particle dis-
tribution. In order to improve the sample diversity, a perturbation is added to the
existing particles by adding new samples that are drawn from a Gaussian distribu-
tion with zero mean and the covariance equal to the one estimated from the particle
distribution. The conditional sample move operation is then performed based on the
likelihood ratio of the particles before and after the addition of the perturbation. The
Metropolis-Hastings sample move step is performed only for surviving targets. With
out the Metropolis-Hastings step, the remaining MCMC steps simply constitute the
regularized particle filter [17]. This MCMC step is performed after Step 5 in Algo-
rithm 2 as a new Step 5a. The MCMC steps used in our algorithm are summarized

in Algorithm 4.
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Algorithm 4 Metropolis-Hasting Steps for MM-MT-TBDF-IP-MCMC
Step ba:

e For a target that survives from previous time step, compute the posterior
covariance matrix Sy from the predicted particle distribution x,(jj’n). For a
new target entering the FOV| set the covariance matrix to some pre-defined

value, S; = Sys.
e Obtain samples from the Gaussian random process, € ~ N(0,Sy). Use the
random process € to add a perturbation to the resample particles.

e Add some jitter to the already resampled particles X](j o) = ,ﬁ )4 oS, %€

where h = 0.9397( Nii)l/ 9 the various constants are described in [16, 17].

e Compute the Metropolis-Hastings acceptance probability,

P(Zix ) |y ) }

Z/n/ ln
.]77 ) Js

£ = min {1
p<Xk:€ ‘Yk; 1e)

p(Zk\X
o for n = 1:N;;

Draw a number u ~ U [0 1]

in)

A resampled particle xg’e ()

is moved to a new location x;7," only if u < j8

end
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5.4 Simulations

5.4.1 'Tracking Three Targets Using Radar Measurements

In the first simulation, we analyze the tracking result of the MM-MT-TBDF-
IP-MCMC method for the simulation used in Section 4.5.2. Figure 5.1 shows the
estimated averaged mode probability at different frames over 30 Monte Carlo simu-

lations. The mode probability values are more accurate when compared to the mode

1%
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o
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o
~
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Figure 5.1: Mode Probability for Three Targets at 3 dB Peak SNR (MM-MT-TBDF-
[P-MCMC).

probability obtained using the MM-MT-TBDF-PF method in Figure 4.5. For exam-
ple, the mode probability value when Targets 2 and 3 are present is higher with the
partitioning method, and it takes longer for the other method to detect the presence
of all three targets. Figure 5.2 shows the true and estimated target trajectories for all

three targets in all Monte Carlo simulations. The variance of the target position es-

timate is much smaller when compared to the MM-MT-TBDF-PF method in Figure
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4.6(a). The faster convergence rate of the target position estimate with the partition-
ing method is evident from the target position estimate in the vicinity of its initial

position. Figure 5.3 shows the corresponding OSPA averaged over 30 Monte Carlo

Target position estimate

16 MyJarget 3 Start ‘
14} 4
12
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y co—ordinate

Target 2
Start ‘

Target 1 Start

0 | | | 1 | 1 |
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
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Figure 5.2: True and Estimated Target Trajectories for Three Targets at 3 dB Peak
SNR.

simulations with 500 particles. The cardinality error dominates the OSPA when the
first target appears at frame 5, second target appears at frame 13 and also when the
third target appears at frame 21, implying that once in a while, there is a one frame
latency in detecting a new target that enters the FOV. The OSPA also shows that
the algorithm is able to quickly detect a target leaving the FOV since the OSPA value
is low at frames 25, 33 and 41. The localization error is around 0.1 m. The figure
also shows the OSPA with different number of particles along with the one from the

MM-MT-TBDF-PF method. For the same number of particles, the localization error
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using the partition method is three times smaller than the other method. In other
words, the MM-MT-TBDF-IP-MCMC method needs a smaller number of particles to
achieve similar tracking performance as the MM-MT-TBDF-PF method. This is evi-
dent with the OSPA for 100 and 50 particles in Figure 5.3 where the tracking error is
in the same order as for the MM-MT-TBDF-PF method. This result agrees with the
findings in [106] that the regular PF method needs an order of magnitude higher num-
ber of particles than the IP method to achieve similar tracking error. The averaged
OSPA with the IP method is higher at a lower process model variance. Therefore,
partitioning the target state space helps us to achieve better tracking performance

while reducing the required number of particles.

OSPA,c=16,p=2

OSPA(16,2)

—f— MM-MT-TBDF-IP-MCMC(500)

MM-MT-TBDF-PF(500)
—#— MM-MT-TBDF-IP-MCMC(100)

S —8— MM-MT-TBDF-IP-MCMC(50)

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
k

Figure 5.3: OSPA(40,2) for Three Targets at 3 dB Peak SNR.
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5.4.2 Comparison of Different PF Schemes

In our second simulation, we have compared the performances of the MM-MT-
TBDF-PF, MM-MT-TBDF-IP and MM-MT-TBDF-IP-MCMC methods at various
process model noise variance ¢; in Equation (4.30). As before, three targets were
considered in the same simulation set up; 500 particles were used for all three methods,
and 30 Monte Carlo simulations were run to obtain the averaged OSPA for each
variance. The averaged OSPA was again averaged across time to obtain a single
OSPA value for a given ¢;. Figure 5.4 compares the averaged OSPA for different
values of ¢;. The averaged OSPA for the MM-MT-TBDF-PF method is much higher
than for the other two methods. The error introduced by the sample impoverishment
is improved using the MCMC steps. In general, the OSPA with the MCMC step
is the lowest among the three proposed methods at every process model variance
value. As expected, the tracking error for all methods increases drastically when the
process model variance is increased. This shows that the performance of the MM-
MT-TBDF is in general limited by the process model variance. Thus, for the rest of
the simulations, we use the MM-MT-TBDF-IP with the MCMC step.

5.4.3 Effects of Intensity Modeling Error Variance

In our TBDF application, the target intensity, which is a measure of target radar
cross section (RCS), is estimated as one of the parameters of the state vector. In
the state model, we assumed that the target intensity follows a random walk model.
The uncertainty in the target RCS can be included by increasing the variance of the
modeling error. In this simulation, we compare the performance for different values of
the variance parameter ¢o in Equation (4.30) at 3 dB peak SNR. Figure 5.5(a) shows

the instantaneous peak SNR corresponding to the first target at all time steps from
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Figure 5.4: OSPA Vs Process Model Variance.

one Monte Carlo simulation. The instantaneous peak SNR at lower values varies by
only a small amount from the average peak SNR whereas for higher g5 values the
instantaneous value deviates by a large amount. Figure 5.5(b) shows the tracking
error for go =0.001,0.01,0.1, 1 with the initial target kinematic parameters set to be
the same as in Figure 5.2. As expected, the tracking error increases as the variance
increases. The tracking error at higher variances is dominated by the cardinality
error, implying that the probability of first establishing a target trajectory is lower
at higher variances. In realistic scenarios, more sophisticated statistical models such
as the fluctuating target amplitude model [55] can be incorporated into our method

by modifying the measurement model and the likelihood function.
5.4.4 Effects of Spreading Factors

In actual radar systems, the spreading factor along the range direction (o) could

be a function of the cross-correlation properties of the transmitted baseband signal
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Figure 5.5: Effects of Intensity Modeling Error Variance: (a) Instantaneous Peak
SNR for Target 1; and (b) OSPA Versus Time for Various Values of ¢s.

whereas the spreading factor in the range-rate direction (o) could be related to the
number of pulses used for coherent processing [45]. The spreading factor in the az-
imuthal direction (oy) is controlled by the antenna beamwidth [47]. In this simulation,
we evaluate the performance of our algorithm for different values of spreading factors
in order to investigate the degree of difficulty in tracking a low observable targets
by radars with different system parameters. We compare the tracking performance
under four different cases (i) o, =0.509 m, 0,=0.077 m/s, and oy =0.033 rad, (ii)
0,=0.636 m, 0.,=0.096 m/s, and oy =0.041 rad, (iii) 0, =0.764 m, 0, =0.116 m/s,
and oy =0.049 rad, (iv) 0,=0.891 m, 0, =0.135 m/s, and 0y =0.058 rad. The “one
sigma” measure for all four cases corresponds to 1, 1.25, 1.5, 1.75, respectively, times
the bin resolution in each measurement axis. In this section and the following sec-
tions, we refer to these four cases as 1o, 1.250, 1.50, and 1.750, respectively. Figure
5.6(a) and 5.6(b) show the tracking error and the target existence probability respec-

tively, for all four cases at 3 dB peak SNR averaged over 60 Monte Carlo simulations.
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Figure 5.6: Effects of Spreading Factors: (a) OSPA Versus Time for Various Spreading
Factors; and (b) Probability of Target Existence Computed Using Equation (4.29),

Red: Target 1, Blue: Target 2, Black: Target 3.

The tracking error is very small for the 1.75¢0 case and for 1.50 case, the tracking
error is still small except during mode transitions. The increased error at these times
is due to the increased cardinality error. When the spreading factor is at 1.250, it
takes a long time to detect new targets that entered the FOV. This is seen from the
slow rise of the target existence probability. The localization error is reduced as more
measurements are processed. The tracking performance is severely affected for the
lo case. This is due to that fact that as the number of bins occupied by the target
associated measurement is reduced, the discrimination between noise and target is
minimal. Despite the poor multi-target tracking performance, the algorithm is still
able to reasonably detect the presence of all three targets as seen from Figure 5.6(b).
The target existence probability for Target 1 from time steps 25 to 41 is high since,
Targets 2 and/or 3 are not being detected before Target 1 leaves the FOV. Hence,

Targets 2 or 3 are detected as Target 1 after correctly detecting the disappearance of
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the original Target 1. Therefore, the OSPA is dominated by the cardinality error due
to this higher probability of missed targets. The mode probabilities estimated using
Equation (4.19) and averaged over all Monte Carlo runs are shown in Figure 5.7 for
the test cases (i) and (iii). The figure shows the probabilities corresponding to all
possible modes in Table 4.2. The proposed algorithm closely follows the true mode

transition and the mode probabilities decrease as the spreading factor is decreased.
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Figure 5.7: Mode Probability Computed Using Equation (4.19) For Three Targets
Case, Solid: o, = 0.509,0; = 0.077,09 = 0.033 (1lo), Dashed: o, = 0.764,0, =

0.116, 09 = 0.049 (1.50).

5.4.5 Peak SNR Analysis

Figure 5.8 compares the averaged OSPA (c=16, p=2, averaged across all time
steps from 30 Monte Carlo runs) for varying peak SNRs at four spreading factor cases.

When the spreading factors are at 1.750 and 1.50, the error is also reasonable at lower
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SNR values. The tracking performance at 1.250 degrades for SNR less than 3 dB and
for 1o case, the algorithm provides useful results only when the SNR is above 5 dB.
As we increase the SNR, the tracking error for all four cases converges to a lower
value. Since the tracking performance is sensitive to the spreading factors, one can
employ SNR dependent waveform agile signal processing to dynamically adjust the
transmitted waveform parameters to provide a trade-off between tracking error and

range/range-rate resolution [103], [104].
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Figure 5.8: Averaged OSPA Vs. Peak SNRs.

5.4.6 Closely Moving Targets Tracking Analysis

The tracking accuracy for three closely-moving targets is demonstrated next to
investigate the ability to resolve closely-moving targets. Two cases are considered: (i)
targets moving in the opposite direction and (ii) targets moving closely in the same
direction. In the first case, we investigate the ability to continually track targets that
come close to each other and proceed in the opposite direction. In the latter case, we
consider the case of resolving two closely-moving targets. The initial target states in

the first case are set to (2.2, 0.2) m and (0.3, 0.50) m/s, (12.2, 13.2) m and (-0.40,
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Figure 5.9: Closely-Moving Targets Case: (a) Trajectory of Targets Moving in Op-

posite Direction; and (b) Trajectory of Targets Moving in Same Direction.

-0.45) m/s, and (9.2, 16.2) m and (-0.30, -0.70) m/s for Target 1, Target 2, and Target
3, respectively, and the targets enter and leave the FOV at time steps 5, 13, 21 and
25, 33, 41, respectively. In the second case, the initial kinematic states for Targets
1-3 are (3.4, 3.4) m and (0.4, 0.4) m/s, (1.9, 1.9) m and (0.475, 0.475) m/s, and (0.4,
0.4) m and (0.55, 0.55) m/s, respectively and the targets enter and leave the FOV at
time steps 4, 7, 10 and 33, 36, 39, respectively. Figure 5.10(a) shows the Euclidean
distance between target pairs for both test cases. Targets are within 1 m of each
other at time step 25 and 32 for case (i) and (ii), respectively. In the second case, the
Euclidean distance between targets in range-rate is around 0.1-0.2 m/s (=~ 1.5-3 times
the bin resolution) and the Euclidean distance between targets in the look direction
is around 0.01 degrees (less than one bin resolution). Figure 5.9(a) and Figure 5.9(b)
show the target trajectories for both test cases. Figure 5.10(b) shows the tracking
error averaged over 60 Monte Carlo runs at 3 dB peak SNR with the spreading factor
set to 1.50. The cardinality error is generally high around mode transitions than the

well separated targets case. The tracking error for case (ii) is high from time steps
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Figure 5.10: Closely-Moving Targets Case: (a) Euclidean Distance Between 3 Closely-
Moving Targets (Crosses Represent Targets Moving in Opposite Directions); and (b)
Tracking Error, OSPA(16, 2).

33-39 since the targets come close to each other before one of them leaves from the
FOV and the algorithm continues to track the non-existent target. This is because
the predicted measurement likelihood corresponding to this target is high due to the
presence of other targets in the neighbourhood of the predicted target state. For a
target that leaves the FOV with similar kinematic state estimates as another existing
target, the predicted state vector obtained using the state transition matrix is also
estimated in the vicinity of the already existing target. Hence, it takes longer to

detect the disappearance of closely-moving targets.
5.4.7 Six Targets Tracking Analysis

The algorithm performance for . =5 to track six closely-spaced targets at 3 dB
peak SNR with the spreading factor set at 1.50 is demonstrated in Figures 5.11
and 5.12. The initial positions and velocities for Targets 1-6 are (2.2, 2.2) m and
(0.32, 0.32) m/s, (2.2, 0.2) m and (0.33,0.32) m/s, and (13.2, 15.2) m and (-0.14,
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-0.32) m/s, and (13.2, 16.2) m and (-0.16, -0.34) m/s, and (10.1, 2.1) m and (-0.09,
0.09) m/s, and (11.1, 1.2) m and (-0.29, 0.14) m/s, respectively. Targets 1-6 enter
and leave the FOV at time steps 5 and 45, 11 and 51, 17 and 57, 23 and 63, and

29 and 69, and 50 and 65, respectively. The initial target states are selected such
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Figure 5.11: Particle Distribution for Tracking Six Targets Case with . =5 Targets.

that there are two sets of closely-spaced targets with each set of targets moving in
opposite direction and the target pairs {1,3}, {1,4}, {2,3}, {3,5}, {4,5} and {4,6}
cross each other at time steps 30, 34, 36, 50, 56 and 61, respectively. Figure 5.11
shows the higher likelihood particles corresponding to the marginal distribution of
each detected target. The starting and ending position of targets are indicated by

cross and star shaped markers, respectively. Target 6 entered the FOV after the first
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target has disappeared, and it is detected and tracked with a track identity as Target
1. This is indicated by the red color particles for Target 1 and Target 6. Figure 5.12
shows the estimated target trajectories and the algorithm is able to track the targets
closely with the exception of Target 4 for which there is a latency in detecting that

target.
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Figure 5.12: True and Estimated Trajectories for Tracking Six Targets Case with
£ =5 Targets.
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5.4.8 Performance Comparison Between PHDF-TBDEF' and
MM-MT-TBDF-IP-MCMC

In this section, we show the performance of the partitioning method for the 2-D
image measurement discussed in Section 4.5.1 to track three targets using the same set
of measurement parameters used by the authors in [67] and in Section 4.5.1. In [67],
the performance of PHDF-TBDF was compared using a single sensor and multiple
sensors and it was showed that the PHDF-TBDF needs measurements from at least
5 sensors for better tracking performance. In our simulation, we showed that we
can obtain better results even with a single sensor measurement with our proposed
algorithm. Figure 5.13 shows the tracking error (OSPA) with ¢ = 40 and p = 2 at
19.8 dB, 16.3 dB, 13.8 dB peak SNR after averaging the OSPA from 100 Monte Carlo

simulations (same number of Monte Carlo simulations used in [67]).
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Figure 5.13: Image Measurement Case: (a) OSPA at Different Peak SNR (19.8 dB,

16.3 dB, 13.8 dB); and (b) OSPA at 10.2 dB Peak SNR.

The tracking error is small at 19.8 dB and 16.3 dB even when using a smaller
number of particles. The cardinality error is very small, indicating that the algorithm

correctly tracks the number of existing targets without any false detection. The
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cardinality error at 13.8 dB SNR is slightly high especially around the time when a
new target entered the FOV at frames 1, 5 and 11 and when the third target leaves
the FOV at frame 21. The localization error from frame 12 to 16 using 250 particles
is higher when compared to higher SNR. The localization error decreases when 750
particles are used. Figure 5.13(b) shows the OSPA at 10.2 dB SNR. The tracking
error in this case is much higher than the other SNR conditions. It takes more time
for the algorithm to detect a target that enters the FOV and a disappearing target.
Figure 5.14 shows the corresponding probability of target existence for all three targets
indicating the latency involved in detecting the target mode transitions. When the
OSPA using our proposed algorithm is compared against the results showed in [67],
our algorithm vastly out performs the PHDF-TBDF algorithm using a single sensor.
In fact, even with 5 sensors, the PHDF-TBDF filter does not perform as well as our

algorithm.
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Figure 5.14: Probability of Target Existence.
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5.5 Computational Complexity Analysis

5.5.1 Heuristic Decision-directed Approaches

One of the drawbacks of our proposed method is that the number of modes in-
creases exponentially as a function of the maximum number of targets. The IP step
greatly reduces the required number of particles. However, some of the computa-
tional gains achieved by the IP is offset by the increase in computations required
by the MCMC. We thus demonstrate how to greatly reduce the combinatorial com-
plexity of the proposed algorithm using two decision-directed practices based on the

estimated mode and target existence probabilities.
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Figure 5.15: Computational Analysis: (a) Processing Time Difference Between all
Modes and Mode Probability Selected Modes; and (b) OSPA Difference Between all
Modes and Mode Probability Selected Modes.

For the first practice, if the estimated number of existing targets is less than the
assumed maximum number of targets, then there is no need to propagate particles
corresponding to all the modes. For example, if at time step k, there is only one

target in the FOV, then the computations to propagate the PF to modes that tran-
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sition from three targets present are not necessary. In order to determine which PF
mode propagations are needed, we can compare the mode probability at the pre-
vious time step k—1 to a threshold. Specifically, if the probability corresponding
to mode 5 at time k—1 is very small, then at time k, the PF steps correspond-
ing to p(xgumk,l: Jymyg=1,2Zy) for all i at time k are not computed. Similarly,
if the mode probability for mode i at time k is small, then the PF corresponding
to p(xg]\mk:i, Z;) is not executed at time k. When this practice is followed, the
number of particles needed to approximate the posterior PDF of the fth target in
Equation (4.28) and the mode conditioned joint PDF in Equation (4.27) is much
smaller as the particles corresponding to low probability modes are ignored. For the
second practice, if the target existence probability at time k—1 is very small, then
it is not necessary to propagate the continuing particles. As a result, during the
implementation of the first layer of PFs, we propagate the continuing particles and
corresponding partitions only if the target existence probability estimate at the pre-
vious time step is greater than some threshold. As the number of selected modes is
dependent on the probability threshold, the processing time also varies as a function
of the threshold. In our simulations, we compare the processing time using 0.1%, 1%,
and 10% thresholds. Figure 5.15(a) shows the time required to process one time step
of data in MATLAB using a 2.5 GHz Intel i5 core processor with and without the two
aforementioned practices; the simulation is for tracking . =3 targets at 3 dB peak
SNR using 1,000 particles. The initial target parameters used to generate Figure
5.15(a) is used for this analysis. The peak processing time (PPT) is reached when
all targets are present. Our simulations showed that when all modes are selected, the
PPT is 28 s; 7 s are needed when only the high probability modes are selected. The
PPT increases only slightly when the thresholds are reduced. The number of modes

with significant mode probability is usually higher during mode transitions. Hence,

124



250

=—©— Avg (all modes)
—A— Avg (opt.)
—de— Peak (all modes)
—8— Peak (opt.)

200

150} : - | = = = Avg(opt. linear approx) |

Peak(opt. linear approx)

Processing time , sec

1.5 2 25 3 35 4 4.5 5
Maximum number of targets
Figure 5.16: Average and Peak Processing Time for Different Maximum Number of

Targets.

the processing time is higher around the mode transitions at lower thresholds. Figure
5.15(b) shows the OSPA comparing the different test cases. Although the tracking
error is similar for all test cases, the best tracking performance was obtained with
a 10% threshold. The increased tracking error for the other cases resulted from the
increased cardinality error during mode transitions. This could be due to the noisy
measurements preventing occasional false detections of target existence when a higher
threshold is used. Overall, the computational cost is reduced with no significant loss in
tracking performance when the low probability modes are ignored. Figure 5.16 shows
the average and PPT per time step for different maximum number of targets .Z. As
shown, the average and PPT increase almost linearly instead of exponentially as a
function of the maximum number of targets, when the practices are applied. Using
linear regression, the average and PPT for 1,000 particles with a 10% threshold can
be linearly approximated by (1.803.¢ — 1.447) s and (5.11.Z — 6.765) s, respectively.
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5.5.2 Effects of Particle Filter Size

Figure 5.17 shows the performance improvement that can be achieved by increas-
ing the number of particles (N,;;, NV; and Ny) at 3 dB and -3 dB peak SNR for the
three targets case in Figure 5.17(a). The averaged OSPA reaches a steady state error
for the 3 dB case at 1,000 particles, and for the -3 dB case, it reaches the steady
state error at around 2,500 particles. It requires more number of particles at -3 dB
SNR to achieve a similar tracking error as in the 3 dB case. Figure 5.17(b) shows the
corresponding average and PPT per time step for different number of particles and

the processing time is similar under both SNR conditions.
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Figure 5.17: Effects of Partilce Filter Size for £ = 3 Targets: (a) Tracking Error;

and (b) Average and Peak Processing Time.
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Chapter 6

TRACK-BEFORE-DETECT FILTERING OF MULTIPLE TARGETS IN SEA
CLUTTER

6.1 Target Tracking in Sea Clutter

Target detection and tracking in clutter is a challenging problem, especially when
the reflected signal characteristics from clutter are similar to target associated signals.
In moving target indicator applications, clutter effects can be mitigated using coher-
ent processing by separating the moving target from stationary clutter objects using
simple filtering steps in the frequency domain [45]. However, in sea based radars, the
radial velocity of clutter is usually high due to the presence of moving waves on the
sea surface. The radial velocity of these waves can be significant depending on the
sea state that is influenced by various weather and wind conditions [89]. The spiky
nature of sea clutter further complicates the target detection and tracking problem.
These target like outliers can increase false target detections which in turn affects
the computational complexity of conventional detect-before-track algorithms due to
combinatorial processing. Hence, accurate modeling of the sea clutter random process
is critical for improved tracking performance. The compound Gaussian model [89]
is a well established statistical model to characterize the reflected signal associated
with sea clutter. The tracking problem becomes more complicated when the radar
cross section (RCS) of the target to be tracked is very small. For example, in mar-
itime surveillance applications, it is of critical importance to detect and track a small
enemy boat [108]. It was shown in [109] that the signal-to-clutter ratio (SCR) can be

improved using real sea clutter by performing principal component analysis (PCA)
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on the received data and selecting only the principal components that correspond
to a few of the lowest singular values. The main assumption in this method is that
the clutter level is usually much higher than the target associated signal and that
by selecting only the minor components, the target associated components are sepa-
rated from the clutter. Using this approach, a subspace based sea clutter suppression
method was proposed in [110] that improves the detection performance. Despite using
accurate statistical models and various signal enhancement techniques, conventional
detect-before-track methods still suffer from heavy clutter and low RCS. The tracking
problem becomes even more difficult if there is a need to track multiple low observable
sea targets. The SMC based track-before-detect filter (TBDF) algorithm for tracking
low observable targets can be an attractive alternative as it can be combined with
particle filtering (PF) methods [17].

Estimating the clutter statistics from raw measurement is one way to improve
the detection and tracking of targets in clutter environments. Since the clutter as-
sociated returns evolve over time, the clutter information must be estimated directly
from the measurements [111]. Most of the methods rely on estimating the clutter
statistics from the neighbourhood bins of a range-Doppler bin under consideration.
Three well-known clutter estimation methods relating to a constant false alarm rate
(CFAR) were compared in [112]: cell averaging, cell averaging greatest of, and order
statistics. It was shown that the OS method is more susceptible to the effects of spiky
sea clutter whereas the CA method is the most robust among the three methods. In
[113], the clutter point spatial density in non-homogeneous clutter background was
estimated using maximum likelihood (ML) and approximated Bayesian methods. The
intensity function of this non-homogeneous Poisson point process was approximated
by a Gaussian mixture model and then integrated into the probability hypothesis

density filter (PHDF'). Moreover, the clutter spatial density was estimated over the
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entire field of view (FOV) and the tracker output was used to enhance the estimate
of clutter spatial density. A PF based ML method was used to estimate the clutter
parameters [114, 115]. In [116, 117], any non-homogeneous clutter spatial density was
modeled as a Gaussian mixture. The approximated Bayesian estimate of the inten-
sity function was updated iteratively using the normal-Wishart mixture PHDF. This
clutter intensity function estimate was integrated with joint integrated probabilistic
data association or multiple hypothesis testing algorithms to track multiple targets.
In this method, the clutter spatial density estimation problem was converted into a
clutter generator estimation problem solved using the PHDF. The likelihood func-
tion of the clutter generator was assumed to be Gaussian with unknown mean and
covariance, and the clutter generator PHDF was derived using a mixture of normal-
Wishart probability density function (PDF). A closed form expression for the clutter
generator PHDF was also derived.

A recursive TBDF was proposed in [118] for estimating clutter statistics as a part
of the likelihood evaluation step. Specifically, the clutter level was estimated by av-
eraging over a set of nearby bins not affected by a target. Guard bins around the
target state were used to estimate the clutter variance, and a grid based numerical
evaluation was used to compute the likelihood ratio for Rayleigh distributed clutter.
A multi-scale adaptive single target TBDF method using the beamlet transform was
proposed in [119] for maritime environments. In this method, the longest chained
beamlet path whose length was greater than a threshold was detected as a potential
target. In [120], a Viterbi-like multi scan TBDF algorithm was proposed in complex
Gaussian clutter using space-time processing and the algorithm’s detection perfor-
mance was analyzed.

Very few multiple target TBDF methods in spiky sea clutter environments have

been considered thus far in the literature. In this chapter, we extend our proposed
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multiple mode multiple target TBDF (MM-MT-TBDF) algorithm [76, 81] for complex
Gaussian (low resolution radar) and compound Gaussian (high resolution, low grazing
radar) sea clutter using pulse Doppler radar measurements. The likelihood functions
needed for the TBDF approach can be computed using classical techniques, thereby
exploiting some of the optimal methods that have already been derived through rigor-
ous mathematical steps. For the compound Gaussian model, the texture component
is assumed to follow a known distribution function [121, 122]. In this case, the optimal
generalized likelihood function is not mathematically tractable. Hence, various sub-
optimal but asymptotic detectors have been proposed in the literature [85, 123, 124].
In [110], instead of a known a priori distribution assumption, the texture compo-
nent is assumed to be deterministic. Based on this assumption, we derive an optimal
likelihood function and the ML estimation of the texture component and the speckle
covariance matrix which can be implemented using a fixed point algorithm [83, 84].
We also investigate the relationship between this optimal and the sub-optimal likeli-

hood function in [85].
6.2 Measurement from Pulse Doppler Radar with Clutter

A pulse Doppler radar transmits a series of pulses with a pulse repetition interval
Tpri. To increase the radar range resolution, these pulses are modulated by higher
bandwidth (f,) signals such as frequency modulated chirps [45]. The modulated base-
band signal is further modulated by the carrier frequency f. before emitting from the
transmitting antenna. The transmitted signal is reflected by many scatterers that are
present in the FOV of the radar. The received complex baseband signal after carrier
demodulation is typically sampled at the frequency equal to the bandwidth (f;) of
the baseband modulating signal and these samples are referred as fast time samples.

The Doppler processing is performed through spectral analysis of the samples ob-
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tained by sampling the received signal at the rate of 1/Tpgr;. The samples used for
the spectral analysis are referred as slow time samples. The period during which the
measurements from a set of pulses used for Doppler analysis is referred as dwell.

We consider measurements from a pulse Doppler radar that is operating at a pulse
repetition interval Tpgry and transmitting NNV, pulses per dwell in the presence of fast-
varying clutter. Fach dwell is assumed to transmit the same pulse s[n| = s[n/fs],
n=0,1,... Ny—1 where Ny is the number of samples and f; is the sampling frequency.
The received signal consists of reflections from multiple targets from all the dwell
pulses, in addition to clutter due to multiple undesirable reflections from scatterers.
It is assumed that the number of scatterers and their Doppler frequency remain the
same during the transmission of all N, pulses in the same dwell. Assuming that
measurements are received from a preset direction of arrival (DOA), an (N, x N,)
measurement matrix corresponding to the received signal from all N, pulses at the

kth dwell can be written as
Y, = S(Tk + Ak) + W, (61)

where Wy, is the (N, x N,) uncorrelated measurement noise matrix, and N, = (n, —
¢1+1 is the number of range bins in the validation gate (i.e., the region of measurement
selection for track updates) where (; is the ith range bin in the validation gate. In this
linear model, the overall clutter scatterer contribution at the kth dwell is generalized

by the (N, x N,) reflectivity matrix Ay as

arlC, 0] ar[Ci, 1] ... axlC, Np — 1]

ar[C2, 0] axlCe, 1] ... ap[Ce, N, — 1]

arlCn,, 0] ax[Cn,, 1] - .. arlCn,, Np — 1]
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where N, = N, + N, — 1, and the matrix elements ax[(;, p|, containing both reflectivity

and Doppler shift are defined as

Qg [pr] = gk [<i7p]ej27TV§ipTPRI . (63>

where &;[(;, p| is the clutter reflectivity, v, is the Doppler shift at range bin ¢;, and
p=20,1,... N, — 1. Similarly, the reflectivity matrix T} for multiple targets can be
written as a sparse matrix with non-zero complex reflectivity value in those range bins
where a point target is present at the kth dwell. The range bin number corresponding
to the range of the (th target at the kth dwell is represented as (i, where we also
include the dwell index k to indicate that the range bin corresponding to the /th
target varies with time. The range of the ¢th target and the corresponding range bin

(ke are related as [45, 47|

(ke = round (@fs) (6.4)

where c is the velocity of propagation, and rj, is the range of the ¢th target. The
target reflectivity and the Doppler shift for the (th target is represented as I;, and
Vi, respectively, where we assume that the target reflectivity is constant across all
N, pulses. As in Equation (7.2), the range-rate information of a target is absorbed
in the complex reflectivity. The reflected signal from a target is modulated across [V,
pulses by a slowly varying signal with the Doppler frequency v . Under narrowband

conditions, the Doppler frequency and the target range-rate 74, are related as [45, 47],

20

Je (6.5)

Vo =

where f. Hz is the carrier frequency. A circulant (N, x N,) signal matrix S is con-
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structed from the transmitted signal s[n] as

—S[Ns—l] 0 ... s[0] 0 .. 0 0-
0 sINg—1] ... s[1] s[0] 0 0
S = (6.6)
0 0 . 0 s[Ng—1] ... s[1] s[0]

Here we assume that the same baseband signal s[n] is used to transmit at all dwell
instances. The measurements at the kth dwell are vectorized to form the (N, IV, x 1)

vector
zr = vec(Yy)

where vec(Y}) forms the (N,N, x 1) vector formed by concatenating the columns of
Y and Zy ={z1, 22, ..., 2} represents all the measurements up to dwell k.

In order to consider the contribution of the ¢th target present in the range bin
Ck,¢, the measurement vector extracted from the (j th row vector of Y in Equation

(6.1) can be written as

P
2k[Grel = bjeslveg] + cilGrd (6.7)
=1

where c[Cx (] is the clutter measurement vector corresponding to the ¢ th row of
matrix SA; in Equation (6.1). In order to jointly detect the existence of closely
spaced multiple targets, the reflectivity contribution from all targets to the range
bin (i, should be considered. Here we assume that .7, targets are present in the
preset DOA. The summation term in the model in Equation (6.7) represents the
signal level contribution to the range bin (;, from all targets that are present in the

neighbouring range bins, and it is the vector corresponding to the (j sth row of matrix
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ST}, in Equation (6.1). The scale factor b;, is the reflectivity contribution of the jth
target to the range bin (j ¢, j =1,....Z;. The reflectivity contribution b;, from the jth
target is a function of its reflectivity I, ;, and it depends on the correlation properties
of the signal s[n]. Specifically, the contribution from the fth target to the range bin
Cre is by = Ir ¢, and if the jth target is far away from the fth target, then b, = 0.

The Doppler frequency corresponding to all targets are denoted as v, ; and

S[Vk j] — [1 e—j27ruk,jTPR1 o e_jQWVk,j(Np—l)TpRI]T_

Equation (6.7) can be written in matrix form as

24[Cre] = Sebe + cri[Cral, (6.8)

where Sy is the (N, x %) matrix

S, = [s[yk,l] s[uhﬁ]}

and the (.Z; x 1) vector by is given by

T
b, = |})1¢ bﬂ7g:| .
6.3 Compound Gaussian Clutter Model

6.3.1 Factors Affecting Statistical Sea Clutter Modeling

Different statistical models for clutter have been considered based on analyzing
data from real-life radar measurements. For example, in a typical data association
based target tracking application, the number of clutters that are being detected
inside the validation gate are usually assumed to be Poisson distributed [20]. The
clutter density is often assumed to be known a priori. If no a priori information is

available regarding the spatial density of the clutter, then it is commonly assumed to
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be uniformly distributed in the FOV. In target detection problems, the clutter model
parameters of a selected probability density function [99], [125-128] are implicitly
estimated from measurements [129] and then used in the generalized likelihood ratio
test (GLRT) [46]. Based on this GLRT, a CFAR detector can be designed [45, 47,
130]. The detector performance is usually very sensitive to the type of statistical
clutter model selected for a particular application and therefore new techniques are
being developed to examine the validity of the chosen model using real-life clutter
measurements [131].

The backscatter signal level in a radar application can vary substantially based
on the grazing angle, thus directly affecting the underlying statistical model for the
received backscatter. For example, the backscatter level from sea clutter at higher
grazing angles is very high when compared to the level at lower grazing angles. The
clutter level difference between high and low grazing angles can vary by many tens
of dB. The backscattering in a low grazing angle radar is influenced by multiple path
reflections around the crests of sea waves. The multiple path reflections together with
the shadowing of wave trough can result in constructive and destructive cancellation
[47]. Different long tailed distributions have been suggested [89, 126-128, 132, 133]
to model this random phenomenon for a low grazing angle radar. Subsequent experi-
mental studies have found real data to be consistent with many of these distributions
[100, 134-138].

Another factor that affects the clutter statistics is the radar resolution. In a
low resolution radar, the cross sectional area corresponding to a single range bin is
high. The backscattered signal is a result of multiple reflections from many physical
objects that are present in this large area. The reflected signal from a large number
of such independent and randomly located scatterers is usually modeled as complex

Gaussian. The corresponding distributions in magnitude and magnitude squared form
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are Rayleigh and exponential distributions, respectively. For low-resolution radars,
complex Gaussian is an appropriate approximations since the combined reflections
from many independent clutters in a low resolution range bin can be approximated
by the complex Gaussian distribution following the central limit theorem [92]. In high
resolution radars, the cross section area of a range bin under illumination is small,
therefore, the backscatter signals will exhibit spiky structures which can no longer
be approximated by complex Gaussian. This behaviour is more prominent in sea
clutters in which reflections from gravity waves and sea swells [89] can give rise to
spiky reflected signals that can be modeled using long tailed distributions. In [139]
many of the long tailed distributions were shown to provide a good fit to real data
from a high resolution radar in the Ka-band and in a sea clutter environment.

In this section, we use the complex Gaussian clutter model for a low resolution
radar and the compound Gaussian sea clutter model for a high resolution, low graz-
ing angle radar. These clutter models are incorporated into our MM-MT-TBDF

algorithm and the tracking performance under different SCR values is analyzed.
6.3.2 Speckle and Texture Sea Clutter Components

Clutter from a high resolution, low grazing angle radar has been characterized
by various long tailed probabilistic models such as compound Gaussian [140], K-
distribution [89, 128, 133], compound K-distribution [141], log-normal [126], Weibull
[127, 142], non central gamma distribution [143], chi-square [130], and generalized
compound [144] distributions. Recently, the Pareto distribution has also been pro-
posed for a high resolution radar with both high [145], [146] and low grazing angles
[147]. In our work, we adopted the compound Gaussian distribution to model sea
clutter, and using some simple and reasonable assumptions, we present a framework

for MM-MT-TBDF in sea clutter.
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In the compound Gaussian model, clutter from sea surface is characterized by
two components, namely speckle and texture. The speckle component is due to
rapidly fluctuating, small scale structures with smaller decorrelation time, and it is
modeled using a complex Gaussian distribution. The speckle component is due to the
presence of multiple scatterers and it decorrelates through the relative motion of the
small structures. Recently, the validity of the complex Gaussian assumption for the
speckle component was corroborated using real radar data from the Ka-band, even
for range resolution in the order of few centimeters [139]. The texture component is
a slowly varying large scale structure that modulates the speckle component. The
texture component has a longer correlation time, and it is associated with the long sea
waves and swell structure. The texture component is usually modeled using either
the gamma distribution [89] or inverse gamma distribution [121]. Using these two
components, clutter at the kth dwell can be modeled using the compound Gaussian

model as

Ck[(i,p] = Tk[gbp]k Uk[Ciap]

where 74[(;,p] > 0 represents the texture component that modulates the speckle
component u|(;, p] corresponding to the pth pulse at range bin ¢;. When the texture
is modeled as a gamma distribution, then the compound Gaussian model is the well

known K-distribution. The clutter from all pulses in the kth dwell is represented as

ck[Cz'] = Tk[CZ,O]uk[CZ,O], \/Tk[g,Np— l]uk[Q,Np— 1]:| .

In general, the texture component within a dwell is also assumed to be randomly
distributed. However, if we choose the dwell duration to be very small, we could
assume that the texture component is the same for all pulses in a dwell [110]. This

is a reasonable assumption due to the slow varying nature of the texture component.
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During this very short dwell duration, the delays corresponding to the scatterers and
their Doppler shifts in the signal model in Equation (6.1) are assumed constant. The

clutter vector can now be written as

crlGl = V7l [uklG, 0] ukl¢, 1] o wlGy N, — 1)) (6.9)

The speckle component is assumed to vary from pulse to pulse since minor perturba-
tions in the same scale sea structures can change the overall effect of multiple path
reflections. The clutter covariance matrix is given by 74[(;]2, where X is the (IV, x N,,)
complex covariance matrix of the speckle component that is assumed to be the same
for all range bins. Since the dwell duration is assumed small, the speckle decorrelation
time is greater than the pulse interval duration and therefore, the speckle covariance

matrix is assumed to be a non-identity matrix.
6.3.3 Doppler Model for Sea Clutter

The sea surface consists of many complex but significant structures. The small
ripples on the sea surface are generated by blowing winds and these transfer the
energy to longer waves. When the wind is blowing at a constant speed, then these
sea waves reach an equilibrium condition [89] and are modulated by sea swells from
neighborhood regions that are stimulated by turbulent weather conditions. Clutter
from local wind driven ripples is usually modeled as Bragg’s scattering [47]. The
radial velocity of these ripple waves is usually low. The radial velocity associated
with the modulating sea swells is usually higher than that of the Bragg’s scattering.
Many empirical studies have shown that the averaged Doppler spectrum of sea clutter
can be modeled by a combination of fast non-Bragg scattering associated with the
sea swells and a slow Bragg’s scattering that is associated with the smaller capillary

waves [138, 148, 149]. The relation between the mean value of the backscatter signal
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and the mean Doppler shift were investigated in [88, 150]. A linear approximation
model that relates the texture component and the Doppler frequency was used in
[87] to model the Doppler spectra. We used this model to generate complex clutter

measurements with Doppler information as follows.

e We randomly generate a Doppler frequency corresponding to Bragg’s scattering
that is assumed to have a Gaussian distribution whose mean jip,444 corresponds
to a lower frequency and its variance O'ngmgg is set to a fixed pre-determined

value.

o We generate the Doppler frequency corresponding to sea swell by randomly sam-
pling from a Gaussian distribution whose mean frequency ,ui“’e” [Gi] = Aswenr +
Bisweui|Gi] is linearly related to the texture component value, where Ag,e and
Bgwen are model parameters. The variance of the Gaussian distribution o2

swell

is selected from another Gaussian distribution with preset mean and variance

87, 88].

e The Doppler frequency corresponding to a dwell in Equation (7.2) is randomly
selected between a Bragg’s scattering frequency or a swell frequency such that
the averaged Doppler spectra over a large number of dwells consists of two main

Doppler components similar to the one fitted from real data in [138, 148, 149].
6.4 Likelihood Function in Complex Gaussian Clutter

In most radars operating in a heavily cluttered environment, the clutter strength
is much higher than that of the measurement noise. Thus, for simplicity, we use the
likelihood function derived assuming that only clutter is present. A similar derivation
can be extended to include noise following the principles mentioned in [125, 151]. The

target presence condition in a range bin can be formulated as a binary hypothesis
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problem. From Equation (6.8), we consider the measurement zj[(; ¢| corresponding
to range bin (i, from all N, pulses in dwell k. Using this measurement, the two

hypothesis are given by

Hy:  zg[Ce] = iG]

) . (6.10)
Hy: zi[Che] = Sebe + ¢ [Crl

Without loss of generality, we replace the measurement vector zg[(x ] with z,, to
simplify notation. In this section, we explain only about the likelihood function in
mode ¢ and recall .Z; is the number of targets in mode ¢. Based on the binary
hypothesis model in Equation (6.10) and the complex Gaussian assumption, we can
write the generalized likelihood ratio for a range bin corresponding to the state vector

xg}g in mode ¢ as [152]

L(zi[x},) = Lo/Ly, (6.11)

where
H s—1
L(] - NT + Zk’gz Zk,f 5

Li=Nr+ (Zk’g — g@bg)Hifl(Zkl — Sgbg) .

Here, H represents conjugate transpose, 3 is the ML sample covariance estimate of the
complex covariance matrix of the clutter statistics that is obtained using Ny > N,

secondary range bins [152]. Specifically, the sample covariance matrix estimate is

given by

S .

3= s ;zk[n]zk[n] : (6.12)
where z,[1], ..., zx[IN7| are the secondary range bins in the vicinity of the range bin

under testing. The likelihood ratio in (6.11) depends on the reflectivity of multiple
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targets. The explicit estimation of the target reflectivity can be avoided by substitut-
ing the analytical solution of b, that maximizes the likelihood function in (6.11). The
likelihood function is maximized when the quadratic quantity in L; is minimized. For
a positive definite matrix 3, the weighted least squares solution of b, that minimizes

the quadratic term is given by

A

bgLS) = (S?E_lgg)_l(gyg_lzk’g).
Substituting béLS) in L; we obtain
Ly =Np+ ZZ,efJ‘lzk,e — (Zg,ei_lgf)béw)‘

Upon further simplification, the generalized likelihood function can now be derived

as
1

L(z|x}l,) = i
e (X))

)

where o o
(ZME”S?)(S?Z*Sg)*l(s;lzflzk’g)
(NT + 22762—12161)

Thus, the contribution of targets present in the neighbourhood range bins are also

T]G(zk|x£:}£) — . (6.13)

considered in the generalized likelihood function derivation. The likelihood value
tends to infinity if a target exists in the selected range bin; otherwise it tends to zero
[152]. Since we use the generalized likelihood function, there is no need to estimate
the signal intensities I . The dimension of the matrix Sg in mode ¢ depends on the
number of assumed targets in that mode, and the predicted Doppler frequencies of
the corresponding targets are used to construct the columns of this matrix. If the
targets are moving farther apart such that the reflected signals from other targets do
not contribute to the range bin corresponding to the ¢th target, i.e., Sy = S[Vk.¢], then

the test statistic can be further simplified as
& 2
‘S[I/]ﬁg]HE 1Zk7g|

S[V}ag]H 271 S[I/k7g] [NT + Zg,é 5]71 Z]ag] .

N (zi]x,)) = (6.14)
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This simplified likelihood function is the same expression derived in [152] for detecting

a single target.
6.5 Likelihood Function in Compound Gaussian Clutter

In the compound Gaussian case, the binary hypothesis problem in Equation (6.10)
is still valid. The additive clutter is assumed to be complex compound Gaussian
distributed, and the derivation of the generalized likelihood function is more involved
than that of the complex Gaussian case, leading to different detector forms [121, 123,
124, 153-155]. As the clutter covariance matrix is a critical parameter in a GLRT
detector, the covariance matrix of compound Gaussian clutter is a research topic

under investigation [122, 156-159].
6.5.1 Asymptotic Generalized Likelihood Function

An asymptotically optimum GLRT detector that is independent of the texture
PDF was proposed in [124]. The test statistics using this detector for well separated

targets can be written as

2
S[l/]ﬁg]HMile,g

nLQ(Zklxg}é) = ( (6.15)

S[I/kl]HM_lS{l/k,g]) (ZE’EM—lzkﬁg)
where M is the clutter covariance matrix in the range bin under test. Note that, in
the compound Gaussian model, the clutter power between range bins is not assumed
the same, hence the clutter covariance matrix is different between different range
bins. This detector is derived based on the linear-quadratic (LQ) detector originally
derived for a compound Gaussian clutter with the assumption that the covariance
matrix M is known [85, 86]. This detector is referred to as normalized matched filter

(NMF). When we assume that the texture component is constant across the entire
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dwell, then the test statistic only depends on the structure of the speckle covariance

matrix and can then be written as
2

S[l/}ag]HZ*lZ]ﬁg

ULQ(Zk|XEcZ}£) =
(S[ij]HE_lS[l/k’g]) (22’52—121@13)

Recall that we assume that the speckle covariance matrix structure is the same for all

(6.16)

range bins. When the covariance matrix ¥ is substituted by its estimate, the detector
is called M-adaptive NMF (M-ANMF) or ¥-adaptive NMF (X-ANMF) depending on
the covariance matrix estimation method [123, 156]. The M-ANMF sample covariance

estimate is given by
1 &
Su=— zi[n|zi[n]? 6.17
= gy L mlilad (6.17)
and the X-ANMF sample covariance estimate based on the normalized secondary

range bins is given by

_ i i HZ ] (6.18)

where Np is the number of secondary range bins. A different estimator for ¥ was
proposed in [156] under the assumption that the clutter power spectral density is
symmetric about the zero Doppler frequency. However, this assumption does not
generally hold for the averaged Doppler spectrum of real sea clutter as it exhibits
an asymmetric pattern around the peak Doppler frequency [89, 138]. In [123], the
detector in Equation (6.15) was reformulated by replacing the covariance matrix with
its eigen decomposition. The covariance matrix is assumed to be circulant so that the
basis function of the discrete Fourier transform (DFT) can be used as the eigenvec-
tors [160]. The normalized sample mean of the DFT coefficients of the measurement
vectors from the primary and secondary range bins are approximated as the eigenval-

ues. In computer simulations, this detector has been shown to perform better than
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the M-ANMF and 3-ANMF detectors. However, the circulant matrix assumption is

reasonable only when a large number of pulses are used for coherent processing.
6.5.2 Adaptive Generalized Likelihood Function Based on Kelly’s Method

In this section, we derive a multiple target generalized likelihood function for
compound Gaussian clutter by following Kelly’s approach [152]. For the binary hy-
pothesis problem in Equation (6.10), we assume that z;, represents the measurement
for the range bin corresponding to the state vector X;jé in mode ¢, and we denote
Th e L5 [C¢] as the texture component in the corresponding range bin where zy, ,,, Ty n,
n =1... Np are the dwell measurement and texture components, respectively, for Np
neighbourhood range bins. These training measurements are referred to as secondary
measurement vectors. The clutter distribution from all these Ny + 1 bins are as-
sumed independent and follows a zero mean circularly symmetric complex Gaussian
distribution with varying power levels. The total power of the speckle component can

be included into the texture component such that the trace of the speckle covariance

matrix is /V,. Using the above assumptions, the joint PDF under Hj, hypothesis is

given by
Nt

P(Zht, 2k ZoNg | Hoy Tty Tht - Thng) = N (21650, 73,0%) HN(Zk,n; 0, 70 X)
n=1

where N (zy,; 0, 73, ,) implies that z , is a Gaussian vector with mean 0 and covari-
ance matrix 7,2, and 0 is a (N, x 1) column vector with all elements set to zero.

The joint PDF under H; hypothesis is given by
Nr

P(Zhts Zhts -+ ZaoNp | Hs Thogs Tt - Thong) = N (2 g S¢by, T 2) HN(Zk,n; 0, 75, %)

n=1

where S;by is the target associated reflected signal in Equation (6.10). If the texture
component is modeled as a random parameter, it is very difficult to jointly maxi-

mize the PDF p(zg 4, zp 1, . . .szVT}Hl) under H; hypothesis, using Kelly’s approach.
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Hence, a closed-form solution in this case does not exist [85, 86]. We consider in-
stead the texture component as a time varying deterministic variable as in [110].
Unlike other sub-optimal detectors mentioned in the literature, we can follow Kelly’s
approach to derive the closed form optimal likelihood function when the compound
Gaussian model parameters are known. If the model parameters are unknown, then
the ML estimate of the model parameters can also derived that results in a generalized
likelihood function. The deterministic texture component assumption can be shown
to hold using real data since the texture component varies slowly. We also estimate
the time varying texture components for every dwell using the iterative fixed point
algorithm which provides the exact maximum likelihood estimate for deterministic
Tk [84]. The joint PDFs under both hypothesis can now be written as

Nt
P(Zrt: 21 - - Zave | Ho) = N (21,60, 7 Z) [ [V (2003 0, 720 2).

n=1

Nt

P(Zh 21, - ZeNg [ Hi) = N (2005 Sibe, 700 8) [ [N (203 0, 710 D)

n=1

where 7,0 and 7, are deterministic parameters. The PDF under hypothesis H, can
be expanded as

(7 NP|Z|)7(NT+1)

P(Zhts T, - - 2oy | Ho) = exp [—

Hnlkn

Hexp{ 2 ]

Tk,n

H -1
ZWE Zk7g:|

Th,0
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where |X| is the determinant of the matrix . Using matrix properties, we can

simplify the above form as

Np | [\~ (Nr+1) Ytz 2
p(Zk,b Zi1, - Zk,NT|H0) = ( | |) exp { —tr (ﬁ)]
Hn 1 kTZ; Tk,€

o] (252

Tkn
N (Np+1 H H H
(| %))~ (N +) L1 [ZheZiy  ZeaZiy Z1 Np 2 Ny
= exp | —tr( X + e+ —=
Pl B Tk, Tk,1 Tk, N
k n=1 "k,n ) ) »INT

where tr(+) is the trace of a matrix. The above form can be further simplified as

(m N”IEI)’1 N
p(ka, Zk,l, Ce Zk,NT ‘Ho) = [ T exp [ — tI‘(E_lTo)}:| (619)
k¥ Tk R Tkn | D
where
T — 1 [ZMZ@ Z ZknZ kn:|
0 NT + 1 Tng —)
Similarly, the joint PDF under the H; hypothesis can be written as
7TNp E —1 Npr+1
P(Zke, B, - - Zk,NT|H1) = [ (r | 2]) - ) exp [ — tr(Z_lTl)}] (6.20)

N, Y N, ( +1
(R I )

where

T, =

1 ((Zkﬁ_sébé)(zké_sﬁbé szn kn)

NT—f-l Tkj

6.5.3 Maximum Likelihood Estimation of Clutter Statistics

In order to obtain the likelihood function, we first need to estimate the clutter

statistics ¥ and 7, in Equations (6.19) and (6.20). The ML estimates of these
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parameters can be obtained by maximizing the joint PDF over these parameters,

~

O = arg mgxp(zk’g, Zi1s - - Zk Ny ‘Hj)

where j =0, 1, and © = {X, 70, Tk1, - - - TNy |-

In order to estimate the speckle covariance matrix, we first assume that the tex-
ture components are known and obtain the speckle covariance matrix estimate by
maximizing the logarithm of the PDF. By using the following matrix properties

0 e
Slog(1=)) = =7,

0 _ _
a—ztr(E 1T]) = TJZ 2,

and equating

0
a—zlog(p(zu, Zi1, - Zk Ny ’Hj)) =0

, we obtain

9 0 i

Under the H; hypothesis, the target reflectivity information is not available; we can

instead use only the secondary range bins to estimate the covariance matrix

Nt H
Y= — E —_—. 6.21
NT 1 Tkn ( )

If the clutter covariance matrix is known, then the ML estimate of the texture com-

ponents can be obtained by equating dlog{p(z 1, . . .zk,NT‘HO)}/ark,n = 0. The ML

estimate for n = 1,... Ny is then given by
0 N, tr(Z7'Z z,)
ol o B |Ho)) = 2 nZha)
i 0g (p(Zk,l Zk,NT‘ 0)) Tom + T’?’n



tr(X 'z 02y ,)
Np

(6.22)

Tkn =

The texture for the range bin under test 74, cannot be estimated without knowing
the target reflectivity. Instead, we can use the estimated texture from one of the past

frames as it changes slowly.
6.5.4 Calculation of Generalized Likelihood Ratio

Using Equations (6.19) and (6.20) and substituting the ML estimate of the speckle
covariance matrix in Equation (6.21) for ¥, the (Nr + 1)th root generalized likelihood
ratio as a function of the unknown multiple targets reflectivity and texture component

can now be written as

T
L(Tk 0, Them, be) = %-
1

Since the generalized likelihood ratio is still dependent on the unknown multiple

targets reflectivity, this ratio can be further modified by minimizing the denominator

as a function of by,. We first define a new matrix ¥ as

T

Nt Zi.nZp,
v=) ’k iy (6.23)
n=1 o

Using the determinant lemma, we can write,

Zi Plg
ITy| = K4 _ <1+ k.0 k,Z),
(NT + 1) p Tk’g

Ty = || (1 . (Zre — Seby)P W (24 — Szbe))
(NT —|- 1)NP Tk,g '

Substituting the above two equations in the likelihood function, we obtain

The + Z27£@_1Zk7g
Tht + (Zro — Sebo)EO—1(z4 p — Syby)

L(Tk’g, bg) = (6.24)
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The above likelihood function is maximized when the denominator is minimized. The
denominator is minimized when the quadratic term is minimized. The value of b, that

minimizes the quadratic term is the solution to the weighted least squares problem,
S¢by = 21y,

and the error vector is weighted by the positive definite weighting matrix ¥~—!. The

weighted least squares solution is given by
béLS) = (S?‘I’_lgg)_l(gﬁ‘l'_lzk’g)

The minimum quadratic term than maximizes the likelihood function can be derived

as
(Zhg - Sgbg)H‘I’_l(ij - Sgbg) = z%fl"lzk,g - (Zze\If_ng)(g?‘I’_ng)_l(S?‘I’_lzkyg).

Substituting the above term in Equation (6.24), we obtain

1

P L ] _ ' 6.25
(7ie) (2,018, (SIS, (SPEz) o
Tho + 2 ¥ 250
If we set,
H _1& QH —-1Q \-1/QH -1
[4] (ZM‘I’ Se)(SyWS,) " (SP¥ ™ zp)
_ 6.26
770G7K(Zk|Xk,€7 TW) The + szlp_lzk,f | |
then

1
L(Tkj) =

1- nCG-K(Zk|X£j[7 Tk,e)
Finally, substituting the ML estimate of the speckle covariance matrix in ¥ and using
the ML estimate of the texture component, we obtain

(2 337'S0)(SEE1S)) 1 (SFE ")

A~ H - _
NTTk7g + ZHE 1Zkyg

. (6.27)

Neca-x (Zk !XE@ 7A—k,€) =
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If the targets are moving further apart from each other, then the above test statistic
simplifies to

2, 2
‘S[I/k,g]HE_lzk’A

S[l/k!]H 2_1 S[l/k,g] [NT%k,é + ZI];E 2_1 Zk,g]

ncch(Zklxgi]ga 7A'k,é) = (6.28)

6.5.5 Fixed Point Algorithm for ML Estimation of Clutter Statistics

When both the clutter statistics are not known, then it is not easy to solve Equa-
tions (6.21) and (6.22). The equations must be considered as two transcendental equa-
tions and simultaneously solved. An iterative procedure called approximate maximum
likelihood function (AML) was proposed in [83] to estimate the clutter parameters
for the texture component by assuming texture to be either random or determinis-
tic. For the assumed deterministic texture component, this algorithm results in the
ML estimate of the speckle covariance matrix [84] whereas, for the assumed random
texture component, it results in an approximate ML estimate. This algorithm was
analyzed in [84] and a fixed point estimate solution was formulated due to the im-
plicit algebraic structure of the two transcendental equations. This algorithm was
also shown to converge to the true solution irrespective of the initialization. The
algorithmic steps of this method are provided in Algorithm 5, where Nayp, refers to
the number of iterations. The covariance matrix is initialized with the normalized

sample covariance matrix estimate in Equation (6.19).
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Algorithm 5 Algorithmic Steps of AML Estimates for Deterministic Texture

Initialize the speckle covariance matrix as
so - 1 %T: ZinZ
Nr ot NLPZank,n
for j =1 to Nay do
Step 1: Estimate the texture component of the secondary range bins surround-
ing the range bin under test

6) _ tr(E(j_l)zk,nzz,n)
kn — N

p

Step 2: Update the speckle covariance matrix

A. 1 Nt anzkn
:N_Z

Step 3: Normalize the covariance matrix such that the trace of the matrix is IV,

50 = N2

tr(il(j))

end for
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6.5.6 Relation Between Test Statistics

The CG-K statistic (cq.x) derived in Section 6.5.4 for well separated targets is

related to the asymptotic linear quadratic test statistic 7. in Equation (6.16) as

H -1

Nca-x = T )
zy 3 Zp g + TNy

This suggests that, for a positive definite matrix 3 and the positive texture component

Tk ¢, Nocx 15 always smaller than 7,4. Under Hy,

Yi iV }

Moo, Hy = T, Hy | =
comto e °[y2,gyk,e+NT

where
~1/2
Vie = 2wy

is the whitened version of the speckle component uy, in Equation (6.9) and neq.x is

invariant to texture under Hy. Under Hy,

YieYk } l L+ o/ (Yi iYr.e)
YiuYre + No| |1+ 0/ (i yre+ Nr)

H
I rir " yMI‘
koA —
Tke  V/rir

and r=X"?s[y]. For a positive definite matrix X, the scale factor under H; is

Nca-x,H; = TLq,H; |:

where

? B ‘Yg,er‘Q

rir

Q:

greater than the one under Hy when o > 0. This condition is satisfied when one of
the following two conditions are met: (i) Iy, is real and positive, and (ii) |1y ¢|*rr >
—2/TeeRe{ Ik ey} v} The second condition can be satisfied for moderately high
SCR. Thus, the variance of 1¢q.k p, 1s smaller than the variance of 7,4 g,. Under H;,
Neax,H, 1S & scaled version of 1. m,, even though the scaling value is smaller than that

under Hy. Therefore, the probability of false alarm with CG-K is smaller than with
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the LQ; the probability of detection is similar for both methods. Hence, the proposed
likelihood function is expected to perform better than the sub-optimal method when

one of the two conditions is satisfied.
6.6 Track-before-detect Filtering Framework in Clutter

The different generalized likelihood ratios discussed in the previous sections were
originally derived for a CFAR detector. In the our TBDF framework, we use the
generalized likelihood ratio in the state update step of our TBDF tracker in Equation
(4.12). For a given target state vector in mode i at the kth dwell, the range and
Doppler information are computed using Equations (6.4) and (6.5). The generalized
likelihood function corresponding to a target in mode ¢ is computed using the derived
range and Doppler information. The range bin is used to identify the measurement
vector zj, and the Doppler information is used to construct the known signal vector
s[ve] and s[vy,] in Equation (6.7). The likelihood function for the ¢th target can be
written as

1

Lzx))) = ————.
1 — (2 |xL))

(6.29)

The generalized likelihood function in Equation (6.1) is always greater than one since
under hypothesis Hy, the target intensity I, is zero, the ratio in Equation (6.25)
becomes one, and the test statistic 7 lies between zero and one. In order to increase
the dynamic range of the generalized likelihood ratio, we create a new likelihood
function that varies from zero to infinity as
[i]

Lol = PR
T T n(zelxg)

When implementing the multi-target TBDF using particle filters, it is advantageous

to use the likelihood function with this dynamic range since the joint multi-target
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PDF is approximated by the product of likelihood functions. If one of the target does
not exist, then the weights tend to zero and when all the targets are present, then
the weights tend to have very high values. Finally, the joint generalized likelihood
ratio corresponding to all targets in mode ¢ is computed. If the clutter in each range
bin is assumed to be independent of each other, then the generalized joint likelihood
function conditioned on modes at time steps k and (k — 1), mg_;=1,..., M and
mg=2,..., M in Equation (4.12) is given by
"

. Z L \C
Lia(zelx!) = [T (Ltzxfl))

=0

and Lj7i(zk|xl[:]) =1 for my = 1, where m;, and m,_; are the mode condition at time
steps k and (k — 1). Since we are interested only in tracking, it is not necessary to
explicitly estimate the intensity of the target associated return signal I ,. However,
target intensity information is implicitly used through its ML estimate [152] that is
included in the generalized likelihood function. Therefore, unlike the CFAR detector
in which the generalized likelihood ratio was compared with a threshold, we use the
generalized likelihood ratio to update the particles corresponding to either a new
target, a surviving target or a disappearing target. The test statistics corresponding
to all three methods considered in this chapter are summarized in Table 6.1 for well

separated targets.
6.7 Simulations
6.7.1 Low Resolution Radar and Complex Gaussian Clutter

In the first simulation scenario, we investigated the tracking performance of our
algorithm using pulse Doppler measurements from a low resolution radar in the pres-
ence of clutter. A pulse Doppler radar operating with the parameters shown in Table

6.2 with complex Gaussian clutter is used to generate the measurement using the
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Table 6.1: Test Statistics for Complex Gaussian and Compound Gaussian Clutter

with Random and Deterministic Texture Component

Method Test Statistic

Gaussian (Kelly) Equation (6.14)

Sy 2
Vi)' 2z |

sl
S[l/]%g]ﬂ 2_1 S[l/kf] [NT —+ Z2752_1Zk74

Na(zilx,) =

Compound Gaussian
(Asymptotic linear Equation (6.16)

quadratic)
& 2
‘S[VkJ]HE 1Zk7g‘

S[l/k7g]H2_1S[l/M]) (zg’ei—lzw)

Neo(Zk |XE£) = (

Compound Gaussian
(Deterministic texture; | Equation (6.28)
Kelly)

|S[Vk7€]H271Zk7g‘2

(7]
77 i (Zk|X ) = = A v
CG-K k’,é S[ij]H 2—1 S[Vk,e] [NTTIC,Z + ZI]:’Z 2_1 Zk;,ej|
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signal model described in Equations (6.1). For illustration purposes, measurements
from DOA equal to 45° are considered thereby restricting the motion of targets in

one particular direction

Table 6.2: Simulated Low Resolution Radar System Parameters

Radar Parameter Value

Carrier frequency, f. 10 GHz

Baseband signal Linear FM pulse
Baseband bandwidth 2 MHz

Fast time sampling, f 2 MHz

Pulse Width, N 8 samples

Pulse interval time, Tpgry 500 us

Validation range gate 15 km to 26.175 km
Number of valid range bins, N, 200

Range resolution 75 m

Maximum radial velocity 30 m/s (108 km/hr)
DOA 45°

Beamwidth 0.703°

Cross-range resolution range 184 m to 321 m
Beam scan rate 20 rotations per minute
Dwell interval 3s

Number of pulses per dwell, N, 20

Motion model Constant velocity

The initial positions and velocities for three targets are (14,140, 14,140) m and
(-4.2, -4.1) m/s, (14,494, 14,494) m and (-7.7, -7.8) m/s, and (13,574, 13,574) m
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and (-7.95, -7.9) m/s, respectively. The time steps for the three targets entering and
leaving the FOV are given by 5 and 25, 13 and 33, and 21 and 41, respectively. Figure
6.1(a) and Figure 6.1(b) show the x and y coordinates of the targets at different time
steps. Figure 6.2(a) shows the absolute value of the measurement dwells described
in Equation (6.1) at 0 dB SCR. As it can be seen, the three targets entering and
leaving at different time steps are barely visible at 0 dB SCR. In this simulation, we
consider the tracking performance of our proposed algorithm at -6, -9, and -12 dB
SCRs. The number of particles in this simulation is set to 500 for all particle filters,
Nr is set to 70 range bins, ¢; = ¢ =0.1, and the maximum and minimum velocity is
set at 8.5 m/s and -8.5 m/s, respectively. All the remaining relevant parameters of
the algorithm are the same as in the previous simulations. Figure 6.2(b) shows the
tracking error averaged over 100 Monte Carlo simulations and the cut-off parameter
is set to the same order as the FOV (¢=4,000). Since the FOV is much larger in this

simulation scenario, the OSPA parameter ¢, is set to 4,000.
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Figure 6.1: (A) Target Trajectory in the x Coordinate; and (b) Target Trajectory in

the y Coordinate.
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The tracking error is very small at -6 dB with slightly higher cardinality error
around the time when the targets are entering the FOV. The cardinality error is
higher at -9 dB, and the tracking error is very high at time steps 20-25 when all
the targets are present. This increased error is dominated mostly due to the delayed
detection of the third target, as the proximity of the first target is closer to the third
target’s initial position. Once a target is detected, the localization error is eventually
reduced as seen around the vicinity of time steps 6-10 and 25-30. The localization
error is generally low and the OSPA is limited by the range resolution. At -12 dB
SCR, the tracking performance of the algorithm degrades drastically and the joint
detection of all three targets becomes very difficult. Nevertheless, the algorithm is
able to detect at least one target, as evident by the relatively reduced tracking error

around time steps 8-12 and 33-40.
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Figure 6.2: (A) Absolute Value of Measurement Dwells at 0 dB SCR. (b) Tracking
Error, OSPA(4000,2).
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6.7.2 High Resolution Radar and Compound Gaussian Clutter

In this section, we discuss the simulation results for a simulated high resolu-
tion radar in compound Gaussian modeled clutter. The simulated radar parameters
are given in Table 6.3. Specifically, we compared the performance of our proposed
method with the two likelihood functions (LQ and CG-K) discussed in Section 6.4.
The speckle components were randomly generated from a complex Gaussian random
process whose correlation properties were estimated in [110] using real radar mea-
surements collected with the Osborne Head Gunnery Range (OHGR) IPIX radar
[161]. The texture was generated from a correlated gamma distributed random pro-
cess with scale b, and shape ¢, parameters [89]. We also used the texture correlation
estimated in [110]. The Doppler model parameters discussed in Section 6.3.3 are set to
Wirage = — 10 Hz, 0ppag, = 7.07 Hz, A, s =50 Hz, B,,.,=5.95 Hz. The standard devia-
tion 0., is randomly sampled from a Gaussian distribution with mean and standard
deviation equal to 60 Hz. The degree of spikiness of the texture component is con-
trolled by the shape parameter c,; decreasing c, results in more spiky clutter. The
averaged Doppler clutter spectrum for different values of ¢, is shown in Figure 6.3.
For higher ¢, values, the averaged Doppler spectrum is centered around the assumed
Bragg’s model parameters, whereas for lower values, the frequency centers around
the swell model parameters. Figure 6.4 shows the absolute value of the pulse Doppler
measurements for different values of ¢,. The targets are visible in Figure 6.4(a) for
cg = 10 at 3 dB SCR, however they are not clearly distinguishable as the ¢, value is
decreased. For ¢, = 0.2, a lot of target like clutter components can be observed. In
this case, for a given SCR over the entire FOV, the instantaneous SCR appears much
lower in some range bins for ¢, = 0.2 when compared to ¢, =10. This phenomenon is

typical for high resolution radars because the reflected clutter power from a range bin
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Table 6.3: Simulated High Resolution Radar System Parameters

Radar Parameter Value

Carrier frequency, f. 10 GHz

Baseband signal Linear FM pulse
Baseband bandwidth 25 MHz

Fast time sampling, f 25 MHz

Pulse Width, N 10 samples

Pulse interval time, Tpgry 500 us

Validation range gate 15.25 km to 16.75 km
Number of valid range bins, N, 249

Range resolution 6 m

Maximum radial velocity 30 m/s (108 km/hr)
DOA 45°

Beamwidth 0.703°

Cross-range resolution range 93.59 m

Beam scan rate 240 rotations per minute
Dwell interval 0.25 s

Number of pulses per dwell, N, 20

Motion model Constant velocity

is smaller than that of a low resolution radar because of fewer number of scatterers
in the physical area corresponding to a range bin.

We compared the performance of the algorithm for tracking three targets moving
at constant velocity. The targets are assumed to leave and enter the FOV at different

time instants (5 and 25 dwells, 13 and 33 dwells, 21 and 41 dwells for Targets 1, 2
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Figure 6.3: Averaged Doppler Spectrum for Different Values of c,.

and 3, respectively). The corresponding initial positions and velocities were (11,312,
11,312) m and (-5.19, -5.18) m/s, (10,959, 10,959) m and (-6.62, -6.63) m/s, (11,666,
11,666) m and (-5.27, -5.26) m/s. The number of particles is set to 500 for all p article
filters, N is set to 50 range bins, ¢ =1, g2 =0.1, and the minimum and maximum
velocity is set at 8 m/s and 8 m/s, respectively. We compared the performance of
the proposed MM-MT-TBDF using the asymptotic detector (LQ) and Kelly’s (CG-
K) generalized likelihood functions. The effect of using the texture component from
past frames is also analyzed by comparing the tracking performance with the true
and estimated texture components. The L(Q method is analyzed using two different
covariance estimates: 3 in (6.17) and the MLE assuming the texture component is
known.

The tracking error was measured using the OSPA metric with cut-off parameter
c¢=>500 and p=2. The SCR was varied between -6, -3, and 0 dB, the values of ¢, was
varied between 0.2, 0.5, 1 and 10, and we averaged the OSPA values over 200 Monte

Carlo simulations. Figure 6.5 shows the tracking error for all four cases for varying c,.
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The CG-K performs the best for all values of ¢,. The CG-K has a similar performance
with the estimated and true texture for moderately spiky clutter, and the tracking
error averages around 30 m. The LQ performs poorly when the clutter is spiky for all
covariance matrix estimations. For ¢, = 0.2, the CG-K tracking performance degraded
when using the past frame’s texture component, as compared to the true texture
component. However, the CG-K with estimated texture components still performed
better than LQ. Similarly, Figure 6.6 shows the tracking error for all four cases for
varying SCR. At -6 dB SCR, the LQ method performed better than the other two
methods but had more false alarms between dwells 41-46. The performance of the two
CG-K based methods was generally better than the two L(Q methods at higher SCR.
The OSPA metric was higher during target mode transition periods (cardinality error)
that happened at dwells 5, 13, 20, 25, 33, and it indicated some delay in detecting a

target entering or leaving the FOV.
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Chapter 7

ESTIMATION OF RAPIDLY-VARYING SEA CLUTTER USING NEAREST
KRONECKER PRODUCT APPROXIMATION

7.1 Rapidly-varying Sea Clutter Characterization

The detection and tracking of a target with low radar cross-section (RCS) in
maritime environments is an extremely challenging problem. The target’s kinematic
state estimation problem is complicated by reflections from fast moving sea waves,
causing target-like interference with substantial Doppler shifts. As a result, moving
target indicator methods, such as Doppler filtering [45], may not provide effective ways
to track a slow moving target in such environments. Various statistical modeling
based sea clutter characterization methods were used in combination with target
detection algorithms [126, 127, 162]. A principal component analysis based clutter
rejection technique was used in [109, 110] to improve target detection performance.
Experimental results indicated that sea clutter amplitude follows a long-tailed, non-
Gaussian distribution [100, 134, 135, 138]. The compound Gaussian (CG) distribution
is a well-established statistical model for characterizing the spiky nature of sea clutter
[89]. Using the CG model, the small scale structures on the sea surface are modeled as
speckle, following a complex Gaussian distribution with a short decorrelation time.
This speckle component is modulated by a slow varying texture component that
is associated with long sea waves and swell structures. Many adaptive detection
approaches applied the CG model with pulse integration, assuming knowledge of the
slow-time temporal covariance matrix of the range bin under testing [82, 85, 121,

123]. The sample covariance matrix estimate was derived by assuming statistical
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independence between neighboring range bins [83, 84, 156]. However, using real data,
reflections from sea surface were found to be correlated over a distance of 100 m
[89]. Therefore, detection of targets using the space-time correlation properties of sea
clutter must be considered for optimal detection and tracking performance. Note that
space-time correlation properties include both temporal information (or measurement
from slow-time samples) as well as spatial information (or measurement from fast-
time samples) corresponding to the physical range location in the field-of-view (FOV)
of a radar from which the reflected signal has originated from.

A dynamic sea clutter model and a sea clutter space-time covariance matrix esti-
mation method were proposed in [163-165]. The dynamic state space model approach
to estimate sea clutter statistics is important in tracking the heterogeneity of the un-
derlying sea clutter. The validity of this state space model was also investigated
with real sea clutter. However, the practical feasibility of this algorithm in real-life
applications is not possible since it estimates all the elements of the covariance ma-
trix. The number of elements of the covariance matrix exponentially increases with
the number of range bins and the number of pulses used for coherent processing. In
addition to computational issues, the positive definiteness of the estimated matrix
cannot be ensured since the matrix elements are estimated by a set of independent
multiple particle filters. Moreover, the measurement model assumes the knowledge
of a noisy covariance matrix which was estimated by averaging a large number of
measurements.

In this chapter, we propose a modified clutter estimation algorithm to avoid the
aforementioned drawbacks by imposing a Kronecker product (KP) assumption on
the space-time covariance matrix [90, 91]. In the literature, many methods have
been proposed to estimate the covariance matrix when its structure is in the KP

form [166-168]. For example, the nearest KP approximation [169] was used in [170]
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to approximate the space-time covariance matrix for wind speed data. In our pro-
posed method, we use the aforementioned sea clutter model and space-time covariance
matrix state model but we reformulate it such that the number of elements to be esti-
mated is drastically reduced due to KP assumption. A particle filter (PF) [17] based
implementation method is also proposed to estimate the matrix elements. In addi-
tion, our proposed model does not require a large number of measurements as the
likelihood function used to update the particle weights requires a significantly fewer
number of pulse Doppler measurements. Finally, the proposed method is guaranteed
to always provide a positive definite matrix solution. We provide an application of
our proposed method by extending the track-before-detect filter (TBDF) in [53] to
our measurement model by making use of the estimated space-time covariance ma-
trix and show improved tracking performance by comparing with the TBDF using

the compound Gaussian assumption.
7.2 Rapidly-varying Sea Clutter Model
7.2.1 Measurement Model

We consider the same pulse Doppler radar measurement model discussed in Sec-
tion 6.2. We assume that the same transmit signal is used within each dwell. At the
receiver, we assume that the region of measurement selection for track updates or
validation gate at the kth dwell consists of N, = (n, — (1 + 1 range bins. Assuming
no target is present, the noisy observation signal y(n/ fs, p) from the pth pulse at the

kth dwell is sampled at f, Hz to obtain

n

welnpl = Y axlm, plsln —m] + wiln, pl, (7.1)

where n=_(,...,(n, + Ns — 1, p=0,..., N, — 1, wg[n,p|] is assumed to be zero-

mean, white Gaussian observation noise at the kth dwell and pth pulse, the clutter
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reflectivity ax[m, p] is defined as
ax[m, p] = &[m, ple*™mPTeRL (7.2)

where &[m,p| is the clutter reflectivity, and v, is the Doppler shift corresponding
to the clutter at the mth range bin. At the kth dwell, considering all N, pulses
and N, + 2Ny — 1 range bins, the overall scatterer contribution is represented by
the ((V, + 2Ny — 1) x N,,) reflectivity matrix Ay defined in Equation (6.2) whose
(m, p)th element is ai[m,p]. In Section 6.2, a dwell measurement matrix consists of
an (N, x N,) matrix and this matrix correspond to reflectivity contribution from N,
range bins, where N, = N, + N, — 1. In this chapter, tracking is performed using the
measurement obtained by matched filtering the raw dwell measurement and therefore,
we require an (N, x N,) dwell measurement matrix that results from (N, + 2N, — 1)
range bins. Hence, we use more number of range bins in the reflectivity matrix Ay.

If a target is present, the signal in Equation (7.1) includes both the target and
clutter. If [, is the target reflectivity at range bin (;, which is assumed unknown
[152], with Doppler shift v, then the received measurement is

Yk[n, p] = Brpsin — G) + Z ai[m, plsin —m] + wg[n, p].
m=n—Ns+1

where [, =0 exp(j2nvypTpri). Note that the range r, and range rate 74 of the
target at the kth dwell are given by 7, =C(rc/(2fs) and 7 =vy ¢/(2f.), where ¢ is
the velocity of propagation and f. Hz is the carrier frequency. In [163, 164], the
(N?N2 x N?N}) space-time clutter covariance matrix was obtained by estimating
the covariance matrix of the vectorized reflectivity matrix Aj. Note, however, that
estimating the covariance of the reflectivity matrix results in an increased number of
parameters to be estimated since [V, range bins are needed to obtain the measurements

for N, range bins. We reduced this complexity by directly estimating the covariance
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of the matched filter output as this only requires N, range bins. The output of the

matched filter is given by
n+Ng—1

alnpl= Y wlmp)sn—n (73)

m=n

forn=¢,...,¢n,, p=0,...,N,—1. Here, we use yi[n, p] as defined in Equation (7.1)
and assume that only clutter is present. The overall clutter measurements at the kth
dwell after matched filtering can be represented by the (N, x N,) matrix Z;. The

matrix operation can be written in matrix form as
Z,=MY, (7.4)

where the (N, x N,) matrix M is given by

s*[0] s*[1] ... s*[Ns—1] 0 .. 0 0

0 s*[0] s*[1] s*[Ng—1] 0 ... 0
M —

0 0 ... 0 0] s ... s [N, — 1]

and the (N, x N,) raw pulse Doppler measurement matrix Yy, at the kth dwell is

given by

—yk[ChO] yelC, 1 o welG Ny — 1]

yk[c‘Qvo] yk[ézvl] ?/k[@’]‘vp_l] (7.5)

| UklCn,s O] kG 1] - uelCv,, Np — 1

7.2.2 Measurement State Space Model

As sea clutter is dynamically varying, its state transitions between adjacent range

bins depending on the relative velocity of sea waves with respect to the radar. A
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dynamic model was proposed in [164] in which the spectral component of the received
signal is allowed to transition from one range bin to its adjacent bins depending on
the Doppler shift. Based on this model, the scattering matrix corresponding to the

(N, x N,) measured signal Z; in Equation (7.4) is obtained as
By, = Z:D (7.6)

where D is an (N, x N,) discrete Fourier transform matrix. The elements of D are
such that the first (V,—1)/2 columns list the negative Doppler shifts, the middle
column is the zero Doppler shift, and the remaining columns list the positive Doppler
shifts. In this model, most of the sea clutter components can be shown to concentrate
around the middle column under calm sea state conditions but move away from the
middle column under turbulent conditions.

We represent the clutter state transition in vector form by stacking the columns
of By, from left to right to form the (N, N, x 1) vector, by =vec(By). The operator
vec(-), vectorizes a matrix by stacking all the columns of the matrix. For exam-
ple, if By=[b; by ... by, |, where b; is the ith (N, x 1) column of matrix By, then
vec(By)=[b] b; ... by |'. We similarly represent the matched filter output at the
kth dwell as the (N, N, x 1) vector z; =vec(Zy). Using the KP property A.2 in Ap-
pendix A [171], and Equation (7.6), the relation between the two vectors by and zy

can be written as
bk = (DH ® INU> 7}

where H denotes Hermitian transpose and Iy, is the (IV, x N,) identity matrix. The
KP operator ® computes the KP on the (N, x N,) matrix D and the (N, x N,)
matrix Iy, to form an (N, N, x N, N,) block matrix. The measurement vector can
be obtained from the spectral vector as

Z, = (DiH &® INv) bk (77)
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The clutter state transition is modeled using the state equation as
bk+1 = Fbk + Vi1 (78)

where vy is the modeling random error process assumed to be a zero-mean complex
Gaussian process with covariance V.. The (N, N, x N, N,) state transition matrix
F (defined in Equation (9) in [164]) represents the scattering movement between
dwells and populates the range-Doppler bins moving into the validation gate. It
represents the transition of a fast moving clutter between range bins n and n + [ if
the reflector is moving away from the radar and between range bins n and n — [ if
the reflector is moving towards the radar; the value of [ is determined by the Doppler
shift. Specifically, the state transition matrix F is an (IV, IV, x N,, IV,) block diagonal

matrix constructed from (N, x N,) submatrices F,. For negative Doppler shifts,

qg=—(N,—1)/2,...,—1, [163-165]
-Q\ql—le—lql"/ olal-1c—=(lgl+1)y (qul—l — 1)6_(Nv+1)7 o <2|q\—1 — |q| + 1)6—(Nu+\q|—1)w-
2e 2e~3 e o o e~ (Not1)y
e e 27 e Ny
1 0 0
0 1 0
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and for positive Doppler shifts, ¢=1,..., (N, —1)/2

0 1 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
q pr—
e~ Nvy e 7
e~ (Nut1)y o . o 2e37 2e~27
olgl-1 _ Ve~ WNotlal=Dy  (9lad=1 _ 1)e=WNotD)y  9ldl=1o=(gl+1)y 9lal—1,—laly
( lq| +1) ( Je e €

For ¢=0, Fy is the (N, x N,) identity matrix since the clutter with zero Doppler
shifts does not transfer to adjacent range bins from dwell to dwell. The exponential
averaging parameter 7 controls the contribution from neighboring range bins. Figure
7.1 shows the structure of the spectral matrix and indicates the transition of clutter
reflectivity between dwells. This state transition model was validated with real sea

clutter in [165].

7.2.3  Clutter Covariance Matrix State Space Model

In order to estimate the clutter measurement covariance matrix 3, , we use the
relation between z; and by, to relate their corresponding covariance matrices 3, and

3y, . From Equation (7.8), the covariance matrix of by can be written as

S, = F* Sy, F+ Gy (7.9)
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Figure 7.1: Sea Clutter Covariance Transition Model for the Matrix in Equation (7.6).

where Gy is assumed Wishart distributed with parameters V4, and N, N, degrees

of freedom, and
3, = (D@ 1y,)%,, (D 1Iy,). (7.10)
Replacing Equation (7.10) in Equation (7.9), we obtain
Sho, =F (D" ®1y,) 2, (D®Iy,)F + Geyr. (7.11)
The covariance matrix 3,, 1, is obtained by using the relation in Equation (7.7),
3,1 =D "21Iy)Sp, 1 (D' 1Iy,). (7.12)

This covariance state space model is similar to the one in [164]. Thus, as the size
of the covariance matrix grows exponentially with IV, and N,, the estimation of the

covariance in Equation (7.11) becomes very computationally intensive.

7.2.4 Covariance Nearest Kronecker Product Approximation

In the measurement model described in Section 7.2.1, the rows and columns of the

raw fast time measurement can be modeled as a function of two random processes.
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The rows of the measurement matrix can be treated as an (N, x 1) random vector,
dx, representing a temporal random process and the columns can be treated as an
((N, + Ny — 1) x 1) random vector, c, representing the spatial random process. In
particular, assuming that the temporal and spatial vectors have the same distribution
for all range bins and pulses, respectively, then we can model the measurement matrix

Y, in Equation (7.5) as the KP on the two random vectors using
The above measurement matrix can be written in vector form y; = vec(Yy) as

Yi = dr @ Cg.
Using the KP property A.1 in Appendix A [171], the covariance of y; can be written

as

Yy, = Ellar ®cp)(ar @ cp)'] = Elarqy ® cicy]
= E% ® ECk’

where E].] is the expectation operator. Therefore, if we assume that the underlying
physical process follows the KP form, then the covariance of the measurement is also
in the KP form. Thus, even though the underlying random process from which the
pulse Doppler measurement is obtained follows the KP form, we still need to ensure
that the KP form is preserved after matched filtering. The matched filter output
vector is shown to be related to the pulse Doppler measurement using Equation (7.4)

as

zi, = (In, ® Myyx(N,+Ns)) Yk
= (In, ® Myyx(n,+ns)(Qr @ C)

=(qr ® Mcy,).
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The covariance of z; can be simplified as

Y. = Ellar ® Mey)(aqr ® Mey)?]

= FElqrq? @ Mc.ciMY]

(7.14)
= 3, ® M, MF

= EQk®E

Ty

where ¥,, = MX., M". Thus, the matched filtered measurement also follows the KP
form when the raw pulse Doppler measurement is in KP form. The covariance matrix

of by in Equation (7.10) can then be written in KP form as
Xy, = (DH ® INU)(E% ® Erk)(D ®Iy,) = X, @ X,

where Xy, =D'¥,, D. Substituting the above equation in Equation (7.9), the state

space model can be simplified as
by = F (B, @ B ) F + G - (7.15)

In the above KP model, even if the covariance matrix ¥y, at dwell £ is in KP form,
the covariance matrix at dwell £ + 1 does not have to be in KP form due to the
structure of the state transition matrix F. Using Equation (7.12), the covariance of

the matched filter output is given by

Y1 = (DPRIN)F (X%, @ %, ) F(D ' ®1y,) +

(7.16)
(D F @ 1Iy,)Gr (D @ Iy, ).

In order to maintain the KP form for the covariance matrix of the measurement at the
(k4 1)th dwell transition, we impose the following covariance constraint on Equation

(7.18),

Y., =% Ry, =arg_ min [ X, —Bg,.,, X, [F (7.17)

Zg41
Eqk+1 ’Zrk+1

Ak+1 Tr41
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where || - || is the Frobenius matrix norm [172]. The minimization problem in
Equation (7.17) corresponds to a nearest KP approximation (NKPA) problem [169];
the solution is the cross product of the singular vector corresponding to the maximum

singular value of the permuted version of Specifically, the covariance matrix

Zg+1°

f]zk ., can be written as a block matrix using a set of (N, x N,) sized sub-matrices

25:31, representing the covariance matrix between the ith and jth columns of the

measurement matrix Zy, 1. Specifically, the covariance matrix can be written as

[ (L1 & (1,2) S(LNp) ]
Ezk+l Zk 41 e Ezk+1
Ezk+1 =
ii]:pal) iiNz%Q) o iinaNp)
+1 k41 k41

The (N} x N?) permuted version of the block matrix is written as

vec(i)(l’l))H

Zk+1

2@)

Zi4+1

- (vaNP)

vec(X

Zk+1 )H

According to the NKPA method, the original minimization problem in Equation

(7.17) is recasted into a modified minimization problem using the permuted matrix
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as

. (p)
2Zk+1 = EQk+1 ® 21‘k+1 = arg min H Eszrl

o —vec(Bq,., )vee(Ee, ) |7 -
The solution to the above minimization problem is a singular value decomposition
problem in which the permuted matrix is approximated by a rank one matrix obtained
by the cross product between the left and right singular vectors corresponding to the
maximum singular value [172].

Thus, solving the minimization problem in Equation (7.17) using the NKPA re-
sults in a drastically reduced computational complexity in estimating the measure-
ment covariance matrix. Specifically, the NKPA reduces the number of matrix ele-
ments to be estimated from (N,N,(N,N, +1)/2) to [N,(N,+1)+ N,(N,+1)]/2. For

example, if N, =10 pulses and NV, = 10 range bins, the element estimation reduction

is from 5,050 to 110 elements.
7.3 Validation of KP Approximation Using Real Sea Clutter Measurement

We validated the KP form of the sea clutter covariance matrix using real clutter
data from the DSTO INGARA radar sea clutter database [138]. The clutter data was
obtained using the following radar parameter: 96 MHz signal bandwidth, 8 us pulse
width, 9.375 GHz carrier frequency, 500 Hz pulse repetition frequency, 1.5 m range
resolution, and vertical-transmit, vertical-receive polarization. The wind speed was
at 10-12 knots, resulting in a 2-3 sea state [138]. As the true covariance matrix was
not available, the NKPA was validated using the sample covariance matrix, obtained
by averaging across multiple dwells and calculated by constructing a measurement
dwell with N, =10 pulses and NV, =10 range bins. Figure 7.2(a) shows the singular
values of the permuted sample covariance matrix computed by averaging over 4,000

dwells from 3 different data sets. The first singular value was the most dominant one
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Figure 7.2: (a) Singular Value of the Permuted Covariance Matrix. (b) NKPA Error

for Different Number of Dwells for Estimating the Sample Covariance Matrix.

for all 3 sets, thus most of the energy could be compacted by a single NKPA. The

KP approximation quality is evaluated by calculating the normalized Frobenius error

[172] as

— 22 - Ez
ef(zzk,zzk> — || k:~ k ||]: .
| 2z, |7

Figure 7.2(b) shows the normalized Frobenius norm error between the sample co-
variance and the NKPA as a function of sample size. As it can be seen, the error
decreases as the number of samples increases implying that, as the sample covariance
matrix asymptotically approaches the true covariance matrix, the approximation er-
ror is reduced. The approximation error is less than 0.2 for all data sets, indicating

that the NKPA is a reasonable approximation to use.
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7.4 Covariance Matrix Estimation Using Sequential Monte Carlo Technique
7.4.1 Estimation Approach

As the state model in Equation (7.15) is not linear, we use PF to estimate the co-
variance matrix elements [16]. The PF represents the spatial (3,, ) and the temporal
(Xg,) covariance matrices by a set of particles ESZ) and Eg;), respectively, and corre-
sponding weights w™, n = 1,..., N. Given the initial particle states, the predicted
matrices at dwell k£ + 1 are obtained using the state model in Equation (7.18). The
predicted particles are updated using the clutter measurement likelihood function.
Assuming that the clutter measurement vector in a dwell follows a circularly sym-
metric complex Gaussian distribution, and assuming that we have Np independent

and identically distributed dwells, the joint PDF of the measurement vector is given

by
1 k—1
_ -1, H
P(Zky Zhet - - - 2Ny | 2gy,) = NN [, [N exp [ kz;v —tr (EZk ZiZ; )
i=k—Nr

where tr(-) is the trace of a matrix. Here, we assume that the clutter statistics do
not drastically change while the (Np + 1) measurements corresponding to past and
current dwells are acquired. Since we assumed that the covariance matrix of the

measurement is in KP form, i.e., 3, = 3, ® X,,, we obtain

Y @3, |V k B
P(Zks Zhe1 - BNy | Bzy,) = | q:TNpNUNkT’ exp [ Z —tr (B @ i) 1ZiZz‘H)]
i=k—Nr
E —NTNU EI‘ _NTNp R
_ [Za WNPN|UN;| exp {— Nrtr ((2;; ® 2;;)2%)}

where we used the KP properties A.4 and A.5 in Appendix A on any two square and

invertible matrices. The sample covariance matrix in KP form is obtained from the
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measurement using the NKPA as

1 k—1

. ‘ . e X

S, —arg min | — > 22— $q, 05, |5
a S, Nt
kST i=k—Nr

Since the clutter can be fast varying, the number of samples used for the sample
covariance estimate is usually much smaller than the vector dimension, i.e., Ny <
N, N,. If we do not use the NKPA on the covariance matrix, the maximum likelihood
estimate (MLE) is the sample covariance matrix, which is positive definite only if
Nr > N, N,. However, by assuming the NKPA, the MLE in KP form is positive
definite as long as Ny > max {%—;, %} + 1 [173, 174].

Given the measurement vector, the particle weights are set proportional to the

likelihood function

w™ o l(Zk| »m Eg?) :

qk ?

The likelihood function given the measurement vector can now be derived as

(7] =, £) = |3q, |2, [ —tr (ZM)18, ® (BM)1s
kI Hap > “ry, o 7 Np No exXp r Ak Ak Tk Tk

|E |_Nv|21‘ |_Np n)\—1% n)\—1<x
- - ﬂ-Npva exp | —tr <(E£1k)) 12(1k> tr ((Eib 12rk>

where we have used the KP property A.3 in Appendix A. Here, the likelihood func-
tion computation is simplified since we compute the inverse and determinant of two
matrices of low dimension instead of one matrix of higher dimension.

We demonstrate next that the positive definiteness of the covariance matrix esti-
mate is preserved. Assuming that the initial covariance matrices ¥g,, ¥,, and the

modeling error matrix Gy are positive definite, then Xy, ,, in Equation (7.15) is

A~

also positive definite. Using Equation (7.10), 3 in Equation (7.17) is also positive

ZE+1

definite since, for a symmetric positive definite matrix, the solution to the NKPA also

and X in

results in symmetric positive definite matrices [169]. Therefore, X, -
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Equation (7.17) are positive definite. Since all the particles correspond to positive
definite matrices, the updated particles also correspond to positive definite matrices.

This ensures that the proposed covariance matrix estimate is always positive definite.
7.4.2 Simulations

We demonstrated the PF implementation of the covariance estimation using an
linear frequency modulated (LFM) signal with bandwidth f;=15 MHz, f.=9.375
GHz carrier frequency, Tpp, =2 ms, N, =11 pulses per dwell, N; =6 samples, [8,000
8,300] m validation gate range, 10 m range resolution, 30 range bins and 60 rpm beam
scan rate. The initial covariance matrix 3, was obtain assuming compound Gaussian
distributed clutter whose speckle and texture correlation was based on real clutter
from the Osborne Head Gunnery Range (OHGR) IPIX radar [110, 161]. The speckle
samples were drawn from a circularly symmetric complex Gaussian distribution, and
the texture components were distributed based on a gamma distribution. The sample
covariance matrix was calculated from 3,300 independent dwell measurements. The
fast time clutter measurement was obtained by drawing samples from a complex
Gaussian distribution with the covariance matrix derived at each dwell using Equation
(7.17). Figure 7.3 shows the transitioned covariance matrices at dwells 5 and 40. As
can be seen from the figure, the covariance matrix structure at dwell 40 evolved
differently from dwell 5 in accordance with the selected state transition matrix F in
Equation (7.8).

We compared the mean-squared error (MSE) between the true and estimated
temporal and spatial covariance matrices using a varying number of (50, 100, 250,
and 500) particles in Figure 7.4, averaged over 25 Monte Carlo simulations. Also
shown is the tracking MSE for the sample covariance matrix and its corresponding

NKPA. The sample covariance matrix is obtained by averaging the measurement from
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(a) (b)

Figure 7.3: Sea Clutter Covariance Matrix: (a) Dwell 5; and (b) Dwell 40.

five dwells. The tracking MSE for the sample covariance matrix is much higher; the
MSE is somewhat reduced when the NKPA of the sample covariance matrix is used.
The tracking MSE of our proposed estimation approach outperformed the other two
methods. The improved performance of the covariance matrix estimation is due to
exploiting the underlying physical model of the sea structure using the transition
matrix F in Equation (7.8). Note that the tracking MSE can also be reduced by

increasing the number of particles.

7.5 Track-before-detect Filtering in Sea Clutter

7.5.1 'Track-before-detect Filtering Formulation with Clutter

In this section, we use the proposed NKPA-based covariance matrix estimation
to track a low observable target in the presence of sea clutter. We consider a target

moving in a two-dimensional (2-D) plane with state vector x = [z, @1 yx Ux|*, where

(k,yx) and (&g, gr) are the 2-D Cartesian coordinates of the target position and
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velocity, respectively, at the kth dwell. The target state is modeled as x; =Fx;_1 +
wy, where F is a state transition matrix for a constant velocity model described in
Equation (2.6) and wy, is the modeling error.

The single target efficient PF based TBDF algorithm [53] described in Section
3.3 is modified for use with the measurement model. Using this algorithm, a target
leaving the FOV and a target already in the FOV are represented by two sets of
particles. The posterior probability density of the target is obtained as a weighted
combination of the particles from both sets. The measurement component associated
with the target is also present in the neighborhood of the range bin under testing (in
which the target is present). This component is governed by the correlation properties
of the transmitted signal [45]. Thus, detection and tracking must be performed using

all the neighborhood range bins, including the range bin under testing. Specifically,
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for a target present at range bin (j, the measurement data is extracted from the

measurement matrix Zy (that contains both the target and clutter) as

(Z, Gk — N O] ZalGh— Ninl] . ZilGe — N, Ny — 1]]
Zr(, = Vec Z,[C, O] Z.[C, 1] . Z,[Cr, Np — 1]
Zk[<k+Nh,0] Zk[Ck—FNh,l] Zk[Ck—i-Nh,Np—l]

where Nj, is the number of neighborhood bins. The covariance matrix 3 that

Zhc,
corresponds to this vector is a principal sub-matrix of the full covariance matrix
estimated in Section 7.2.4. This sub-matrix is also positive definite since any prin-
cipal sub-matrix of a positive definite matrix is also positive definite [172]. Figure
7.5 illustrates the extraction of a submatrix from a complete covariance matrix for
N,=5,N,=1and (, =3.

In an actual tracking application, estimating the clutter covariance matrix is a
challenging problem as the measurements include the target component. In practice,
the clutter is assumed homogeneous so that the clutter covariance can be estimated
using range bins in the neighborhood of the range bin under testing. If the clutter is
heterogeneous, then this assumption can lead to poor detection performance. Here,
we exploit the state space clutter model to predict the clutter covariance matrix
pX

from the previous clutter covariance matrix estimate 3 Specifically,

Zk,(p, Zk—kg,(p °

we assume that the probability that the target is still present in range bin (; at the

(k — ko)th dwell is very low. Thus, the sub-matrix 3 can be extracted from the

Zk,Cp,
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Figure 7.5: Illustration of Extracting a Principal Submatrix.

predicted covariance matrix S, that is obtained as

S = NKPA[(D* @Iy (D'S, , D%, , JFD ' @1ly,)

Zk—kp+1

Szk = NKPA[<D_H ® INv)]FH(DHSQk—1D ® Srk—l)]F(D_l ® INv)]

where NKPA[A] is the NKPA of a matrix A. When a target is present in a range

bin, the corresponding measurement vector is given by

Zh¢, = Ak (Brs Vi) + Chgy

where [ corresponds to the target reflectivity, v, is the target’s Doppler shift and
Cr,¢, represents the clutter vector. If we define the cross-correlation of the transmitted

signal as

Ns—1

as[n] = Z slm|s*[m —n],

m=0

185



then the signal vector ay ¢, is obtained by vectorizing the matrix formed by stacking

the vectors [as[m] as[m]e?? ™ Trr g [m]es?™sNe=DTeri]T iy = — N, ... N, as
_as[_Nh] as[_Nh]ejQﬂ—ykTpRI L as[_Nh]€j27TVk(Np_1)TPRI_
anc, (Bom) —vee | B | @l a Ol g folerm- bt
as[Np)  ag[Np]e?™wTere o q [N,]ed?mr(No=DTers

The detection and tracking is performed using the entirety of the selected vector
Zp .- Assuming that the clutter follows the circularly-symmetrix complex Gaussian

distribution, the likelihood ratio given a target state vector is given by
l(Zk|Xk) = exp {—ZgSZ_]jcka + (Zk - Bkak)HSz_;jgk (Zk - Bkak)}

= exp {—\ﬂk|2a2821 a; + 2R (ﬂ,;*a‘,iS_lckzk)}

&Gk 2k,

where R(.) denotes the real part of a complex number and for notational clarity, we
dropped the suffix (; in z; ¢, and a; ¢, . The above likelihood ratio is a function of the
target reflectivity also. The argument inside the exponential function in the likelihood

ratio can be expanded as

51 4 lais L g2
2. Ho-1 x Ho—1 ___,Hc-1 Ok, 2k kk,¢p, 2k
1B *alSy ¢ 2 + 2R (BrafS,e z) = —afiSyg ax | B S, L ax oS, L a

Since & ék is a positive definite matrix, agSk_, %k a; > 0, and the exponential argument

is maximized only when

Hg-1

k .
Ho-1
akSk’Ckak,
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The generalized likelihood function is derived by substituting this value of ;. in the

likelihood function,

k¢, Bk

o |allS, ¢ 7kl
lzg|xp) = exp{aﬂks—f .

For real (3, the likelihood ratio is maximized when,
_ Ratsha)
a‘,iS,; ék ay,
and the corresponding generalized likelihood ratio is written as

RS, L zx)]?
Uz|x) = eXp{M}.

Heo—1
akSk,(kak

The above derived likelihood ratio is used in the particle update stage of the efficient

PF based TBDF algorithm in Section 3.3.
7.5.2 Simulations

We applied the clutter estimation approach to a target tracking problem with
similar parameters as in the previous simulation. We compared the performance of
the algorithm to track a low observable target moving at constant velocity under
varying SCR values. The target is assumed to leave and enter the FOV at dwells
5 and 30, respectively. The initial position and velocity for the target were set to
(5,825.7, 5,825.7) m and (-5.4, -5.4) m/s, respectively. Figures 7.6(a), 7.6(b), and
7.6(c) show the measurement matrix for 9, 6, 3 dB SCRs, respectively. The target
is hardly visible at 6 dB and 3 dB SCR values and the clutter distribution is spiky
in nature with lots of target like components. Figure 7.7 shows the cross correlation
of the baseband signal for different time lags. The cross-correlation is dominated by
the correlation at zero time lag and it dominates even more when the bandwidth of

the baseband signal is increased. Since the main objective of the TBDF method is
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Figure 7.6: Pulse Doppler Radar Measurements: (a) SCR = 9dB; (b) SCR = 6 dB;

and (c) SCR = 3 dB.

to track a target under low SCR conditions, the low energy cross-correlation values
do not significantly contribute to the detection of a target in the presence of high

clutter, we thus set N, = 3.

real
imaginary

Cross—correlation of baseband signal

_1 L
-5 0 5
Lag, samples

Figure 7.7: Cross-Correlation of the Baseband Signal.

The PF used 500 particles when the target survived and 2,500 particles when the
target entered the FOV. The tracking error is quantified using the OSPA metric with

parameters ¢ =100 and p=2 [105], averaged over 25 Monte Carlo simulations. The
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tracking performance was analyzed under two conditions: (i) the measurement was
generated as in Equation (7.10) and the covariance was estimated using Equations
(7.15) and (7.17); (ii) both the measurement and the covariance followed the NKPA
in Equations (7.15) and (7.17). Figures 7.11(a) and 7.11(c) show the probability of
target existence and the tracking error for different SCRs. The latency in detecting
a target increased as the SCR decreased. Similarly, there was delay in detecting a
target leaving the FOV. The probability of detection was very low at 3 dB SCR and
the tracking error was high. As the probability of detection was in general low, the
probability of detecting a target leaving the FOV at 3 dB was also low, as evident
by lower OSPA values during dwells 30-35. At 6 dB SCR, the probability of detec-
tion increased when the true model did not follow the NKPA; however, this did not
result in improved tracking performance due to the higher OPSA values. In general,
the tracking performance improved when the true and assumed models followed the
NKPA. Nevertheless, the performance did not degrade significantly when the assumed
(but not the true) model followed the NKPA. This result is relevant to real target
tracking applications since, even if the actual covariance does not completely follow
the KP structure, we can apply the NKPA without significantly affecting the tracking
performance.

In the next simulation, we compare the tracking performance of the NKPA method
with a TBDF method discussed in the previous chapter. Specifically, we used the
asymptotic, linear quadratic (LQ) method discussed in Section 6.5.1 with the com-
pound Gaussian assumption (CG-LQ). The covariance matrix for the likelihood func-
tion in Equation (6.16) is estimated using the normalized sample covariance method
in Equation (6.19). The measurements are generated such that the KP property is
not maintained. Figure 7.9 compares the tracking performance at 12, 9, 6 and 3 dB

SCR conditions. The tracking performance of both the NKPA and CG-LQ methods

189



1 : OO0 N : : 100 0 Q- : : T
}
ol | ool ) ooooqoooQ ,“ ]
! Q
1
08f . 80f ooeq |. .1 .
@ 1 Q |I
o U 1 )
§07f g 700 | A‘ | oa 1
2 1A ¢
3 06l . 601 1\ A ¢ ]
'0'5 £
< — : ® A0 ¢
S 05} f —e&— scr=9dB 1 < sof 1 e ? ]
5 —A— scr=6 dB a 1 —&—scr=9.dB ¢
EXS —e— scr=3dB J prys || \--| =& scr=6 dB * 1
o —6—scr=3dB 1
[] J
£ 03 30l ' A . 1 A* ,
a A 1
\ \
02 200 . &\ b
Q >
0.1 10 Q. A
0 DOOOVE i i i — 0 i i i i i i ‘
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Dwell, k Dwell, k
(a) (b)

Figure 7.8: (a) Probability of Target Existence; and (b) Tracking Error for Varying

SCR: True and Assumed KP Models (Solid), and Assumed KP Model Only (Dash).

1.2 120 T T T T T T T
—scr=12dB scr=9 dB scr=6 dB scr=3dB
—scr=12dB scr=9 dB scr=6 dB scr=3dB
1r 1 100
@
o
5
% 08f 1 80
x
o
,g £
S 06f 1 & 60f
e 0
S
> o]
.‘;;
S 04r 1 401
[
a
0.2 1 20+
0 0
0 45 0
(a) (b)

Figure 7.9: (a) Probability of Target Existence; and (b) Tracking Error for Varying
SCR: KP (Solid) and CG-LQ (Dash).

are comparable at 12 dB SCR. At lower SCR conditions, the target existence proba-

bility shown in Figure 7.9(a) is very different between the two methods. Specifically,
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the CG-LQ method with the independent range bin assumption results in very poor
detection performance when the range bins in the measurement are correlated. On
the other hand, the NKPA method processed with the space-time covariance matrix
produces a much improved detection performance. The tracking performance shown
in Figure 7.9(b) also follows a similar trend. Specifically, the tracking error using the
NKPA method becomes significantly higher at 3 dB SCR, whereas with the CG-LQ
method, the performance starts to deteriorate at 6 dB SCR. Therefore, by using the

estimated space-time covariance matrix, we can expect to get improved detection and

tracking performance.
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Figure 7.10: (a) Real Sea Clutter Embedded with Synthetic Target at 12 dB SCR; and
(b) Probability of Target Existence Probability Comparison with Real Sea Clutter:
KP (Solid) and CG-LQ (Dash).

In the next simulation, we used the real sea clutter measurement from the IPIX
radar described in Section 7.3 in which the pulse width of the radar is N, = 800
samples. The measurement corresponding to the target is synthetically generated

using the same parameters used in the IPIX radar. The FOV is set at [8,220 8,268.5]
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m resulting in 33 range bins at 1.5 m resolution and the number of pulses used for
coherent processing is set at N, = 11 and N, =1. The (33 x 11) clutter measurements
are obtained using Equation (7.4) by matched filtering the raw measurements from
832 range bins that are extracted from the real recordings. The target associated
measurement, dwells are synthesized from the reflectivity matrix that contains 1632
range bins. The initial states for the target is set at (5,839.8 5,839.8) m and (-5.4 -5.4)
m/s, and the target enters and leaves the FOV at time steps 5 and 30, respectively.
Figure 7.10(a) shows the real sea clutter mixed with the synthetic target associated
measurement at 12 dB SCR. The tracking performance of the NKPA and the CG-LQ
methods is compared at 12, 9 and 6 dB SCR conditions at the matched filter output.
The tracking performance was compared by setting the OSPA parameters to ¢ =40
and p=2. Figure 7.10(b) shows the estimated target existence probability for both
methods. As the clutter level is increased, it takes more time to detect the target
with both methods. However, the detection rate of the CG-LQ method is significantly
worse at 9 and 6 dB SCR. Figure 7.11 shows the corresponding tracking performance
for both methods. When compared with the NKPA method, the CG-LQ method
takes more time to detect a target when the SCR is reduced. Moreover, at 6 dB SCR,
the localization error is also poor in addition to an increased cardinality error. Thus,
for real sea clutter measurements, the NKPA method provides promising results when
compared with the CG-LQ method in which the clutter statistics are computed from

the neighbourhood range bins that are not independent of each other.
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Chapter 8

CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

8.1 Conclusion

In this thesis, we derived a track-before-detect filter (TBDF) algorithm to track
a varying number of targets under low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and low signal-to-
clutter ratio (SCR) conditions that can be implemented using sequential Monte Carlo
(SMC) techniques. The multiple target TBDF estimates the target states under all
possible target existence combinations or modes using the derived multiple target joint
posterior probability density function. The resulting multiple mode multiple target
TBDF (MM-MT-TBDF) approach can keep track of targets entering or leaving a
scene, and only the maximum number of targets over the duration of a track needs to
be assumed known; the value of this number can be selected based on the application.
As we demonstrated, the proposed MM-MT-TBDF algorithm resulted in adequate
tracking performance, using the OSPA metric, when the SNR was as low as 0 dB.
The algorithm was also shown to successfully track a much larger number of targets
than other proposed methods in the literature. We also demonstrate that the MM-
MT-TBDF performed better when compared to the probability hypothesis density
TBDF for a simulation example using image measurements.

The MM-MT-TBDF is computationally expensive as most multiple target tracking
algorithms due to the large number of combinatorial choices that need to be com-
puted. In order to reduce the computational complexity without greatly affecting the
tracking accuracy under severe tracking conditions, we introduced various techniques

such as partition based proposal sampling. One of the inherent disadvantages with
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the proposed algorithm is that the number of modes can grow exponentially as a
function of the maximum number of targets. We mitigated this problem by using a
decision-directed approach in which the estimated mode transition and target pres-
ence probabilities are used to control whether to run a particle filter that corresponds
to a particular mode transition. By using the decision-directed approach, the com-
putational load becomes a linear function of the maximum number of targets. This
problem can be further simplified by dynamically changing the maximum number of
targets. Specifically, the maximum number of targets can be increased or decreased
depending on the current estimate of the number of targets.

The computational load of the MM-MT-TBDF approach is also affected by the
significant number of new particles required to accurately detect when a new target
enters the field of view (FOV). This large number of particles is required as no a
priort information is assumed on the new target. Techniques such as constrained
particles filters [107] that assume that the kinematic state of a target that follows
a pre-determined pattern can be easily integrated into our method. The a priori
information used in knowledge aided radars [175] can also be exploited to reduce
the number of new particles. The algorithm architecture of the MM-MT-TBDF
also allows the implementation of the multiple particle filters (PFs) in a parallel
computing system [176]. Since the mode conditioned particle filters are independent
of each other, our proposed algorithm can run faster in a parallel computing system.
Moreover, the algorithm architecture also provides flexibility in assigning different
number of particles to approximate different mode-conditioned density functions.

In this thesis, we established a new paradigm for multiple target tracking based
on target existence modes that is not restricted to low SNR conditions as originally
designed for. Multiple target tracking with a dynamically varying number of targets
is a difficult problem both for low and high SNRs. The MM-MT-TBDF can also be
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used under high SNR conditions, and we demonstrated that for a given number of
particles, the tracking error reduces, as the SNR increases. We can therefore deduce
that at higher SNR scenarios, we need a much smaller number of particles than when
for tracking low observable targets. Thus, under high SNR conditions, the algorithm’s
computational complexity can be further reduced by adjusting the number of particles
used in each PF.

When conventional detect before track methods are used to track targets in the
presence of clutter, they assume certain average number of clutters per measurement,
spatial distribution of clutter and probability of detection. Our proposed algorithm
does not require knowledge of these model parameters as we can integrate it with
methods to directly estimate clutter parameters from the measurements. We investi-
gate the performance of the algorithm in both low and high resolution radars, and in
particular, we concentrated on tracking scenes with high resolution radar in sea clutter
environment. We used the sea clutter compound Gaussian model at different levels of
sea spikes and clutter intensity levels. We also demonstrated the tracking capability
of our algorithm for slow moving target scenarios, where a simple Doppler domain
filtering cannot significantly improve tracking performance. The texture component
of the compound Gaussian model is assumed deterministic and a generalized likeli-
hood function is derived along with the maximum likelihood estimate of time varying
deterministic texture. The improved tracking performance of this generalized likeli-
hood function is then demonstrated by comparing with the tracking performance of
the conventional sub-optimal likelihood function that assumes random texture com-
ponent. One of the many challenges of target tracking in clutter is the estimation of
clutter statistics. As most clutter parameter estimation methods use neighbourhood
range and range rate bins, both target detector and tracker performance significantly

degrade if the clutter is non-homogeneous in nature. We provided a state space model
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based approach to dynamically track the space-time covariance matrix of clutter and
used the Kronecker product (KP) assumption to reduce the computational complexity

of the covariance estimation algorithm.
8.2  Future Work

The KP approximation error for the space-time covariance matrix can be improved
further by decomposing the space-time covariance matrix into a sum of many KP
matrices [177]. Recent efforts in knowledge aided radars provide some promising
results in accurately estimating the clutter covariance matrix [178, 179]. We thus
plan to investigate some of these results in order to extend our KP approach to
non-homogeneous clutter in a knowledge aided radar framework [180]. Although the
compound Gaussian model has been proven to provide and adequate characterization
of the sea clutter, we need to investigate more dynamic models [165] to track the fast
varying nature of sea clutter. The proposed multiple target method can also be
extended to support agile radar processing similar to the method described for single
target TBDF in [104]. Finally, our proposed algorithm can be easily modified to
include some of the methods already developed to support realistic radar applications.
Specifically, the algorithm can be modified to support fluctuating target associated
signal intensity [55], Rayleigh measurement noise [53], complex measurements [56]

and dependent measurements [181].
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Property 1: Given four matrices X, X, X3, and Xy with dimensions (L x M),
(M x N), (P x @), and (Q x R), respectively, the product of two matrices in KP

form can be written as
<X1 ® X3)(X2 ® X4) == X1X2 ® X3X4. (Al)

The dimension of the product matrix is (LP x NR).
Property 2: If an (L x P) matrix U can be decomposed into three matrices Xy,
D, and X, with dimensions (L x M), (M x N) and (N x P), respectively, then the

matrix U can be vectorized into an (LP x 1) vector using the KP property
if U=X;DX,, then vec(U) = (X§® X;)vec(D) (A.2)

where vec(U) is the vector obtained by stacking all the columns of matrix U.
Property 3: The trace of a KP matrix is the product of the trace of individual

matrices,
tr(U®@ V) = tr(U)tr(V). (A.3)

Property 4: Given two square matrices U and V with dimensions (M x M) and

(N x N) respectively, the determinant of the KP of these matrices can be written as
U V|=[UMNV" (A4)

Property 5: Given two square and invertible matrices U and V with dimensions
(M x M) and (N x N) respectively, the inverse of the KP of these matrices is the

KP of the inverse matrices U™ and V71,

(UeV)!l=U'leV™?. (A.5)
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