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(Pulse Radar Signal Processing Algorithm for Vehicle Detection)
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Abstract

This paper presents a vehicle detecting algorithm using microwave system signals.

The proposed algorithm decides the

breakpoint of signals using the likelihood criteria. The decided signals are segmented and simplified. The proposed
searching algorithm uses the Euclid distance from the weighted signal data. We tested the proposed algorithm to compare
with the segmentation which is a method using smoothing and edge detection. We confirm that the proposed algorithm is

very useful for detecting vehicles by field test.

Keywords : GPR (Ground penetrating radar), ITS (Intelligent transportation systems), Segmentation using likelihood

ratio, Euclid distance

I.M B
Zﬂ{‘s_]_"ﬂ_ T2 01]7‘]0]]/v] ;'(}Eltsq 2‘7}; 0] }1\:]
e kA2 glos] ol oy wﬂl, PEPE
2 744 9L Az Yot o)y BAS HFs)
AAME BENLL AYsn =28 BEdl shl
oj= wist Aol Aadte L Z A vrE

lojt}y. makA @x A wFAAE AT st
9o T84S gHsiy, uF ¢d 2 A
& ITS( Intelligent transport systems)oll gt
7} garsA) ol oA ikl mE L AAN 29
TSO HstE AWEA 7 T2 dAHo wF
= 77)oH EEaE ARAT g
1 840tk AAAR] wF HRE 37317 ¢

-

N oox oro 2 orx Rl
FPIHIH—{JNIOOFH

24 i

‘Y, T B3, dEste ARAFH T
(DanKook University)

Heydak 200492410, S8 Y 2004994954

(247)

2 BN, 280k ARG
), et AAA LY o

| 853 3ot olF o]
EH W2 E ol 87 zu AAA2FEL A 14
B &9 8 ohE A9 ARE, §5T Qe A4
2o F T F2 dE Holx Q. AR &=
o wat AHgEHE F357 d2n dudE B3 Zo)
7b Pk & =RAME 99 %ﬂ?ﬂ]*ﬂ 8ol 7t
T FuF NS Aste wuy v Fyedd

S00MHzA A thol & AEHVE 01%25} 2ol oA

HolEE Sk 548 Aol A5t Likelihood
W olgsel o) su R UEE 1A sl
=4 NS 33 ot YIYFE AL stk £
A%oz Solok NxANe AF A 47 F A
AAE Basks dndZe ARAt. tolE e
HE olgstel 95 dolele] et FusA 2t
o1} AgHe YuAFEL M 8ol WY A, NEE
2 719 F2 Aom shel Al o dele)



AEUXN A2HE

E3ck dloEl7t A&0E Eoe 73
A5 A g Tl ol Asete
S SAZ AF FF 4RE B 5 A
Atd duelFe 4% HuE 93 LOWESS(Locally
scatter plot smooth)& % Gradient™ 2.5
B, 7herst st ARkd ¢

weight
EdgeE H&3to A2E
2 EH va .

1. u8% g5 44

nEF A5S A 2¥F AAN2HE AT 1
T AL"e 71 BEA 7 22 dAHo] wF
AEE Y5k w¥F A wYe s oI 3
B2 o]Folxx glor WEH AEL T3} Lt

FEZ ANz 229 mAdd Fxe] fsto
FHE AN Aol 4 sAY, BAE Sl=
B AR AF Tzl dYRIA MHE o] 83}
o % £ —’SXM éﬂg AA sk L Zéia e
¢ RE i}%@xl 14 N, 48 5 rﬂr%kff&

B‘_f& 7]%*4?1 A
Az - B Al WES Aok & 4|, BT@
gol B ulgo] 2awn?

289 Z#AA 2" (Ultrasonic vehicle detector)e
20Khz HFe) F& FHRFE ol dst AFE HAEI
T AXEA §9E o] &37] w&Ed ofztely T

A A S Z ol ’%4&3}“‘1 257 AAAN =S T A
- AFY &, o], 7rdd AF

9]
of e AHEE 7

AR g3t o) Azol7) o
J8rs- H1-7] Hx

AnE 4 5+ Ak

1»%1014. Gg AN 2
2y 9o 94e 29A
ooz, °°W°ﬂ % Aol ol
el Sl Z2ANE e Aee
Hsstnz, B 2% Azadel uaA
u]%o] 228t AL G4 PAA

o Aol A AMEE 28R

L o R oolf % o
N
ﬁmrlomlomhu
=
ik
% fo w

@ fl°

Qg Bayo| MEXME M F

(248)

AN 9

$%, o2 A% 9A AT 4+ 3
9g olgsy| g wel A dE
8347 i} HlEel o} a9lo) 9l
o] A3 YolAA Bk

=ERESC R REEERELEEREE
AR o 3te] FATE Asdon ZEE B
A2d, dold] g4 A2d, §41 Aador o458
gtk z@st FA7lE AEHE S50 g g
Forg A9 5 Aok geby Fis ol 1 54
o ol whHlth BE Fus A5E 24 7Hsd Ae
o BolAL F8 @ wsel 3 AT wAE
Aol e sl woprict

o d&XE dus

299 AA7E Heltd dAYE o] &3A
o @z} Furrt 234 vEY g dad
7MY zlolrt gt B =RgME 2ES =23
A F 71E8A AFe FFE e duE
£08 AEEe Hgo) s FoRR AHE Y
F7F &8 AA7Z|MAME FEHLZ AR 7HEE 4o
YFS A A

gojtlo A FAHE 29
FRA B}A}Elb NS E H HW}

A F7] FolA A5 T wF l A&t I ETE
Az A7NE % 6}1 HALE e B9 whALg o] 4
£ FAHE Az A7k Zsidh 3 @139 A
2 &5 SHLE 747 Ao Ay S Hu &9

R op

o fo % i

le N &

aiN

!ﬂ
=}
= A

ANz 2 Ukl 52 AkeE Aurt 23eta JEEEY
e oJg Fo Hole] ZA | vigrE Frh #9
AYE o]&F ol A H &= SHL (1) ¥
(2)0;“ T 2 ‘T'_‘E}'
_c+ At
R = —5 1)
A
~ cosH )
MelA C= AFE7HIA e ARAREs Als
walE Aot SE&A Aol 23] WAL o] do|H R H

A
T

AzZre g g @A fis
g Ax 2Aa Ane B, 2

Holdet HEAA Atole] 2oz dold

golo: o e
529 Fi4
gz 2 0

ol



20044 98 X3

Mlxer

Detector
' ‘ Ib Vde
PUIS Looal jl_
Transmitter Oscillator

Digital Signal Processor

Tw/Rx
Switch

AD
Converter

??

Envelope | Background
Detector «}.. Removal

PC

a8 1. AAHEEE clo|oi 2

Fig. 1. System Block Diagram.
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Table 1. Data of Simplified Signal.
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Fig. 8. Continuous Input Signals.
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