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Abstract: In inverse synthetic aperture radar (ISAR) imaging system for targets with complex motion,
such as ships fluctuating with oceanic waves and high maneuvering airplanes, the multi-component
quadratic frequency modulation (QFM) signals are more suitable model for azimuth echo signals.
The quadratic chirp rate (QCR) and chirp rate (CR) cause the ISAR imaging defocus. Thus, it is important
to estimate QCR and CR of multi-component QFM signals in ISAR imaging system. The conventional
QFM signal parameter estimation algorithms suffer from the cross-term problem. To solve this problem,
this paper proposes the product high order ambiguity function-modified integrated cubic phase function
(PHAF-MICPF). The PHAF-MICPF employs phase differentiation operation with multi-scale factors
and modified coherently integrated cubic phase function (MICPF) to transform the multi-component
QFM signals into the time-quadratic chirp rate (T-QCR) domains. The cross-term suppression ability
of the PHAF-MICPF is improved by multiplying different T-QCR domains that are related to different
scale factors. Besides, the multiplication operation can improve the anti-noise performance and solve the
identifiability problem. Compared with high order ambiguity function-integrated cubic phase function
(HAF-ICPF), the simulation results verify that the PHAF-MICPF acquires better cross-term suppression
ability, better anti-noise performance and solves the identifiability problem.

Keywords: quadratic frequency modulation (QFM) signal; parameter estimation; phase differentiation;
modified integrated cubic phase function (MICPF); multi-scale factors

1. Introduction

The high-resolution inverse synthetic aperture radar (ISAR) has played an important role in civil and
military fields in past decades [1]. The range-Doppler (RD) method is an effective algorithm for smooth
targets in ISAR imaging system [2]. According to the Stone-Weierstrass theory [3], the radar target echo
should be modeled as multi-component polynomial phase signals. For slow maneuvering targets, the echo
signals should be modeled as multi-linear frequency modulation (LFM) signal. The chirp rate (CR) of
LEM signal will cause the image to defocus when using RD method. Thus, the RD method is not suitable
for slow maneuvering targets. To solve this problem, the CR should be estimated to remove the effect
of CR. Thus, several effective LFM signal parameter estimation algorithms have been proposed, such as
the fractional Fourier transform (FRFT) [4,5], the short time Fourier transform (STFT) [6], the modified
Wigner-Ville distribution (MWVD) [7] and the coherently integrated cubic phase function (ICPF) [8].

For targets with high maneuvering movement, multi-component quadratic frequency modulation
(QFM) signals are more accurate to describe the echo signals. The quadratic chirp rate (QCR) can also
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cause the image to defocus. To solve this problem, the QCR of QFM signal should also be estimated
to remove the effect of QCR. Therefore, many QFM signals estimation algorithms have been proposed.
The maximum likelihood (ML) [9] method and the quantification-based method [10] are among the
important algorithms. They are linear parametric estimation method. Thus, there is no cross-term problem
when multi-component QFM signals exist. They have good anti-noise performance. However, their huge
amount of computation cost limits their application.

The cubic phase function (CPF) [11,12] estimates the parameters of QFM signal by bilinear transform
and one-dimensional (1-D) maximization. Thus, it has low computation cost. However, it suffers from the
cross-term problem when multi-component QFM signals exist and it has poor estimation performance
under low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). To improve the cross-terms suppression ability of CPF, the product
CPF [13,14] is proposed. The product CPF improves the cross-term suppression ability by multiplying
the different CPF, which is related to the delay variable. Meanwhile, the multiplication operation
can also improve the anti-noise performance. However, the cross-term suppression ability and the
anti-noise performance of product CPF are still poor. In [15], Igor Djurovic proposed high order ambiguity
function-integrated CPF (HAF-ICPF) by combining the HAF and ICPF. This algorithm employs HAF to
demodulate the QFM signal to LFM signal. Then, the QCR can be estimated by the peak of ICPF. The CR
can be estimated by dechirp operation, phase differentiation operation and fast Fourier transform (FFT).
The HAF-ICPF inherits good suppression ability and good anti-noise performance of ICPF. It improves the
SNR threshold to —4 dB. However, several disadvantages still exist in HAF-ICPF. Firstly, the anti-noise
performance of HAF-ICPF is still poor. Secondly, there is identifiability problem when multi-QFM signals
have the same QCR.

In this paper, a new approach for QFM signal parameters estimation named product high
order ambiguity function-modified integrated CPF (PHAF-MICPF) is proposed for multi-QFM signals.
This algorithm employs a one-time phase differentiation operation that has multi-scale factors to
demodulate the QFM signal to LFM signal. Then, the proposed algorithm employs the modified ICPF
(MICPF) to transform the demodulated LFM signal into the time-quadratic chirp rate (T-QCR) domains,
which are related to the scale factors. After the MICPF operation, the auto terms are transformed into
same positions and the cross-terms are transformed into different positions on different T-QCR domains.
The PHAF-MICPF can greatly suppress the energy of cross-terms while improving the energy of auto-terms
by multiplying the different T-QCR domains. Therefore, the PHAF-MICPF can acquire better cross-term
suppression ability and better anti-noise performance. Its SNR threshold can reach —5 dB. Besides,
the PHAF-MICPF solves the identifiability problem of HAF-ICPE.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the principle of
HAF-ICPF briefly. In Section 3, we introduce the cross-term suppression ability and the problem of
HAF-ICPF. In Section 4, we introduce the principle of PHAF-MICPF. The parameter selection criterion,
cross-term suppression ability and the anti-noise performance are analyzed. In Section 5, we give
a conclusion.

2. Brief Review of HAF-ICPF

The geometry of ISAR imaging used in this paper is based on the model in [16]. In this paper,
the range alignment and the phase error are not discussed in detail. The range alignment and the phase
adjustment algorithms are discussed in [7,17-19]. This paper only focuses on the processing of the
Doppler frequency shift. The ISAR usually transmits the LEM signals. The azimuth echoes of targets with
high manoeuvring movement can be described as multi-component QFM signals [20,21] after the range
migration compensation and the translational-induced phase error correction.
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2.1. Quadratic Frequency Modulation Signal Model

The multi-component QFM signal model can be described as follows:

P
s(t) = ) Awexp{27(¢1 it + doit” + ¢3,t°)} + 2(t) @
i=1
where t is the slow time variable, P is the number of QFM signal components. A;, ¢1;, ¢2.i, ¢3; denote the
amplitude, centroid frequency (CF), CR and QCR of the ith QFM signal, respectively. z(t) is the additive
complex white Gaussian noise with a mean of zero and a variance of 5. Next, the principle of HAF-ICPF
is introduced briefly.

2.2. The Principle of HAF-ICPF

A noiseless mono-QFM signal is considered to describe the principle of HAF-ICPFE. It can be
described as

s(t) = Aexp{j2rt(pit + gt + p3t3)} )

where A, ¢1, ¢, and ¢3 denote the amplitude, CF, CR and QCR of the mono-component QFM signal,
respectively.

The HAF-ICPF employs one time phase differentiation operation to demodulate QFM signal to LFM
signal. The phase differentiation can be described as

R(t) = s(t +d)s*(t — d) 3)

where d is the scale factor and * denotes the complex conjugation. According to [22], the scale factor d is
related to the mean squared error (MSE) of QCR. Thus, it is also important for HAF-ICPF. According to the
analysis of [22], the optimal scale should be set to [0.089N]. [-] denotes the round up operation. N is the
sampling points.

By substituting Equation (1) into Equation (3), we can obtain

R(t) = A2exp{j27t(2¢1d + 2¢3d°)} x exp{j2r(4¢odt + 6¢3dt*)} 4)

From Equation (4), we can see that QFM signal is demodulated to LFM signal after the phase
differentiation operation. ¢3 which is the QCR of the QFM signal becomes the CR of LFM signal. Thus,
¢3 can be estimated by ICPF. Then, we use estimated ¢;3 to dechirp input signal. After dechirp operation,
we use phase differentiation to make the dechirped signal become the sinusoidal signal whose frequency
is related to ¢. Therefore, ¢, can be estimated by FFT. From [19], we know that ICPF has good cross-term
suppression ability. Thus, ICPF is the key step of HAF-ICPFE. Next, we introduce the principle of ICPE.

The ICPF is defined as [15]

ICPF(y) = /Ooo ICPF(t,7)|dt 5)

where CPF(t,7) is defined as [11,12]
CPE(t,y) = / x(t + 7)x(t — T)exp{j2myt*}dt (6)
0

where x(t) denotes the LFM signal. It can be described as

x(t) = Aexp{j27(p1t + p2t*)} )
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where @1 and ¢, denote the CF and CR of LEM signal, respectively.
By substituting Equation (7) into Equation (6), we can obtain

CPE(t,y) = A%exp{j2m(2¢1t + 2¢2t%)} /0 exp{j2r(2¢y — y) T2 }dT 8)

It is obvious that the CPF(t, ) peaks along the curve v = 2¢,. From Equation (5), we can see that the
ICPF also peaks along the curve v = 2¢,. The ICPF improves cross-term suppression ability by integrating
along the time variable t for CPE. By substituting Equation (4) into Equation (5), we can see that the QCR
of QFM signal can be estimated by

93 = o ©)

where ¥4 denotes the position of the maximum value on the T-QCR domain.
Then, the CR of QFM signal can be estimated by dechirp technique, phase differentiation operation
and FFT operation. They can be described as

5(t) = s(t) x exp{—j2mst®} (10)
where 3(t) is the dechirped QFM signal. $3 denotes the estimated ¢3.

¢o = FFT{[5(t+d)5" (t — d)] (11)
where FFT¢[-] denotes the FFT operation along the time variable t.

3. Cross-Term Suppression Performance Analysis of HAF-ICPF

From [15], we can see that HAF-ICPF has good suppression ability under most circumstances.
However, there is an identifiability problem when multi-component QFM signals have the same QCR.
We analyze the cross-term suppression ability and identifiability problem of HAF-ICPF in this section.

To make the problem easy to understand, we consider two noiseless component QFM signals.
They can be described as

2
s(t) = Y Awexp{j2m (it + poit* + ¢3,t°) } (12)
i=1

By substituting Equation (12) into Equation (3), we can obtain

R(t) = Rauto(t,d) + Reross(t,d) (13)

where R;y10 and Reyoss denote auto-terms and cross-terms, respectively. They can be presented as

Rauto(t) = A% exp{j27'((2¢1,1d + 2¢3/1d3)} X eXp{jZT[(‘lgbzrldt + 64)3,161152)}

- . (14)
+AZ exp {2t (291 2d + 2¢32d%) } x exp{j27(4ppadt + 6¢32dt%)}
Reross(t) = A1 Az exp{j27[p11d + ¢12d + ¢po1d* — $ood? + p31d° + ¢32d°] } x
exp{j27t[(P11 — P12 + 2¢21d + 292 0d + 3¢p31d% — 33 2d% )t +
(¢21 — P22 + 33,14 + 33 2d) > + (31 — p32) 2]} + (15)
A1Ar exp{j27[@11d + 12d + Pood® — pp1d? + P31d° + ¢32d°] } x

[
exp{j27[(¢12 — P11 + 2¢21d + 2902 + 33 2d> — 33 1d*)t+
(¢22 — P21 + 3¢3,1d + 3¢32d) 1 + (¢32 — ¢3,1)t°]}
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From Equation (15), we can see that there are cross-terms under multi-component QFM signals
condition. If Equation (15) does not take the form of LFM signal, the HAF-ICPF can inherit good cross-term
suppression ability of ICPFE. From Equation (15), we can see that the cross-terms take the form of LFM
signal when ¢3 ; is equal to ¢3,. Therefore, we can analyze the cross-term suppression ability and the
identifiability problem of HAF-ICPF in three cases.

° Ap1 # 0, APy # 0, Ags # 0.
hd Ay #0, Ay #0, A¢3 = 0.
° Ap1 #0, AP =0, Aps = 0.

where A1 = 1,1 — P12, APr = P21 — P22, Ap3 = P31 — 3.

3.1. Case 1

When A¢; # 0, Agy # 0, Aps # 0, the Reross take the form of Equation (15). We can see that the
cross-terms take the form of QFM signal. Therefore, the HAF-ICPF can suppress the cross-terms effectively
under this condition.

Example 1. Two noiseless QFM signals, Py and P,, are considered to show the cross-term suppression ability of the
HAF-ICPF in this example. The sampling frequency is set to 256 Hz. The signal length N is set to 624. The scale
factor d is set to 56. The parameters of Py and P, are set to Ay =1, ¢11 = 89, ¢p1 = 20, ¢31 = 10; Ay =1,
P12 = 40, Ppp = 40, and ¢3, = 20.

In Figure 1, Aul and Au2 denote the auto-terms of P; and P,. Their positions are QCR of P; and P,.
We can see that only two true peaks appear on the T-QCR domain. It is the same as the theoretical analysis.
The simulation result verify that HAF-ICPF has good suppression ability under this condition.

[N

Aul “Au2

© o o o ©
> N o

elative amplitude
o
IS

R
© o o
N w

o

-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
QCR

Figure 1. Cross-term suppression of HAF-ICPFE.
3.2. Case 2
When A¢y # 0, Apy # 0, Ags = 0, the Reross can be expressed as

Reross (1) = Ay Az exp{j27t[p11d + §10d + @ 1d> — o pd® + p31d° + 32d°] } x
exp{j27t[(¢p11 — P12 + 202 1d + 2¢22d)t + (P21 — Pao + 6¢31d) 2} +

A1 Az exp{j27t[p11d + 1od + o pd” — po1d” + P31d° + 304} x
exp{j27t[(p12 — P11 + 2021 + 20 2d)t + (22 — Po.1 + 6¢3,1d) 7}

(16)
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From Equation (16), we can see that the cross-terms take the form of LFM signal. The Ryyss will form
spurious peaks after the ICPF process. Therefore, there is an identifiability problem under this condition.

Example 2. Two noiseless QFM signals, Ps and Py, are considered to show the identifiability problem of the
HAF-ICPF in this example. The sampling frequency is set to 256 Hz. The signal length N is set to 624. The scale
factor d is set to 56. The parameters of Py and Py are set to Az =1, ¢p13 = 89, ¢o3 = 20, ¢33 = 10; Ay =1,
P14 = 40, po 4 = 40, and ¢34 = 10.

In Figure 2, Au3 and Au4 denote the auto-terms of P; and P4. Crl and Cr2 denote the cross-terms.
From the simulation result, we can see that the cross-terms form two spurious peaks on the T-QCR domain.
Besides, the energy of spurious peaks is high enough to influence the detection of true peaks. Therefore,
there is auto-term identifiability problem under this condition.

0.9r Au3(Au4)

-30 -20 ~-10 0 10 20 30
QCR

Figure 2. Cross-term suppression of HAF-ICPF.

3.3. Case 3
When A¢; # 0, Apy = 0, Aps = 0, the Reypss can be expressed as

Reross (1) = A1Ag exp{j27[¢11d + §1,2d + 2¢31d°]}
exp{27t[(p11 — 1o + 4 1d)t + 6¢31d8*} +

Ay Ay exp{j2mt[p11d + 1 2d + 231d°] } x
exp{27t[(¢12 — P11 + 4do1d + 6¢3 14t }

17)

From Equation (17), we can see that the cross-terms take the form of LEM signal. The Ryss will form
spurious peaks after the ICPF process. The coordinates of cross-terms are y; = 2 = 6¢3.. However,
from Equation (13), we can see that the coordinates of auto-terms are also 6¢3 .. Therefore, the spurious
peaks will not influence the detection of true peak.

Example 3. Two noiseless QFM signals, Ps and Py, are considered to show the cross-term suppression ability of the
HAF-ICPF in this example. The sampling frequency is set to 256 Hz. The signal length N is set to 624. The scale
factor d is set to 56. The parameters of Ps and Pg are set to As = 1, ¢15 = 89, ¢po5 = 20, ¢35 = 10; Ag =1,
16 =40, p26 = 20, and ¢3 6 = 10.

In Figure 3, Au5 and Au6 denote the auto-terms of P5 and Ps. From the simulation result, we can see
that the peak of Au5 and the peak of Au6 appear on the same position. It is the same as the theoretical
analysis. Therefore, HAF-IPCF has good cross-term suppression ability under this condition.
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Figure 3. Cross-term suppression of HAF-ICPFE.

4. The PHAF-MICPF Method

From the analysis of Section 3, we can see that HAF-ICPF has an identifiability problem when A¢; # 0,
A¢y # 0, A3 = 0. To solve the identifiability problem, we propose PHAF-MICPE. PHAF-MICPF employs
phase differentiation operation with multi-scale factors to complete the order reduction. The coordinates
of auto-terms are proportional to the scale factors after the ICPF process. However, the coordinates of
cross-terms are not proportional to the scale factors. Therefore, PHAF-MICPF proposes the MICPF to
transform the auto-terms into the same position and transform the cross-terms into the different positions
on the different T-QCR domains. Then, PHAF-MICPF solves the identifiability problem and improve the
cross-term suppression ability by multiplying the different T-QCR domains.

4.1. The Principle of PHAF-MICPF

The PHAF-MICPF employs phase differentiation operation with multi-scale factors to demodulate
QFM signal to LFM signal. The phase differentiation operation with multi-scale factors can be described as

Rmulti(t/ D) = S(t + D)S*(t - D) (18)

where D = {d;},1 <i < L denotes the set of multi-scale factors.
To introduce the principle of PHAF-MICPE, two noiseless QFM signals are considered. Substituting
Equation (12) into Equation (18), we can get

R(t/ di) = Rauto(t; di) + Rcross(tr di) (19)

The auto-terms and cross-terms can be described as

Rauto(t, d;) = A% exp{j2m(2¢1 1d; + 2¢31d3)} x exp{j2r(dpo1dit + 6¢31d:t>)}

. . (20)
+ A exp {2 (291 2d; + 293247 )} x exp{j2r(dgnod;t + 6¢32d;t?)}
Reross (t,d;) = A1 Az exp{j27t[pr1d; + p1od; + ¢o1d7 — ¢ood? + p31d5 + P32d3] } x
exp{j27t[(¢11 — P12 + 2¢21d; + 2¢02d; + 3¢5 1d7 — 3¢p3 047 )1+
(¢21 — P22 + 3¢31d; + 33 odi )12 + (P31 — P32) ]+ 1)
A1 Ay exp{j27[@11d; + Prod; + Paod? — do1d? + ¢31d° + p30d3]} x

exp{j27t[(P12 — P11 + 2¢21d; + 202 0d; + 33 .2d7 — 33 1d7)t+
(¢22 — P21 + 3¢3,1d; + 3Paodi)t2 + (P32 — P31)t]}
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From the analysis of Section 3, we can see that the HAF-ICPF will enhance the identifiability problem
when ¢31 = ¢30 and ¢p1 # ¢2p. From Equations (20) and (21), we can see that the coordinates of
auto-terms and cross-terms after the ICPF process can be described as Equations (22) and (23) when

¢$31 = P32 and ¢o1 # P2o.
Il — 1263 1d;, 1102 = 1293 0d; (22)

,.ylcrossl (4)2 1— Pon + 63,14, ),y crossZ = 2(([)2,2 — o1+ 6473,1di) (23)

From the coordinates of auto-terms, it is easy to see that they are proportional to the scale factors.
The relationship between the QCR of auto-terms can be described as

autol auto2 d:
. ] ’)/1 = ’Yl 5 — tl (24)
’ ,Y}mto ,y;mto d].

However, the coordinates of cross-terms are not proportional to the scale factors. Therefore,
we propose the MICPF to transform the auto-terms into the same positions and the cross-terms into
different positions on different T-QCR domains, which are related to the scale factors. The process can be
described as

MICPF (7ya,d;) —/ |/ (t47,d;))R(t — T,d;)exp{j2myat? }dT|dt (25)

where yp = 1/ Py ; is the new QCR and +; is the reference QCR.
The PHAF-MICPF multiply different MICPF to solve the identifiability problem of HAF-ICPFE.
The multiplication operation can be described as

L
Qprar-micpr = | [ MICPF(ya, d;) (26)
i=1

4.2. Selection of Scale Factors

From [22], the scale factors is related to the anti-noise performance. Therefore, they are important for
the PHAF-MICPFE. Through the analysis of [10], the optimal scale factor can help the algorithm acquire the
smallest MSEs of QCR. The optimal scale factor can be described as

d°Pt = [0.089N] (27)

where N is the signal length.

From the analysis above, PHAF-MICPF can acquire the best anti-noise performance if the scale factors
are all selected to the optimal ones. However, from Equation (23), we can see that the coordinates of
cross-terms are proportional to scale factors when the scales factors are all selected to the optimal ones.
Therefore, the scale factors should be selected to different ones. Considering the anti-noise performance
and the accuracy of QCR, the sub-optimal scale factors should be selected around the optimal ones.

The number of scale factors is also important for the anti-noise performance of the algorithm. From the
analysis of [22], we can see that the anti-noise performance improves with the increase of the scale factor
number. However, the computation cost rapidly increases with the increase of the number of scale factors.
Besides, the anti-noise performance increases slightly when the scale factor number is bigger than two.
Therefore, the number of scale factors is usually selected to two.
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4.3. Cross-Term Suppression Ability Analysis

Through the theoretical analysis above, we have proved that PHAF-MICPF can acquire better
suppression ability and solve the identifiability problem of HAF-ICPFE. In this section, we give some
examples to verify that the PHAF-MICPF has better cross-term suppression ability than HAF-ICPE.
Besides, it can solve the identifiability problem of HAF-ICPF.

Example 4. Two noiseless QFM signals, Py and P,, are considered to show the cross-term suppression ability of the
PHAF-MICPF when A¢y # 0, Apy # 0, Ads # 0 in this example. The scale factors of PHAF-MICPF are set to
D = [0.089N, 0.067N]. The sampling frequency is set to 256 Hz. The signal length N is set to 624. The HAF-ICPF
is also analyzed. The parameters of P; and Py are set to A; =1, ¢11 = 89, ¢p1 = 20, ¢31 = 10; Ap =1,
4)1,2 =40, (PZ’Z =40, and (P3,2 = 20.

In Figure 4, Aul and Au2 denote the auto-terms of P; and P,. We can see that there are two true peaks
appear on the T-QCR domain after the PHAF-MICPF process. It is the same as the theoretical analysis.
From the simulation result, we can see that the cross-terms of PHAF-MICPF are lower than the cross-terms
of HAF-ICPF. Therefore, PHAF-MICPF has better cross-term suppression ability than HAF-ICPF under
this condition.

‘ ‘ ‘ —= N~
0.0l | ——HAF-IcPF AuL Au2
—— PHAF-MICPF

QCR

Figure 4. Cross-term suppression of PHAF-MICPE.

Example 5. Two noiseless QFM signals, Py and Py, are considered to show that PHAF-MICPF can solve the
identifiability problem of HAF-ICPF when A¢ # 0, Ay # 0, A¢3 = 0 in this example.The scale factors of
PHAF-MICPF are set to D = [0.089N,0.067N]. The sampling frequency is set to 256 Hz. The signal length N is
set to 624. The HAF-ICPF is also analyzed. The parameters of Py and Py are set to Az =1, $13 = 89, ¢ 3 = 20,
¢33 =10; Ay =1, p14 =40, ¢4 = 40, and ¢34 = 10.

In Figure 5, Au3 and Au4 denote the auto-terms of P3 and P4. Crl and Cr2 denote the cross-terms of
HAF-ICPF. Cr3, Cr4, Cr5 and Cr6 denote the cross-terms of PHAF-MICPEF. The cross-terms will form the
spurious peaks. From the simulation result, we can see that the energy of spurious peaks of PHAF-MICPF
is very small and they can not influence the detection of true peaks. Therefore, PHAF-MICPF solves the
identifiability problem of HAF-ICPF by multiplication operation.
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Figure 5. Cross-term suppression of PHAF-MICPE.

Example 6. Two noiseless QFM signals, P5 and Pg, are considered to show the cross-term suppression ability of the
PHAF-MICPF when A¢y # 0, Apy = 0, Ad3 = 0 in this example. The scale factors of PHAF-MICPF are set to
D = [0.089N, 0.067N]. The sampling frequency is set to 256 Hz. The signal length N is set to 624. The HAF-ICPF
is also analyzed. The parameters of Ps and Pg are set to As = 1, ¢15 = 89, ¢o5 = 20, ¢35 = 10; Ag = 1,
P16 = 40, P26 = 20, and P36 = 10.

From Figure 6, we can see that there is only one peak appear on the T-QCR domain after the
PHAF-MICPF process. The cross-terms of PHAF-MICPF are lower than the cross-terms of HAF-ICPF.
Therefore, PHAF-MICPF has better cross-term suppression ability than HAF-ICPF under this condition.

0.9 | —HAF-iCPF A
| —— PHAF-MICPF| AU5(AU6)

Figure 6. Cross-term suppression of PHAF-MICPE.

To verify the good cross-term suppression ability of PHAF-MICPF more generally, we use four QFM
signals as input in Example 7.

Example 7. Four noiseless QFM signals, P, Pg, Py, and Py, are considered to show the cross-term suppression
ability of the PHAF-MICPF. The scale factors of PHAF-MICPF are set to D = [0.089N,0.067N]. The sampling
frequency is set to 256 Hz. The signal length N is set to 624. The HAF-ICPF is also analyzed. The parameters of P7,
P8/ Pg, Pw are set to A7 =1, ¢1,7 =89, 4)2’7 = 20, (P3,7 = 10; A8 =1, (Pl,g =40, (Pz’g = 40, 4)3,8 = 10; Ag =1,
$19 = 20, P29 = =20, ¢39 = 15; Ajg = 1, ¢1,10 = 40, 2,10 = 20, and ¢3,10 = —20.
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From Figure 7, we can see that the cross-terms of PHAF-MICPF are lower than the cross-terms of
HAF-ICPE. Therefore, PHAF-MICPF has better cross-term suppression ability than HAF-ICPF when there
are multi-component QFM signals (more than two component QFM signals).

i

HAF-ICPF
[| —— PHAF-MICPF

o
©

Relative amplitude
©c o o o o o°o o
N w S o [ ~ o

o
-

o

L L L L L L L
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
QCR

Figure 7. Cross-term suppression of PHAF-MICPE.

From the analysis above, we can see that PHAF-MICPF has better cross-term suppression ability and
solves the auto-term identifiability problem.

4.4. Anti-Noise Performance Analysis

Anti-noise performance is an important indicator to measure the effectiveness of the algorithm.
Therefore, we give a simulation to evaluate the better anti-noise performance of PHAF-MICPF compared
with HAF-ICPF. In this section, we use MSEs of CR and QCR to evaluate the anti-noise performance of the
algorithm.

Example 8. A noisy mono-component QFM signal Py is considered to evaluate the anti-noise performance of
PHAF-MICPF in this example. The parameters are set to A1; = 1, ¢1,11 = 89, ¢p11 = 20, ¢3,11 = 10. The scale
factors of PHAF-MICPF are set to D = [0.089N, 0.067N]. The sampling frequency is set to 256 Hz. The signal
length N is set to 624. The input SNR is set to [—8:1:2], and 200 trials are performed for each SNR.

In this example, HAF-ICPF is also analyzed. The MSEs of QCR and CR will increase rapidly when
the input SNR is lower than certain SNR. The SNR is called the SNR threshold. It can be used to evaluate
the anti-noise performance of parameter estimation algorithm. From Figure 8, we can see that the SNR
threshold of PHAF-MICPF is —5 dB. It is lower than the SNR threshold of HAF-ICPF. That is because the
noise of different T-QCR domains has no proportional relationship which is described as Equation (24).
Thus, the multiplication operation can suppress the noise while strengthening the energy of auto-terms.
Therefore, PHAF-MICPF has better anti-noise performance than HAF-ICPE.



Information 2019, 10, 140

—+— PHAF-MICPF
—4— HAF-ICPF
——CRLB

MSE of Quardratic Chirp Rate(dB)
U
N
o

-30} 4
-35F A

-8 -6 -4 -2 0 2
SNR(dB)

(a)

12 of 14

-30F

-40  @

—+— PHAF-MICPF
—&— HAF-ICPF
—— CRLB

-6 -

4 -2 0 2
SNR(dB)

(b)

Figure 8. Anti-noise performance analysis: (a) MSEs of QCR; and (b) MSEs of CR.

Next, we give an example to explain the influence of sub-optimal scale factors for anti-noise

performance.

Example 9. A noisy mono-component QFM signal Py, is considered to evaluate the influence of sub-optimal scale
factor for anti-noise performance in this example. The parameters are set to A1p = 1, ¢112 = 89, ¢p10 = 20,
and ¢z 15 = 10. The sampling frequency is set to 256 Hz. The signal length N is set to 624. The optimal scale factor
is set to 0.089N. The sub-optimal scale factors are set to 0.049N, 0.067N, and 0.134N. The input SNR is set to

[—8:1:2], 200 trials are performed for each SNR.

From Figure 9, we can see that the anti-noise performance is very close when the sub-optimal scale
factor is selected around the optimal scale factor. However, the anti-noise performance becomes poor
when the sub-optimal scale factor is selected far away the optimal scale factor. Therefore, the sub-optimal
scale factor should be selected around the optimal scale factor.

30

—6— 0.049N
—+—0.067N
—&—0.134N| |
——CRLB

20

MSE of Chirp Rate(dB)

7 -6 -5 -4 -3 2 -1 0
SNR(dB)

(a)

p Rate(dB)

MSE of Chir|
5

—6—0.049N
S —+—0.067N ||
—4—0.134N
——CRLB ||

6 5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0
SNR(dB)

(b)

Figure 9. Sub-optimal scale factors analysis: (a) MSEs of QCR; and (b) MSEs of CR.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, we propose the PHAF-MICPF to estimate QCR and CR of QFM signal
The PHAF-MICPF introduces phase differentiation operation with multi-scale factors to demodulate
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the QFM signal to LFM signal. It employs the MICPF to transform the demodulated LEM signals
into the different T-QCR domains, which are related to the different scale factor. The auto-terms are
transformed into the same positions and the cross-terms are transformed into the different positions on
the T-QCR domains. Then, the proposed algorithm employs the multiplication operation to improve
the cross-term suppression ability. The multiplication operation can also improve the anti-noise
performance. Simulation results verify that PHAF-IPCF improves the cross-term suppression ability
and the anti-noise performance of HAF-ICPFE. Besides, PHAF-MICPF solves the auto-term identifiability
problem of HAF-ICPFE.
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