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Abstract: The target detection of the passive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) radar that
is comprised of multiple illuminators of opportunity and multiple receivers is investigated in this
paper. In the passive MIMO radar, the transmitted signals of illuminators of opportunity are
totally unknown, and the received signals are contaminated by the colored Gaussian noise with an
unknown covariance matrix. The generalized likelihood ratio test (GLRT) is explored for the passive
MIMO radar when the channel coefficients are also unknown, and the closed-form GLRT is derived.
Compared with the GLRT with unknown transmitted signals and channel coefficients but a known
covariance matrix, the proposed method is applicable for a more practical case whenthe covariance
matrix of colored noise is unknown, although it has higher computational complexity. Moreover, the
proposed GLRT can achieve similar performance as the GLRT with the known covariance matrix
when the number of training samples is large enough. Finally, the effectiveness of the proposed
GLRT is verified by several numerical examples.

Keywords: radar detection; passive radar; colored Gaussian noise; generalized likelihood ratio test;
multiple-input multiple-output

1. Introduction

In the field of radar, passive radar has been an important research area [1-28]. In
passive radar, the transmitters are usually the noncooperative illuminators of opportu-
nity. These illuminators can be digital audio broadcast stations [26], digital television
stations [27], or commercial cellular phone base stations [28]. Compared with active
radar [29-39], passive radar requires less infrastructure, and is also covert and low-cost,
since passive radar does not require to be equipped with its own transmitters. Due to this,
passive radar has been attracted great attention.

Compared with active radar that knows the transmitted signal, passive radar does
not know the transmitted signal, which complicates target detection for passive radar.
For passive radar detection, according to the property of the transmitted signal of the
illuminator of opportunity, the unknown transmitted signal is usually modeled as either
a stochastic model or a deterministic model. For the stochastic model, the transmitted
signal is usually modeled as a stochastic process, while it is deterministic but unknown
for the deterministic model. For the deterministic model, the traditional method that
utilizes the correlation between the direct-path (transmitter to receiver) and target-path
(transmitter to target to receiver) signals is proposed in [1]. However, the performance of
the method in [1] will be significantly degraded when the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of the
received direct-path signal is low. To improve the detection performance of passive radar,
the generalized likelihood ratio test (GLRT) [40] is proposed in [2], in which the unknown
parameters are replaced with the corresponding maximum likelihood estimates (MLEs).
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Moreover, for a bistatic passive polarimetric radar network, the GLRT is explored in [4].
For the stochastic model, the GLRT for a multistatic passive radar is investigated in [5],
where the unknown transmitted signal of the illuminator of opportunity is treated as a
stochastic process.

In general, the transmit power of the employed noncooperative illuminators of op-
portunity in passive radar is low, which limits the performance of target detection. Never-
theless, the detection performance of passive radar can be improved by utilizing multiple
illumators and receivers [7], named passive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) radar
in [23]. In [8], a linear fusion method is proposed for the passive MIMO radar. In this
method, for each receiver and transmitter pair of the passive MIMO radar, the cross-
correlation between the received target-path and direct-path signals is computed first,
and then the weighted combination of those cross correlations forms the final test. The
weights are optimized according to a revised deflection coefficient criterion. For passive
MIMO radar comprised of multiple illuminators, the GLRT is investigated in [9]. To obtain
the GLRT requires obtaining the unknown parameters estimations. In [41], based on the
expectation-maximization principle, the authors propose an iterative estimator to estimate
the target delay and Doppler for the bistatic radar, where the unknown signal transmit-
ted from the noncooperative illuminators of opportunity is molded as an autoregressive
process. Furthermore, in [42] the authors provide a survey of parameter estimation and
target detection with limited data for the phased-array radar, distributed MIMO radar, and
passive radar when the parametric auto-regressive model is used for target detection. To
derive a closed-form detector for the passive MIMO radar, the Rao test is derived in [10].
To reduce the computational complexity, the authors devise a detector for passive/active
MIMO radar in [11]. In [12], the signal transmitted by the noncooperative illuminator of
opportunity is assumed to be a discrete-time, zero-mean, second-order cyclostationary
signal. The most locally powerful, invariant-test-inspireddetector is proposed for the
MIMO passive bistatic radar system, which consists of a transmitter, a reference array, and
a surveillance array. In [13], the signal sequence of the sources of opportunity is treated
as Gaussian random vectors with zero mean and unknown covariance matrices, and the
noises in each surveillance channel and reference channel are assumed to be either indepen-
dent with identical variances or arbitrarily correlated. Under those assumptions, the GLRT
is investigated. In [16], both the Bayesian test and GLRT are derived for passive MIMO
radar when the noise variance is either known or unknown. In [17], the signal format of
the communication signal is exploited to improve the detection performance of the passive
MIMO radar when the variance of white noise is known/unknown. Moreover, in [18], the
GLRT for the passive MIMO radar is derived when the signal format of the communication
signal is known but the covariance matrix of the colored noise is unknown. In [19], it is
assumed that the direct-path signals are not available in the passive MIMO radar, and
the preamble information of the transmitted signals of noncooperative illuminators of
opportunity is known. Moreover, in [19], the noise is assumed to be Gaussian white noise,
and the GLRTs are, respectively, investigated when the white noise variance is known or
unknown. In practice, the signal format and preamble information of transmitted signals
may not be known, and the direct-path signals are usually available. In this case, the GLRT
for the passive MIMO radar network as depicted in Figure 1 is explored in [23]. In [23],
the target-path and direct-path signals are totally unknown, and the covariance matrix of
noise is known or the noise is already whitened. Whitening the noise is non-trivial and
would require some sort of training samples. However, in practice, these whitened data
are unlikely to be present.
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Figure 1. The notional passive MIMO radar consists of two multichannel receiver and two transmitters.

In this paper, we consider a more practical case where the covariance matrix of colored
noise in a passive MIMO radar network is unknown, i.e., the colored noise is un-whitened,
and the GLRT will be developed. The developed GLRT can simultaneously estimate the
statistics of the colored noise while performing the passive radar target detection. This is a
very practical problem: passive radar detection in un-whitened colored noise, for which
GLRT-based algorithms have not yet been published to date. These algorithms are highly
nontrivial and do not follow easily from the work in [23]. Moreover, the developed GLRT
approaches the previous GLRT performance with the known covariance matrix when the
number of training samples used to estimate the covariance matrix is increased.

The major technical contributions of this paper are summarized as follows. (1) We
proposed a target detection method for the passive MIMO radar when the transmitted
signal, channel coefficients, and covariance matrix of colored Gaussian noise are unknown.
(2) A closed-form GLRT is derived in this paper.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the signal model
and assumption are developed. In Section 3, the GLRT for the passive MIMO radar with
unknown colored noise is derived. Numerical results are presented in Section 4. Finally,
conclusions are drawn in Section 5.

2. Signal Model and Assumption

In this section, the assumptions of a passive MIMO radar network will be made and
the signal model will be constructed.

In this paper, we assume that there are N; receivers and N; transmitters in the passive
MIMO radar network. In each receiver, there is an antenna array which can separate
the direct-path and target-path signals by spatial filtering [23]. Suppose that the signals
transmitted by different noncooperative illuminators of opportunity or transmitters occupy
different frequency bands (In a cellular system, this is usually true for the signals transmit-
ted by neighboring base stations in order to minimize the mutual interference.) [23]. Hence,
the received signals due to the transmission from different transmitter can be separated
by frequency domain. Moreover, suppose that in the received signals, the clutter has been
suppressed by clutter cancellation techniques [20,43], which is the same assumption made
in [23].

For each hypothesized range-Doppler cell under test, passive MIMO radar requires
to determine whether there is a target or not. For each range-Doppler cell under test, the
Doppler shift and range are known, which can be used to compensate the Doppler shift
and time delay of the received signal.

Following the compensation in [23], after delay-Doppler compensation, the target-
path signal (surveillance channel signal) vector of N time samples at the jth receiver due
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to the transmission from the ith transmitter is represented as yf/j = {yf-’j(O),yf’j(l),. e

T
'H j (N — 1)} , and the direct-path signal (reference channel signal) vector of N time samples
at the jth receiver due to the transmission from the ith transmitter is represented as

T
¥l =[50, 90, yi(N=1)] fori=0,1,...,N;—1andj=0,1,...,N,~1,as

per the model in [23], where (-)T denotes the transpose operator.

Similar to [29], we suppose that the training samples, i.e., secondary data, are available,
and they have the same probability distribution as the colored Gaussian noise in the
reference and surveillance channels (the training samples can be obtained by monitoring
the frequency bands, which do not have a communication signal in them). Moreover,
suppose that for each receiver and transmitter pair we can obtain K training samples, and
the kth training samples obtained in the jth receiver and in the frequency band occupied by

the ith transmitter is y;f]-’k = {yzj’k(O),ijlk(l), . 'y?,j,k(N - 1)} T, fori=0,1,...,N;—1,
j=01...,N—1,andk=0,1,..., K- 1.

For the target detection in passive MIMO radar, under hypothesis Hj, i.e., target
present, the compensated signals and secondary data can be represented as

Hi:yj; = pijsi+ni;

Yij = Hijsi+ng;
Yijk = Nijj 1)
Under hypothesis Hy, i.e., target absent, the compensated signals and secondary data

can be described as
Hy: y?r]- = nf/j

Yij = MijSi+n;
ij,k = nl’f]-’k. ()
In (1) and (2), p j and p} j respectively denote the complex reference and surveillance chan-

nel coefficients from the ith transmitter to the jth receiver, s; = [s;(0),s;(1),...,s;(N —1)]" is

an N x 1 vector collecting the unknown transmitted signal samples of the ith transmitter,
T

the N x 1 vectors nf/]. = {nf,j(o),nf.,j(l),...,nf,].(N — 1)} and nlf,]. = [nlf,j(O),nlf,j(l),. .,

r.

i,j

cused on the transmission from the ith transmitter, respectively, and the N x 1 vector

T
nt (N — 1)} denote the surveillance and reference channel noise at the jth receiver fo-

n} k= {n? j,k(o)' nfgrk(l), o nt j,k(N — 1)} ! denotes the kth training samples obtained at
the jth receiver focused on the transmission from the ith transmitter.

Suppose that the colored noise vectors n?,j’ nf/]-, and n?,j,k' fori =0,1,...,N; — 1,
j=01,...,N—1,k=0,1,...,K—1 are all independent identically distributed, and each
of them is the Gaussian random vector with zero mean and covariance matrix £ € CN*N,
where X is a positive definite matrix, which is assumed to be unknown in this paper.

3. GLRT for Passive MIMO Radar

In this section, the probability distribution of the received signal is formulated and the
GLRT for passive MIMO radar is investigated.
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3.1. Probability Distribution of Received Signal

Following the assumption in Section II, under hypothesis Hj, the joint conditional
probability density function (PDF) of the received target-path signal, direct-path signal,
and secondary data in (1) is

) 1 Ni—1N,—1
r S n r s - = —
POLYL YIRS E) = S P ;0 =

K-1

n 271 n
§ l, Yi,j,k y ik
k=0

H H
+ (Y?,j - H?,jsi) ! (Y?,j - Vf,jsi) + (er,j - y;‘,jsi> ! (er',j - V;,jsi)] }/ @)
where ¢y = NiN;(K +2), || represents the determinant of a matrix, (-)f denotes Hermi-

T T
tian conjugate operator, y" = [(y(r)) T (v}) T, (y;lt—l) } represents the received signal
T
vector that collects all the reference channel samples with y; = [ylflo,yf,/l, . ,ylr,/Nﬁl} ,
T
ys = [(y(s) )T, (Y§)T' .., (y“}’\h_1> } denotes the received signal vector that collects all
T
the surveillance channel samples with y$ = {yf,o, Vi yls.lNﬁJ Ly = [(yg’) T (y}) T

T
T
R (y”Nr_l) } represents the received signal vector that collects all the training sam-

T T T T

ples with y? = [(yfo) / ()'21) reees (YZN,,J ] and y;; = [YZ]‘,O' Yijire 'IY?,]‘,KA} ’
T T

wo= [(”6 ) r (u) T (yf\]ﬁl) } denotes the vector that collects all the reference chan-

T T
nel coefficients with ! = {V;,Of TP ‘M;,,Nr*1:| S Y= [(y%)T, (yi)T,..., (yﬁ\]t_l) }

represents the vector that collects all the surveillance channel coefficients with pf =

T T T 7T ,
{yio, yfll, oL, V?,N,—l] ,and s = [(so) ,(81)" ..., (sn,—1) ] collects the s; for all i.
Under hypothesis Hy, the joint conditional PDF of the received target-path and direct-
path signals, and secondary data in (2) is

Ni—1N,—1 [K—l

Z n H 271 n
Yijk Yijk

1
0/ " S 1|7 _ _
Py Yyl s ) _7-(N002|Coexp{ L

i=0 j=0
N (y;]- B yf,]-Si)Hzil (er',j _ yl?,].s,') + (yf,;)HZl}’?,j] } 4)

3.2. GLRT Derivation

According to the Neyman-Pearson Lemma [44,45], we can obtain that the likelihood
ratio test has the largest detection probability when the probability of false alarm (Pg,)
is fixed. Nevertheless, for the problem considered in this paper, the likelihood ratio test
can not be obtained because the PDF of the received signals depends on the unknown
channel coefficients, transmitted signals, and covariance matrix of colored noise. To solve
this problem, a typical method is to use the maximum likelihood estimates of unknown
parameters as the true values. This method is called GLRT. The GLRT for our problem will
be investigated in this subsection.

For the passive MIMO radar, the GLRT can be written as

.o 1" vS v |y" 145 X
maxy ussx Py, y, y' W, 1, s X) L -
maXxyr s,z pO(yr,ys,ynwr, s, Z) 7
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where 7 is the detection threshold which is usually determined according to a desired Py,
in practice.
The GLRT in (5) can also be written as

H
max_I'(y",y*,y"|w', 1, s, £) — max lo(yr,ys,Y”lﬂ’,sfi)El'ro, (6)
WopwsX wosx Ho

where 70 = Inv, I°(y", y°, y"| #', s, ) = Inp°(y",y°, y" i, 5, E) and I' (v, y*, y" W', °, 5, E)
=Inp'(y’, y°, y'|#', p°, s, £) denote the log-likelihood functions under Hy and Hj, re-
spectively.

From (3), the log-likelihood function under H; is

—1N,—1

ll(yr,ys,yn”lr,”s,s’ )—C17COIH|Z|* Z Z [Z (YZ],> - Y1,],

+(x;- y;].si)Hz*l (3= mijsi) +(vi; - V{jsi)HZ*l (vi;- ﬂ?,jsi)}, @)
where ¢c; = —NN;N; (K +2) In 7.

Similarly, from (4), the log-likelihood function under Hy is

—1N,—1

H
Py, ¥, y"W',s, E) =c1 — coIn|Z|— 2 Z [2 (Y?,j,k) 7yl

(v yz,jsJHZ* (=) + (1) =0 ) @

In order to obtain the optimal solution to the problem in (6), the optimal solution to
the optimization problem

max 'y, y*,y" |, w5, E) ©)
Wy s,x
is required to be obtained.
To obtain the optimal solution to the optimization problem in (9), let the derivative
of (7) with respect to the covariance matrix X be the zero matrix, and then we can achieve

= Clo Z\th(:)l erl [(Y;,j - V;,jsi) (Y?,j - H?,jsi)H + (Yf,j - st',jsi) (Yf,j - st‘,jsi)H
+ k_ZO Yiik (y?,j,k)H] : (10)

where £ satisfies (9) for any s;, yl] yl] =01,...,N—-1,j=0,1,...,N, — 1.
According to Theorem 3.1.4 in [46], £ will be a positive definite matrix with probability
1if and only if

N < NiN, (K +2). (11)
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Suppose that the inequation in (11) is satisfied. Replacing X in (7) with £ in (10) and
utilizing the formula xHAX = tr (AxxH) , (7) can be rewritten as

Ni—1N,—1K—1

H, _
Ny y' W s £) =c—colnlZ]- ) ) [(%k) 5y
i=0 j=0 k=0

(v~ migsi) g (vi;—wijsi) + (i - #?,jSi)Hf_l (v3;- st‘,jsi)}

—1N,—1K-1
=c1 —Cp ln|Z|tr< 2 Z Z [YZ,], (Yz,], )
i=0 j=0 k=
H H
(v =) (v =)+ (33— i) (33— i) ) 12)
—e1 — coln[] ~tr(NN (K + 2) 1) (13)
=c1+C — (o ln|£‘|, (14)

where in going from (12) to (13) we use (10), c; = —NN;N,(K + 2), and I represents an
N x N identity matrix.
Let Y5, = [Ys, Y,] denote the N x 2N, Ny matrix that collects all the received surveillance

and reference channel signals, where Y; = [Y(s), Yi, ..., Yﬁ\]r_l},Yr = [Y(’), Yl .., Y?\It—l}'

Y; = [ ¥io Viu o Yinr |oand Y = [ yio iy oo yin o | fori =01, N~ 1.
LetS =[sg, s1, ..., sN,—1 | denote an N x N; matrix that collects all the unknown trans-
mit signals. Let Uy, = [Us, U] represent an N; x 2NN, matrix which collects all the surveil-

lance and reference channel coefficients, where U = blkdiag{ )T, W7, -, ()T },
U, = blkdiag{ )T, ()T, ..., (;t;\,tfl)T}, and blkdiag{Ay, Aj,...,A,} denote the
block diagonal matrix with the main diagonal elements being the matrix blocks.

Then (10) can also be rewritten as

1
« [(Yer = SU) (Yer = SUs) ™ + R, (15)

2:

where
—1N,—1K—

R, = Z Z ZyUk(yUk) : (16)
i=0 k=0
Using (15), the optimization problem in (9) can be rewritten as
;}};{gll ¥y ws £) = g\g:fll vy y"IS, Us, £) = max ¢ + 2~ ¢ In|Z]. (17)
We can see that the log-likelihood function in (17) can be viewed as either a function

of ', y°, s, and %, or a function of S, Uy, and X.
Ignoring the constant terms in (17), the optimization problem in (17) can be rewritten as

min In|£|. (18)
Note that
. 1
=% ‘ (Yer — SUy) (Ysr — SUg )™ + Ry, (19)
0

Using Theorem 3.1.4 in [46], we can achieve that the matrix

Q =Ry + (Yo — SUsr)(Ysr - SUsr)H = COﬁ (20)
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which is a positive definite matrix with probability one, if
N < NiN;(K +2). (21)

If the inequation in (21) satisfies, then £in (19)is a positive definite matrix with
probability one. In order to minimize In|£| with respect to S for any U, as in (18), let the
derivative of ln|f2] with respect to S* be the zero matrix, i.e.,

dln|E _100Q _ _ _
as|* - tr{Q 135*} = —Q 'Y, Ul + Q7 'sU,UE = 07! (SU,, UL - Y, UH ) =0, (22)
where (-)* represents the conjugate operator.
Since the matrix Q7! is a nonsingular matrix, from (22) we can obtain the S that
satisfies (18) for any Us, as

N 1
§ =y, Ut (US,U§) ) (23)

where (A)" denotes the Moore Penrose inverse of A.
Using (23), the optimization problem in (18) can be rewritten as
. ~ - \H

min R, + (Ysr - YsrUsr) (Ysr - YsrUsr)

sr

, (24)

Whel‘e fjsr - Ug} (UsrUg)str.
Let F be the object function in (24). We can achieve

F :’Rn + (Ysr - Ysrﬁsr) (Ysr - Ysr05r>H’ = ‘Rn + Ysr(IzN,Nt - lstr) (I2N,Nt - Gsr>HY£{r

:’Rn + Yo Py POHYA

, (25)
where

1 - H H\ '
P Ut =hnN = Usr = bnn, — Usy (UsrUsr) Us; (26)

is the orthogonal projection matrix of Ut [47].

Note that Pég = Pég, and Pég Pég = Pég. Hence, (25) can be simplified as

F=|R, + \{S,PliJg Pégyg

_ ‘Rn + YorP G Y.

(27)

Since Pég is orthogonal projection matrix, the eigenvalues of Pég are either 1 or 0.

Using Theorem 21.5.7 in [47], we can obtain that Pég is orthogonally diagonalizable, i.e.,

I 0 _ vi
PIJ-_IH :VDVH — [Vm/ VZNrNt—m] |:0 m m0>< (ZNrNt Wl):| |:VH m :| — valr;lll (28)
r (2NyNy—m) xm 2NyNi—m 2N;N;—m

where D = diag{Im,OZNrNt_m} with 0, denotes an n X n zero matrix, V is an orthog-
onal matrix, i.e., VVH = VHy = Ion,N,, Vi collects the first m column vectors of V,
VN, N,—m collects the last 2N, N; — m column vectors of V, V%Vm =1, V?N"Nﬁme =

02N, Ny—m) xm With 0y denotes an n x m zero matrix, and m = p (Pég) with p(-) repre-

sents the rank of a matrix.
Plugging (28) into (27) yields

F=|R, + Y5, V, VIIYH | (29)
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According to Theorem 3.1.4 in [46], if
NiN;K > N, (30)
the matrix R, will be positively definite with probability one. We assume that (30) is sat-

isfied. By using |An><an><n| = |An><n||Bn><n| and |Im + Amannxm| = |In + anmAmxn|;
(29) can be rewritten as

F =|R,||Iy + R, 1YV, VEYH

= |Rn|

I, + VEYHR-1y v, ] (31)

Since VI,;IVm = I, (31) can be simplified as

F =[Ry||[ViiIon, N, Vi + Vi Yo ,jleer‘
=Rl |VE (Lo, + YERG Yo ) Vi
=R, || V¥V, (32)
where
¥ = L,y + YR, 'Yy (33)

is a 2N;N; x 2N, N; positive definite matrix.
From (32), the optimization problem in (24) can be rewritten as the following opti-
mization problem

i F=|R
min IRy |

subject to VIV, =1,,.

viyy,, ’
(34)

To solve the optimization problem in (34), we introduce Theorem 1 (the proof is given
in Appendix A).

Theorem 1. Let A be an n x n positive Hermitian matrix, and Xy, = [X1,X2, ..., Xm| bean n x m
matrix with m < n. The solution to

argmin | XHAX,|
Xm (35)
subject to - XX, = 1,

is Xy = [%1,%2,...,%Xm|, which collects the m eigenvectors corresponding to the m smallest
eigenvalues of A, i.e., X; € {v1,vp,..., Vi } and X; # X, for i # j, where vy, vy, ..., vy are the m
eigenvectors corresponding to the m smallest eigenvalues of A. Moreover, the optimum value of the
objective function in (35) is the product of m smallest eigenvalues of A.

According to Theorem 1, the optimal solution to (34) is V,;, = [¢p1, ¢,, ..., §,,] and the
optimal value is E(m) = IR,|TT% Aj, where A, fori =1,2,...,2N, Ny, is the eigenvalue
of ¥, 1, is the corresponding eigenvector,and 1 < A; < Ay < --- < Ay, n,- Note that the

optimal value F(m) depends on the rank m = p (PILJH) . Obviously, the smaller the m, the
smaller the optimal value F(m) will be.

Since Pyn = U, = Ul (UsrU§)+Usy is the projection matrix of Ul and the rank of
Ul satisfies p(Ul}) < N;, the rank of Py isp (PUE},) < Nj. Since Pég = In,n, — Pyu, the

rank of PéH satisfies
sr

m :p(Pég) = 2N,N; — p(Pug) > 2NN — Ni. (36)
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Using (36) and Theorem 1, we can obtain that the optimal solution to the optimization
problem in (34) is

Vonn-N, =¥an NN, = [Ilfl/ Yo PN, NN, (37)
and the corresponding optimal value is

. 2Ny Ny —
F(2N,N; — N;) = |Ry| H /\ (38)

The optimal solution Uy, to the optimization problem in (24) is (the proof is shown in
Appendix B)

U, =10vy, (39)

where ¥y, = [lperNt_Nf"l‘l’ PON,N,—Nj+27 - thNrNJ , Q2is any N; x N; invertible diago-
nal matrix, and I' is any N; X N; orthogonal matrix, i.e., I Hr — rrf = In,.
Using (9), (17), and (38), we can obtain
max_I'(y",y*, y" W, p*,s, E) = max I'(y", y°, y" 1", 1", 5, £)
WopsE wopss
:ISI}S::ll (v, y%,y"IS, Us, £) = Isnl?s): c1+cx—coln|E|
F(2N,N; — N, 2Ny Ne = Ni
:cl—l—cQ—colnW:c1+cz+c3—coln<|Rn| IT A, o
0 i=1

where c3 = NN;N; (K + 2) In[N;N; (K + 2)].

Similar to the previous processing, under the hypothesis Hy, the following optimiza-
tion problem is required to be solved

max I°(y",y*, y"[#,s, E). (41)
w8,z

Using the previous estimation method, we can achieve that

Nf Ni {(ylﬁj —upsi) (vh; - #?,]-Si)H +yi (Y?,j>H + IZZ_: Yijik (Y?,f,k)H]
:% (Y%, —SU (Y, — 85U+ Ry, (42)

is the optimal solution to the optimization problem in (41) for any s;, yl’-]-, i=0,1,...,Ny—1,
j=0,1,...,N; — 1, where

—~1N,— ~1N,—1K-1
Rn = Z 2 Y1] (Y1]) + 2 2 Z Y1,], <Y1,], ) . (43)
Substituting (42) into (8) with X = z produces
10 v,y y'|#, s, £) =c1 + 2 — coIn|Z|. (44)
From (44), we can achieve that the optimization problem in (41) can be reformulated as

max lo(yr,ysly”“,{r, s,ﬁ:) = IgllaJX lo(yr,ys,yn|S,U;’,ﬁ) = I;l%x C1 + Cr — (g 11’1|2| (45)
u's ,Ur ,Ur
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In (45), we can see that the log-likelihood function I%(+) can be viewed as either a
function of ", s, and % ora function of S, U,, and £.
Ignoring the constant terms in (45), the optimization problem in (45) can be rewritten as

min In|Z|. (46)
S, U,

Using Theorem 3.1.4 in [46], we can achieve that the matrix £ is a positive definite
matrix with probability one, if

N < NiN;(K +2). (47)

Assume that (47) is true. In order to minimize In|£| with respect to S for any U,
as in (46), let the derivative of In|£| with respect to S be the zero matrix, and we can
achieve that

. t
$=vy,uH (UrUE) . (48)
Using (48), the optimization problem in (46) can be rewritten as

min (Y, = Y,0,) (Y, = %, 0,)" + R, (49)

U,

where U, = Ul (UrU}{)JrUr.

Similar to previous processing, we can achieve that the optimal solution U, to the
problem in (49) is

7 _ r/'HqA/g/H

Ur =T Q ‘I,Nt/ (50)
where ' is any N; x N; invertible diagonal matrix, I’ "is any N; x N; orthogonal matrix,
and ¥y, = {‘”\I,N,—N,H/ ‘l’?xr,NﬁNﬁzf---/‘/’ﬁ\irNJ' in which j, fori =1,2,--- NyN, is
the eigenvector corresponding to the eigenvalue A/ of

¥ = InN, + Y R;, Yr (51)
that is an N;N; x N;N; positive definite matrix,and 1 < Aj <A, < -+ < Ag\] Ny
The optimal value of (49) is
. N,N;—
F'(N;N; — Ni) = |Rgn| H /\’ (52)

Using (41), (45), and (52), we can obtain

max Oy, v, y"#',s, Z) = max I°(y, ¥, y" ¢, s, £) = max I°(y",y*,y"|S, U}, £)

max P S,U,
. F'(N,N;y — N
=maxcy +cy — COh’l|Z|: c1+ ¢y — Colnw
S,U, )
NyN;—
:c1+cz+C3C01n<|Rsn H /\> 9

Substituting (40) and (53) into (6) yields

| Sn| HNrNt N A; 7;1 ,y (54)
| n| HerN[ N{ /\ 4
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i.e., the GLRT is equivalent to

|Rsn| HNrNr N /\: 7;1
|R |H2NrNt N; )\ 7/ (55)
n

where 7 = exp{7°/co}.

3.3. Performance Analysis and Discussion

The computational complexity of the proposed GLRT in (55) is approximately
O(3N? +3N2N;N; + 5NNZN? + NN;N; + 9IN? N} + 2N, N;K). The computational com-
plexity of the GLRT in [23] is approximately O (NNZ?N; + 9N?N?). Obviously, the com-
putational complexity of the proposed method is higher than the GLRT in [23], since the
proposed method does not know the covariance matrix of colored noise, which complicates
the target detection and increases the computational complexity.

In practice, the proposed GLRT will determine whether there is a target or not for
each range and Doppler cell. Hence, for multiple targets that are in different range or
Doppler cells, the proposed GLRT is applicable. That is to say, the proposed GLRT work
for multi-target detection.

4. Simulation

In this section, several simulations results are provided to show the performance of the
proposed GLRT. In the following simulations, when the channel coefficients, transmitted
signal, and covariance matrix of colored noise are unknown, the proposed GLRT is de-
noted by ‘UK CovM’. When the channel coefficients and transmitted signals are unknown
whereas the covariance matrix of colored noise is known, the GLRT in [23] is denoted by ‘K
CovM'. In the simulations, the results are obtained by performing 10°> Monte Carlo experi-
ments. The number of transmitted signal samples, receivers, and transmitters is N = 10,
N; = 2,and N; = 2, respectively. Furthermore, the transmitted signal of the ith transmitter
iss; = exp{j0;}, where 8; € RN*! is a random phase vector with each independent compo-
nent uniformly distributed on [0, 27t] (same as [23]). Suppose that all the independent noise
vectorsm{nl] n? andnljk,for i=01...,Nv-1,j=0,1,...,N,—1,k=0,1,..., K—1}
obey the same complex Gaussian distribution with zero mean and covariance matrix X,
where the mth row and nth column element of X; is m/n, for m < n.

The SNR of the received target-path signal is defined as

—1N,—1

TNR = 2 56
NNrNt NN, N2 ZZ Z | pijsi I, (56)

where 07 represents the colored noise power in the surveillance channel.
The SNR of the received direct-path signal is defined as

—1N,—1

DNR= ———— 2 57
NNrNt% IZ Z | s |1 (57)

where 07 represents the colored noise power in the reference channel.

In the simulation, yfj and P‘?j are randomly drawn from the Gaussian distribution with
zero mean and unit variance. Then, they are scaled to achieve the desired TNR and DNR
according to (56) and (57), respectively.

4.1. Variation of Py with Py,

The dependence of the probability of detection (Pq) on Py, is illustrated in Figure 2. In
Figure 2a, the TNR is —15 dB and the DNR is —30 dB. We choose the number of training
samples to be K = 3, K = 9, and K = 15, respectively. In Figure 2b, the TNRs are set
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as —18 dB, —15 dB, and —12 dB, respectively. The DNR is —30 dB and K = 15 training
samples are used.

Figure 2a shows that the performance of the proposed GLRT is close to that of the
GLRT in [23] when more than nine training samples are employed for the illustrated cases.
This is due to that the estimate of unknown covariance matrix of colored noise becomes
more and more accurate with the increase of training samples. As depicted in Figure 2b, the
performance of the proposed GLRT and that of the GLRT in [23] are improved when the
TNR is increased, since more accurate estimates of unknown parameters can be obtained
with higher TNR.

1 T T 163 1 :
— + — UK CovM, K=3 A - —+- - UK CovM, TNR=-18dB ,
—O— UK CovM, K=9 f —©— K CovM, TNR=-18dB *
081 UK CovM, K=15 f ] 0.8r UK CovM, TNR=-15dB #
—&— K CovM , —&— K CovM, TNR=-15dB ,
06 ;o UK GovM, TNR=-120B K
' / 061 - -#--KCowM, TNR—-12dB | 4
-
a v
04 /
4
/
02t P
o
el
o€

10°

Figure 2. Pyvs. Pg,. (a) TNR = —15dB. (b) K = 15.

Under different DNRs, the dependence of P4 on Py, is illustrated in Figure 3. In
Figure 3, the TNR is chosen to be —15 dB, and there are K = 15 training samples. The
DNRs are —30 dB, —10 dB, and 10 dB, respectively. When the DNR is improved, both the
performance of the proposed GLRT and that of the GLRT in [23] are improved, since more
accurate estimates of unknown parameters are obtained with high DNR. Compared with
the proposed GLRT, the GLRT in [23] can achieve greater performance gain when the DNR
is increased, since the proposed GLRT needs to estimate more unknown parameters.

- -+ - - UK CovM, DNR=-30dB .

—O— K CovM, DNR=-30dB K

0.8 UK CovM, DNR=-10dB .

—&— K CovM, DNR=-10dB *
UK CovM, DNR=10dB |>¢

0.6 - =% - - K CovM, DNR=10dB

10 1072 107" 10°

Figure 3. P4 vs. Pi, (TNR = —15dB, K = 15).

4.2. Variation of Py with TNR

The dependence of the P4 on TNR is illustrated in Figure 4. In Figure 4a, we consider
that there are K = 6, K = 9, K = 15, and K = 21 training samples, respectively. The P¢,
is chosen to be 1073, and the DNR is set as —30 dB. In Figure 4b, the DNR is —30 dB,
and we consider that there are K = 18 training samples. The Pg,s are 10~3, 102, and
1071, respectively.
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As shown in Figure 4, the P4 of both the GLRT in [23] and the proposed GLRT is
increased with the increase of TNR, because the estimates of the unknown parameters
become more accurate when TNR is increased. Moreover, as the number of training
samples increases, the proposed GLRT gradually approaches the GLRT in [23]. Increasing
the Py,, the detection threshold will be reduced, and hence the P4 will be improved.

0.8 0.8

0.6 3
- -+--UKCovwM, P =10

—6—KCovM, P, =10°

0.41 y

i UK CovM, P, =10
T - -+ - - UK CovM, K=6 a N
—©O— UK CovM, K=9 —&—KCovM, P,_=10
02r 7 UK GovM, K=15 0.2t B
UK CovM, P'a=10
—&— UK CovM, K=21 .
4 K CovM - -%- -K CovM, P, =10
WTS m = o - 10 e = ; = L
TNR(dB) TNR(dB)

(a) (b)

Figure 4. The variation of P4 with TNR. (a) DNR = —30 dB, Py, = 1073. (b) DNR = —30 dB, K = 18.

In Figure 5a, the variation of the Py with TNR is illustrated with different DNRs. In
Figure 5a, the DNRs are considered to be —30 dB, —10 dB, and 10 dB, respectively, and
there are K = 21 training samples. The Py, is set as 107>.

In Figure 5b, the variation of the Py with TNR for different numbers of receivers
and transmitters is shown. In Figure 5b, there are K = 20 training samples, the DNR is
—30 dB, and the Py, is chosen to be 1073, There are (N; = 1,N, = 2), (N; = 2,N, = 2),
(Nt = 2,N; = 3), and (N; = 3, N, = 3) transmitters and receivers, respectively.

In Figure 5a, as expected, with an increase in DNR, the performance of both the GLRT
in [23] and the proposed GLRT is improved, because the estimate accuracy of unknown
parameters is improved when the DNR is improved. In Figure 5b, as expected, the Py is
improved when either the number of transmitters or the number of receivers is improved.
Obviously, with more transmitters and receivers, we can obtain more observations that
will contribute to obtaining more accurate estimates of unknown parameters. Hence, we
can achieve higher P4 with more transmitters and receivers.

0.8f

- -+ - - UK CovM,DNR=-30dB |{
—&— K CovM,DNR=-30dB
UK CovM,DNR=-10dB
0.2F D —&— K CovM,DNR=-10dB
UK CovM,DNR=10dB
- % - - K CovM,DNR=10dB

-5 0 5 10
TNR(dB)

(a)

Figure 5. The variation of P4 with TNR. (a) P, = 1073, K = 21. (b) P, = 1073, K = 20, DNR = —30 dB.
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4.3. P; Loss

The performance of the GLRT in [23] is better than that of the proposed GLRT, since
the covariance matrix is unknown for the proposed GLRT. To measure the performance
degradation, the following P4 loss is utilized, which is defined as

Lpq = Pay — Py, (58)

where Py, denotes the Py of the proposed GLRT, and P;_ denotes the Py of the GLRT
in [23].

In Figure 6, the Pg4 loss of the proposed method is shown. In Figure 6a, the Pg, is 1073,
the DNR is —30 dB, and the TNRs are, respectively, set as —14 dB, —12 dB, —10 dB, and
—8 dB. In Figure 6b, the DNR is considered to be —30 dB, the TNR is chosen to be —12 dB,
and the Py,s are 1073,1072, and 1071, respectively.

As expected, the P4 loss decreases as the number of training samples increases. This
is due to that we can achieve more accurate estimates of the unknown covariance matrix of
colored noise with the increase of the number of training samples. As shown in Figure 6,
when there are more than 25 training samples, the P4 loss will be close to 0. For low TNR,
the P4 loss is smaller as shown in Figure 6a. For low TNR, both the GLRT in [23] and the
proposed GLRT have small P4, which will result in a small P4 loss. Moreover, the proposed
GLRT needs to estimate more unknown parameters than the GLRT in [23]. Using the same
training samples, the GLRT in [23] will achieve more performance improvement when
the TNR is increased. Hence, the Pd loss will be increased when the TNR is increased.
In Figure 6b, for large Pg,, the P4 loss is larger. Under large P¢,, both the P4 of the GLRT
in [23] and that of the proposed GLRT are large. For large Py, to achieve the same P4 loss,
it needs more training samples for the proposed GLRT.

0.6 T T T T T 0.4
- -+- - TNR=-14dB 4 b 4ns
o5k —O— TNR=-12dB | | 035 F T PE=107)
’ TNR=-10dB | —6—p =107] |
—&O— TNR--8dB 03 y
i P,=10
0.25
[72]
3
S 4ol
°
o
015
0.1
0.05 [
0 >
0 5 10 15 20 25 30
Number of training samples K Number of training samples K

@ (b)

Figure 6. The P4 loss of the proposed method. (a) DNR = —30 dB, Pg, = 10~3. (b) DNR = —30 dB,
TNR = —12 dB.

In Figure 7, the dependence of the P4 loss on the number of training samples is
illustrated. In Figure 7, the TNR is —12 dB, the Pg, is 1073, and the DNRs are —30 dB,
—10 dB, and 10 dB, respectively. As the number of training samples increases, the P4 loss
is decreased. Moreover, the proposed GLRT will need more training samples to obtain the
same P4 loss when the DNR is improved.
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0.6 T T T T T
- -+ - - DNR=-30dB
05k —O— DNR=-10dB | |
DNR=10dB
0.4f 1
%)
7]
° 03t J
©
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0.2f ]
0.1F ]
+ -
L to- +‘“ ~ - 7 B
0 - T+ S0
0 5 10 15 20 25 30
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Figure 7. The P4 loss of the proposed method (TNR = —12 dB, P¢, = 1073).

5. Conclusions

In this paper, target detection of a passive MIMO radar is studied when the transmitted
signals, complex channel coefficients, and covariance matrix of colored Gaussian noise are
unknown. A GLRT for passive MIMO radar is derived by utilizing the training samples.
Simulation results show that the proposed GLRT can almost achieve the same performance
of a GLRT with a known covariance matrix if there are sufficient training samples. In this
paper, we assume that the noise and clutter are independent and identically distributed,
while they might be heterogeneous in practice. In our future work, target detection for
passive MIMO radar in the heterogeneous environment will be investigated. Moreover, the
intelligent methods has become a hot topic for target detection nowadays, such as machine-
learning-based approaches. In our future work, we will also investigate the intelligent
method for target detection in the passive MIMO radar network.
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Appendix A. Proof of Theorem 1

Since A is a positive Hermitian matrix, according to Theorem 21.5.7 in [47], A is
orthogonally diagonalizable, i.e., A = VDVH, where V = [v1,V2,...,Vy] is an orthogonal
matrix, D = diag{d;, dy,...,d,} is a diagonal matrix,and 0 < d; < dp <,..., < d,.

For any n x m matrix X, that satisfies the constraint in (35), we can obtain that the
m x m matrix G(X,,) = XE AX,, is also a positive Hermitian matrix, since A is a positive
Hermitian matrix. Thus, according to Theorem 21.5.7 in [47], G(X;;) is orthogonally diag-
onalizable, i.e., G(Xy,) = WOWH where W = [W1,W2,...,Wy|is an m x m orthogonal
matrix, @ = diag{¢1, ¢, ..., Pn } is a diagonal matrix,and 0 < ¢ < ¢ <,..., < Pp.

Let G(Xi) = |XH AX;,| = |G(Xi)| represent the objective function in (35). Since W is
an orthogonal matrix, we can obtain

G(Xp) = XHAX,| = (WEXEAX,W| = |Z]IAZ,,), (A1)

where Z,, = X;, W with the ith column of Z,, being z; = X;,w;, fori =1,2,...,m.
Since G(X;,;) = W®WH, we can obtain

G(Xm) =@ =] (A2)
i=1
= |ZMAZ,| = G(Zn), (A3)

where from (A2) to (A3) we use (A1).

Suppose that [T ; ¢; < [T7%, d;, i.e., suppose that there is a solution Z,, that satisfies
G(Zn) =TT, ¢i < ITi%,d;. Since ¢; and d;, for i = 1,2,...,m, are positive and non-
decreasing with the increase of i, there must be some i’ that satisfies

(Pi’ < di’ . (A4)

Note that Z,I,‘ZI Z,, = I,;,. Hence, the first i’ columns of Z,,, denoted as Z;, form the basis
. . . i . .
for an i’-dimensional subspace S' of n-dimensional complex space C". Any n x 1 vector x
in the subspace S* can be represented as

l'/
X = Z N;Zj, (A5)
i=1

. . . . . . . . !
where a;, fori =1,2,...,i, are the coefficients of x in the i’-dimensional subspace S'.
Hence, we can obtain

HA i’ 2.
max X ! X _ ’ ‘ 1:71 i = ¢n. (A6)
xeS? x£0 XX aji=1,2,...1' Ei‘:l |0‘i|2
Using Theorem 4.2.6 in [48], we can obtain that
HA
min  max =X — di < ¢y, (A7)

dim(S)=i' xeSx£0 xHx

where dim(S) represents the dimension of the subspace S. Obviously, the obtained solution
in (A7) contradicts the assumption in (A4). This completes the proof. Theorem 1 can also
be proved by majorization theory [49,50].
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Appendix B. Maximum Likelihood Estimate U

The optimal solution to (34) is Von,n,— N, = F2N,N,-N, = [l[)l, Yo PN NN, |-
Hence, we can obtain

+
1 SH (7 (H) H
Pou = v, — Uy (UsrUsr) Usr = N, — Py = ¥on,n—N ¥on, N - N - (A8)

Furthermore, we can obtain
AH (¢ oH) L H
Py =Usr (USstr> Usr = LN, — P = Lngn, — YoneN - N YN N - - (A9)

Note that ¥ = [YZNny—NuYNf] and ¥¥H = Ion, N, » where ¥y, = IPZNrNt*NtJrl’

YoON, Ny~ N2/ IIJZNVNJ is a 2N, N; x N; full-column rank matrix. Hence, we can ob-
tain that

_ H H
Pou =¥¥" — Yon,N, N FoN N - N,

:[Y ¥ } DN, NN 0(2N7Nt*Nt)XNt Tg{NTII\-Jlt_Nt
2N;Ni—N; Ne 0Ntx(2NrNﬁNr) Ini i

*[YQNN N ‘I’N]|: NN -N O(ZNrNtNt)fo] Yg{N’II\_]ffo
» Nt —Np t ONtX(erNﬁNt) On; TNt

02N, N, — N, 0 7 £ VI
:[YZN;'Nt—Nt YNJ|: t—Ni (2N; Nt Nt)><N¢j|[ 2]\';1?]{ Nt :lI/NtlI/II;I]t' (A10)

0N, x (2N, N;—Ny) In, N,

Now we show that Ul! = ¥, Qr, where Q is any N; x N; invertible diagonal matrix,
and I is any N; x N; orthogonal matrix, i.e., rir=rrH = In,. We can verify that

A A . t
P = UF (0, 0) O, = ¥y 0r (rovl ¥y,0r) oy, (A11)

+
Note that ¥%, ¥, = Iy, and (THQ¥H ¥,0r) = IQT. Hence, (A11) can be
simplified as

Poy = YN, QITH QP TTRQYY, = ¥, ¥R, (A12)

which is the same result in (A10).
Hence, the maximum likelihood estimate Uy, is

U, ="avy,. (A13)
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