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Abstract

A method of weighting of a staggered pulse train is presented and an improvement per-
formance of the signal-to-noise ratio for each case is compared.

As the result of a computer simulation, the signal-to-noise ratio for weighting of a stagger-
ed pulse train is a great improvement on the case of an uniform pulse train, The signal-to-
noise ratio of optimum weighting is more improved than that of binomial weighting, it is
known that the signal-to-noise ratio is improved as the increasing of the number of delay
line cancellers, and it is shown that the signal-to-noise ratio is improved by weighting of
the MTI output pulses before the integration process.
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Fig 1. Schematic diagram of signal processing for

DMTI System using a staggered pulse train.
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