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Monopulse Slope Calibration in Frequency Agile Noncoherent
Monopulse System
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Abstract

In this paper, we proposc the calibration method of monopulse slope to minimize the variation of angle estimate
in frequency agile noncoherent monopulse system. We analyze the monopulse slope characteristics of antenna and RF
receiver including the phase and gain imbalances of each receiving channel and present the calibration method to
minimize the phase and gain imbalances of RF receiver channels including antenna. In addition, we present the cali-
bration method using channel switching to minimize the gain imbalance of IF receiver channels. The measured average
monopulse slope within the frequency bandwidth is —0.96, the maximum variation of angle estimate is similar to
theoretical value, 0.15° at £2° azimuth and 0.03° at 0° azimuth,
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1300



o] EZ—'M] ks 7Jf

EEHA A 2H ga%
(antenna beam axis)ol| th3F X4 wW3ke] zHe AHH o}
#HE 29 NS 2N WA Fr(calibration function)
iﬁ&lﬂtq ALS Ao o) F47H( g, )22

"o}y FAHZE A () 2ol Beg2 A~Y
-4 "‘9_ HAY7M 58 ¢, 2 8 AR A
TEA e WY TSR PE R0 AT
uh9) zbel] ti 3t o E3hS ojmlehy, Exd A <
= 299 AE 2oz xFAYY

8=k, In|U,/U, o))

AN p 2 BA Wz da #87 AF3E
Ag Atst Aol

EAo o) e E FAE T L A AFE= <
Hu e A2 2 REH ZFo] §X3 4= o
3 42 R o8 Sof, AH W Fo] X
FHo| YA A% SHURREH FAH 2 Y A%
bgel H, y, R oy, AEe FAES A
717t §9F %E #e ?&(s) ANzuro g JaiEM
Br¥2x A2"e 8 AR F4
o} ol& EA ] el % of AxT& PAHW
. 280 telu ¥ HoRREH HFHUE AT,
FEA 1”@]4 £¢2 o)o s FAHL A
E—oﬂ*i” el el o
71€7li Zuo}%loﬂ%

BEx¥X )& %*o
Bedx 71e719 A¥ g9l +1°2 AAsg
B =RoA AAZ BEEA ALY Fabe
7hdo) whE otel B AV Y HE BEFY &
A D stego) A9 vt o) el % 5
A7) A7 o5 B AT TR 53] o5
2 A EFYe T2 7187 WEES UM
A 247 25 g ot B =R ME A A
H RrEA AL R 78] S F
2837 9% o5 2 94 Bad ug S A
A gt

ri
i
o
ML

4 i
=
1
o
e

= N A

loﬂ 2|3t bi-phase modu-
W o

é
=
S

channel switching)
2 pugs 2ge 52
setsh) 90, 85 4171 3
W, Fo48 s 5

AL o) Afe] HF B

[‘

)

i)

% ﬂ%” Ll 1Ei~ Al
AL AAR AW HA A
3 A5 H7lolM dAg o &
A7) ALY 9 LA BAS FRARD. RS
ARE dolEE o)&3lq FoeA A4 2H= &
& gl AE ez Wre g S7kee,

A 2HE AT HAe AE AP % Aol 22

[

o2

1o
Obo 2 N

1

i

_%

e
i)
>
4
2
>

—

e gzt
g 739 WA A Ag ;‘47]7‘4
Fupg W] whE A
dtojob & Havt 9l

U
Er
(E
‘E
By
w =
Ho it N

T

ox

o

2

olg3 AL Aste] B wEAA ANE 4¥
o] Fug 7 W57 BRled s SRS RE A
719 A o RS e F7F FFA, RF A
719 A7 90X RS AT A% A7 R
IF 21719 0|5 ©a W& 913 bi-phase modu-
latorg o] &3t} THHYUE & =EAA AAGE A
289 54 HgolM 714l AF ATt 87
A grop Az Az7)9l FEE EY F oA, =
gofo] oF FHOR T 2 Aee WEY

C=E v =
% A gtk B mEoA ARG RrEk A2



SEBREBREHNE E18% S115% 0005118

99 04 2AIA FH5 GGE Y)Y BT

Bz Al 0%l 3128, 247 ¥

w17y 42004 A 0.15°, 3917 0o 4 o
0037} 901 7RE WS BES

I. 282 7|87 WH

241 QHYLt X RF

B A

T

#4719 2L HA T2

Fa4 7hiol B el 3 RF FA7E 74
Aze] B7d 54 2 szdol FAY HtA
o3 qtelut 2 RF $A17] A7 o5 2 94 &
ol7} wrAbEiTh A7t 0|5 & Y BHEY Y
dHo @ AYL NFOR Boks o tE A

o) =3 9} Zol7k Ae AR B F Stk B
4’%} ExEA 7187 WE E4E £487] d8
19 29} o] oldhF Al 94 L3S FUH8H,
9z Aol o5 LAE Fuiste] R A,
7|14 stolBte] A L AN EFE2SRF T
A7 e Tatgon, Zzte] Add dis) A g
2 £4(p2 e U

19 29 ¢H ASE BEREH S48
Magic-TE T8 ¥ 37| (comparator)ol] 213} 3
AE g 3Ky A&7 HBeh A B Y R Y]

oA A stE 2 3 o] F AN EF

Y slr) e, A gelvte] F AL A
wstg L2 Fregen, B gevdles F A
A 94 Wk L5 FU8HATh RF FA71S
gy 289 & A A3E A3, F Y A
Ad7 By s A3 U2 A3y 2 €4

[
fol

N"l o o2 Ry
o e Moo e

o

(

ir
)- ro

Antonng RF Receiver

28 2. e} B RE 54719 23 BY
Fig. 2. Error model of antenna and RF receiver.

1302

in( 0)
AT ST
N w2
(/2 sin(8) .~

a8 3. Ex¥A QHY 71E HE
Fig. 3. Reference coordinate of monopulse antenina.

(p 54o2 2257 FeY H, stolH =
o3 3 2 A FA A ANBE THHEe &
v, 2 vy, A3E 293
WA oheol A A 2 G4 B Ee AR B

THA 7187 B4 BAR 18 32 Sy
9 7% #HEE Yepdth

LHA dHUE ¥3E N1FLRE 94 Tl
—p2, +r2 AR A 2 B $1A gk et W
ZAZ0 x2L 71208 B g BN T
AL 7= Huss}t 5o o8] BAtE o] ¢
Uz £A" o, ot ggolMe) A 28

i

E, 2 E,= 0% F4F 2t
E =K, ei@+® )
E,=K, e % )
$=—= 2§ sing (®)

Q714 g, & F 0 EAAe devt AR BA
37] Ag Aol

E, 2 E,AZEMZNE AX H9 R Hd
NE7LEu, EUe) 28 AEE o £ 2T

S=Kleiwt(aej¢+ej(‘/—¢)) (5)

d= Kleiwt(a,eﬁt__eiO— ¢)) (6)



(@ AN A% 20

(a) Relative phase imbalance

| w—— 1,548

H
2

N Y TR Y
WU )

(b) 3 o5 7%

(b) Relative gain imbalance

b O R 3

J8 4 QM Ad7 2239 9% Zir¥l )
27) &4
Fig. 4. Characteristics of monopulse slope by imba-

lance between antenna channels.

19 4@ e A4 A 94 Aol 7t
£0° ¥¥ 99 $47 43 §4¢ EAsgeH,
uh 7t 109 HoM BB A V&7 A9 ¥
Aaoh T 94 Aolo] 8 Tz BB

2379 ZAHO] IFHY, T WHEE » (m
ST olsh 2ol eutel AEL A BRYS
B3 97 Jua 237 9AE ku}. 239

4bye ety A7 Al o5 Zelrh 1 dB M
3wl 47 Wz EA S AR $HT F
AR e WetA gow, ey 2 HEe] 4
Zol7} Wstsl B A 7)187) Walo] 3 %

FH )

L &

5 2 45 4 H5 o 65 3 8 2 25
YRR

@ 20 9% 4%

(a) Relative phase imbalance

S5 hs 4 ThE o s 1 18 2 25
R A

(b) A AY E43

(b) Relative gain imbalance

J8 5. RF 417] a4zt 249 23 ZrdXx
71%7) 54

Fig. 5. Characteristics of monopulse slope by imba-
lance between RF receiver channels.

b gk 24 AT, & =R A4S BeEA
NzE e o F7Fe 98 e 3
Aeie) g Yol7t EolEo), 4 £ NPEA B
A5, AA7 A F2 Y] 93 EH B
Bz} YA 2AE FEFL T 4 AUk

SO0 F RF £A719 o5 % 94 B4 54

< 2A&4 o UE 233 RF F4719 &4
NEE O 43 2o
V1=Klejwf[ej¢(a,ef¢+ei(Y'é))
_ ,B(ae % _ ei(y— ¢))] (7)

1303



EEEHEEEH G S108 $ 1% WIENMA

szKleiwt[ei¢(aeff+ei(?”‘ﬁ))
_’_B(aefvﬁ_ei(r* ¢))] (8)

RF 21719 47 £4& £4317] 93, <
Us oA o2 P Ednh 11/ Sl Ale 2ol
RF §417]19] 9)7¢e] £30° ¥ghd] we} B P2 7]
27lE -18% THLE -0857HA w}ﬂﬁ} °le
Al 9% wstel] mE 71277 943 BF Yol 7
A5E AR 71877t Yol e A vepd
19 5(b)oll A} 7o] RF F2417]9] 27t o] }
) Agtol £3 dB WFel whet XA 7€)
21904 —0.57}A ®gtanh AAMoE e -3
dB AYAtE telvke] @3 &b s{E ) oAl 2
13 F ExPX 71878 F7IA 949 A

F7HE ZoEA @tk o MHE FHoR
g)\l% +3 4B Agxe ExEA 718718 AAaA
A g9z Ay 17+& F7HAIZ A9 £4 2
3 B =RoA Aghe BiHA A2 e] RF F:Al
N oS 2 QA BEFFd o) A F7ko] W3}
st wrlZho) Uit B4 g4 HAE WA UTh

—E__

m{o _\ln
rlr Lo

22 QHILIE EETHRF
eS|

S47) Ao 2

719§ 2 A A A A S
o] Fa9| A gl o3, Z+ Ade] Hoj7t thE Y
ARl Tudz TF2HA0E FAH U} Td
=93 370, $14 W$7], bi-phase modulator 52
A7t Zhzhe] F241 A de] SHFH OB FA o] 9l
o} o] 2 Qs A7t o]5 E Y4 B o] ¢
o, Egt Fop shdd e} AE7 B4 B0

O& A 1711 2o @A B4 s} 2o 528 5
e Exd2 7187 WekEs S7MA 24 45
SRR ‘f—iﬂ“ﬂﬂ] ok eyl 9% i
I~ 7)g7) HEEE Hasker] Al deve Y
A 02 AU3A A Fstodof gt ¢HUE 29
& RF $21719] o] 5 R A4AE 4= +E
A8, T4 RF 4171 fdel F71sto] #1714
Aolg BAHLEA AAE HostE + g,
ojm 5 el Ao7h dojel upE &4

olgstel 4r) ol Aol ALE ¥ 4 Uk

1304

WA )4 o] HAS A8 BRE FHAMS
Al AU A2 B F A9, 3§

52 Eaa0 dE 0% A Fob %i}oﬂ
e A it Re eE AHE A
A 74 F3hpol g S AT % sk W)
2otol B Esbae) Qo] 4 & 9T A AE

b Fa4 89 49l A0 2 A4 FAFAAe)
AA7L 5 Aol A S FEAL Do) 4,

& oed 2o
[ =Lw= b,
BB 9
Bio By BEAY A AU FrdMe A
3 g
Brw By ZIEE A HU) FolrolXe) A
o 4

G20z AMALE A7)F Fo) ) Bod
£349) 2012 78] A3 By A29E A
A5t Fabpel AAseeh elvel @3 3 A
g8l 277} 98 AN 29 59 128

$A5t0] RE F4712 48 A5 74 g o
@ ol5 2 914 Aol 2 242 S
o 23E £4 2 4% Aol= 9 4E 2
F549) Zol2 Aot} /GO EM, AT °)
S 3 94 AolE wAHAT F349 Aol

different Phase (7 }
g
o

TS0 20 2 W 35 40 45 50
Frequency ndex

s

£ Deu

&

52

£

‘B_‘,\

¢ T TR TR TR TR TR e e s
Frequency hdex

28 6 40 A% 2 ol5%

Fig. 6. Relative phase and gain difference.



LB

onopulse slope.

ﬁ}oﬂ & *HH 44
£17°7F F9009 A A Zol= 2.7 dB
k. 19 7S RF &
&35 4 %J}Toﬂﬂu g 173t
39S o, Fo Wt g

12004 -0.659 WY BE

~N

AN7| Yo 9

Ml ox
o oft oft 2 o

o) waeiE, F ke 7h el ‘ﬂr?/]r
Aw7t S7vEth e
7] BrEa AAEL 22 AF e
]"C.‘ 2 HAENY AR T
8 3 YEuA

=4

)

ol m{)h
> oz

¢
e ‘e i

32

ol "1 Zﬂ /‘] g R

P

>,

e

fob r
01')' 1o i

FAlgt & 714 O}O]
} g 2] bi-phase modulato E S 1319] ;
F7) v, A A

Hesls 98-S f\’}‘:‘r. = Hd«] ;

O 8. IF 217 Ad 2A 58k
Fig. 8. Schematic diagram for channel switching of IF
receiver.

% %ﬁ ‘;Ll Z} RF éaa Sw Sn+1 1;% dn’ dnJrla]-
v Qe AL FolH e §- A9 =
B b, s, —d, AEE T U E
ok 27k AAse] e Be

= 7] B olF 3 94 54

4

(]l(fn)t lanl(f,;)(s ,—d)l = In
(F s v Fd,.nlel 2A s 2847 H,
Usf ) A% Gy s, +d ) R Gy
(F s ey —d . orel E8EA =,

o] ¥& /‘i 2] 7)o A bi-phase modulatorell

e 2% 2 712 A AAse 4 (13)% 2
of % N5 & 3%@ Uz(f )= U B A
gy (- ,(f y Al TaH 0 g Hald &

gty wad 28 s )% p(HE 0 TN
19l 22 gty &,

W)= G e

| G THCHIEINES B}

G (F (s e~ 4.y [P (kDD

(10)

ATV =0T D 1=t DTN B BEY

o 7k o
A #} oo

Voaw ™

il (sn+dn)(51+l+dn'ii
2 (S ,l‘d,,)(s,7+1/dn+1) (11)

} slo), AR 4% He719) FHL IF S
A o= Apole] HAGlel FAHA Hrk olsh
2o TR Pwel 96 RuBa A2 A7 §

1305



BEBHRPERGE F18E E1R 20005 1A

6 05 1 15 2 25
WA}
@ AEAL7 29 SHG

(a) Measurement of signal processor

25 2 445 4 OS5

A =
3 \\ - -+ fmax
2 i L ]
5ok L
s — S
2 E— \Q
_a :
4
sl 1]

"25 20 15 10 05 00 05 10 15 20 25
23 24)
(b) RF 41719 28 $43}
(b) Measurement of RF receiver
I8 9. BEx¥A 71€7] vl
Fig. 9. Comparisons of monopulse slope.

o

£ Fo5 HHAdM IF $A H47 o5 £ ¥
a2 & F A4

1% 95 A3 A7 % RF 4171 24D
2% 2, FA 3 Jd) Fogd e ZrEX
71 €718 JERAITE RF 74171 283 A% A3
7] YA FABE B ¥Ad 7127] §40] A9
AFE ¢ 7 YL, ol $A 4G uiet 2
of IF 417] @9 A BA Al 3) IF 7417
@9 o]5 B ¥l AF TPl BAHMSE UEt
deh =g, s 2EA 247 000K B
7 Aghe 19 %) R 9b)ANX S 2ol #§ FI
st mel Ao 0209 BAE HAT AL &
CEYe AET A A Zolvt of 5ol mj o} FY

1306

2 BRL & 5 Ak ARAOR Qe ¢
RE $47]8) RxB2 S40] BxB2 A2y
o AR a3

24 TLEA AABQ 7|87 =H

2 wnod ANG Regs A2 £ F
2A, cheluel 23 RE| o) Aoisi F
2 o83t Qe EHOZ AP ok &
3 23/ et W 202 A%E AHA 2
wel 9 Fo] os) RrBa AxHe ¥4 F4 Q
sm, B8 $47 0] sl A

(od

>
~

3l &
71E —1x02019, B3 FAHA #4449 F47 W3
FL 0.06°H T} Folok gt

ExdX A2y 717 8 #3724 54
< 98 $5A 2 A4 WATIE o188 o5 %
Aol A BB AAES A Ty
ol A gtgct £3 Lo T3 E #AE AdE F
st Axe Fubade) AAsA WAL W
o2 2o FHE -2500A 25744 o] FAITIH,
BB A2 b Faig &4 A FY8
A 2o B8 ASE $439

209 29 ¥4 NIE Ex¥A JEHUR F
A=W, RF FA7), IF $A71 2 A3A7= Ad
AP AZE Y59 =Y, By BHL 01°
M40 2 o|5Hn, BB X ALY Hoj §3 ¢
Z YoM w38 Fas FR BAL Ye niY
Z34 7hHE A E 539 A B8 YA
YEQ NzE A3 Hrle o3 HEH
£33le] #oh

a9 108 B2 A2"e) F34 g F
# ExdA 71e7] 4 A3E Jeidd 54
g FA7be FA9 ool A ok 0.309) Wiz Aol
(offset) 2 BR8] 98 WA ANLHY NEZH ¢
gu W 4% F¥3te AH S FYFHUL

o A#H0Z BAE B PA XY 727

2 =
w82 A29 748 2rY

o
O

o



32 )
38 10. BxEXs AAFe Foks gy Ha B
i%*i: 7]€7]
Fig. 10. Average monopulse slope within the frequ-

ency bandwidth of monopulse system.

-0.960] 5o BxHA AAHN FAS g T
Z34th
:L%i 1S Bx¥A ALY o gy 3
FAR7h wslake] 2A1EQ g 4 AHAE U
Ehﬂ%i%fl A9 FA 7 Wtk 7 i
3 FAH7 oxe] EFUAEMN FITH [8]o1A
AN A (1H)E o] &3

01+ (d)s)?
%0= " V2nS/N

A7NM g, T HEY W F p S HEIXAT
7], NS AE o FSHE vEd

I8 11948 2ol AR 247 w st
ZA] KA LH, ole & =EAAM AAT
BEx¥A 7187 A W o3 Fu$ ggE
W g 71¢717 ARF R AAHNES YE
o AR W7} 200N A A7} W)
2 Fu) 0.15°, P9z ol EA Y 2H7 g3t
FE 0.03°7h Hol RiBx A2PoH FAE 2
< HEEA

(12)

o)

4

mz &

B E=RME B 787 Weleks 43
&7 98 F3 1
ExEA 7]&7] 1A ¥

03

et
b
[

»
be
i

YA ARH
e
>

ol
-

o
&

a
3

4
EE RIE

(@) 2AH A7 waky
(a) Approxfmate formula of the angle estimate variations

03

%mm i

u>°|?r( y

-

-3

(b) F37 HskE &

{b) Measurement of the angle estimate variations

18 1. Bega Azde F34 gidy F3%4
W 3}ak
Fig. 11. Angle estimate variations within the frequ-

ency bandwidth of monopulse system.

g1} 2 RF 541719 Adzk o] 5 2 44 B Fd
o8 BrgA 7|87 EAE EAA vl
g% o5 BFy2 3 Yy Y d
84 23 U4EE gz 944 £
of & 479 94X L& R
A=tk RF $41719] 93 o] 5 % .
ExgA 71g7)e A8 7S ASAA 24 B
HE AFeHE Ao RAHAL o2 ¢
U 238 RF £4719 447t o5 2 944 £
L FAE PHE ANHAT AN Y
g8 dA ¢4 ZE FFHE FUlst] LT
17
29]

J‘“ o 4o m

A A 94 Rpol7t £17° i A Ao
£15 dB7} H%loH, Bx¥A 71E7|E



BETHEPERNGE H18% B 000F 118

=0.759] H97F HATh WAROE JF FA7] 9 A
dzk g o5 B3l o d¥Fe Hase)
s Ad ZAE 5T uF S A 2
g AA A F FA719 o5 E4Fd 3t 9%
o] HAstE S AL AAE LA g w

A A, Foe dGE YoM A BxdA 7
271 —0960) How, FAZ Wt

3 AR w9z 004 Aof 0.15°, 7
A 0037 Ho] A2 FAF S wEs
Ak

o

U

(11 A. I Leonov, K. I. Fomichev, Translated by Willi-
am F. Barton, Monopulse Radar, Artech House, pp.
1-3, 1986.

[2] G. Lind, "Frequency agility radar range calculation
using number of independent pulses", IEEE Trans.
Aerosp. Electron. Syst., vol. AES-12, Issue 6, pp.
811-815, Nov. 1976.

[3] . M. Loomis, E. R. Graf, "Frequency-agility pro-

1993 24: AR A2
o (FEAh

1996'd 24 AEWE HAHFs
3 (2

¢ 1996 1€ ~A): AT A
20073 3€E~EA: Ty A

R R N e

20H 2375 $54 A28 44

1308

cessing to reduce radar glint pointing error", [EEE
Trans. Aerosp. Electron. Syst., vol. AES-10, Issue 6,
pp. 811-820, Nov. 1974.

[4] W. Cohen, C. M. Steinmetz, "Amplitude-and phase-
sensing monopulse system parameters”, Microwave
Journal, pp. 33-38, Nov. 1959.

[5] Y. Yoganandam, R. J. Das, "Performance analysis
of a noncoherent monopulse processor in the pre-
sence of target glint and receiver imbalances”, IEE
Proceedings-F, vol. 138, no. 5, pp. 445-452, Oct.
1991.

[6] R. Liebenberg, E. Avenant, "Phase calibration con-
siderations in a monopulse doppler radar', [EEE
AFRICON 4th, vol. 2, pp. 909-912, Sep. 1996.

[7] S. Pagliai, F. A. Studer, "Error modelling and cali-
bration procedure for a full-angle monopulse recei-
ver", Radar 92 International Conference, pp. 210-
213, Oct. 1992.

[8] S. M. Sherman, Monopulse Principles and Techni-
ques, Artech House, pp. 177-181, p. 298, 1984.

¢ 1976\ ~1980\: MgHEtw AHA
83 (FEAY

19804 ~1982d: =led A
71 @ AR} (FEAAD

1982 ~1988'3: A=3s}ried A
71 2 Az (FEErh

1988'd 39: FAHRANNF) 2AFF

F2 499748 MICH 97

1990»4 3 %*é@ﬂ(r) *ﬂl%’—%‘ﬂ%ﬁ Aoddrd

1991 59: FAAYF) 71ed T4 714 AdEr4

1991 8: (-r)LTI

1999 109 ~8A: FEdgdx AgzFea x

(F paRof] 2755 5E3F Y AIA", MMIC 44



