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Overview on Recognition Algorithms of Radar Active Jamming

ZHOU Hongping, WANG Ziwei, GUO Zhongyi
(School of Computer and Information, Hefei University of Technology, Hefei 230009, China)

Abstract: In modern electronic warfare, the competition between electronic interference and anti-
interference is becoming more and more fierce, which has become a hotspot in the radar countermeasure
field to develop the identification algorithms for radar active jamming. This paper analyzes the radar active
jamming recognition algorithm in details, and summarizes the general process of jamming identification
methods in the world. Firstly, the types of common radar jamming are divided, and the jamming
mechanism and the signal model of current common radar active jamming signal are introduced in details.
Then from the feature-extraction means and the design of the classifiers, the flow of the jamming
identification algorithm are analyzed comprehensively. Finally, the future development directions of the
radar active jamming identification algorithms are prospected.
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Fig.1 Flow of jamming recognition
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Fig.3 Classification of radar jamming



4 R EB L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 37, No. 1, 2022

E T PE TP R SR E T AR TR T HAE S PR R, A AR LA IR TR R IR g
AR AR
2.1 E#HIMEFH®
AP TP 32 % 38 o W 7 sl Bl M Y T A I 2 s R I B AR B LS W F S B R R R
W EARBAE B o F LB P T 43 Sk N 7S 9 ) 2T 40 RN R T MR R 2R T
2.1.1 =REHEHE
N 7 9 o) 28 PR R s 0T R ) B T O B R SRR A S S A R B A 9 o e S
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Table 1 Characteristics of noise-modulation jamming models
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F2 BWEEHFHIRMNFELE

Table 2 Summary of jamming recognition methods in bispectrum domain

THAF 5 [SCHR] IRTB AT AR
PRI INR=—6 dB i} 5 5] 83%
RDJ.VDJ.ADJ [50] 5 SVM
{5 B INR=1 dB I} ik 3] 90%
SNR=0 dB I} ik F] 85%
RGPO.VGPO .R-VGPO [51] & 4%t Renyi i f148 £ SVM ° ’
SNR=6 dB i ik 5] 100 %
INR=—6 dB i} 3] 85%
RDJ.VDJ ADJ [52] M PR GA-BP i 22  4 L )
INR=—2 dB I} ik 3] 90%
SNR=—1 dB i} ik %] 90 %
SMSP ., CRI[53 U AE B SVM
[53] " SNR=7 dB it 5] 100%
YRR G B R INR=—6 dB Wik 5] 40%
RDJ.VDJ . ADJ [54] fRBIAIE DRI e e m = ’
Jis INR=3 dB I i5 5] 80 %
) YI(E 722 B s R INR=0 dB ik 5] 92%
RGPO.VGPO .R-VGPO [55] o . e
TP H T % INR=6 dB A} % %] 100 %

RF.AM .FM .RDJ,
VDJ.RDJ & VDI MT, Renyi 4 BB B AR SNR=6 dB i i £ 100 %
RGPO . VGPO.R-VGPO [56]

Amplitude

Ak

fi=f,/Hz
(a) Bispectrum (b) Diagonal slice diagram
KI5 LEM{E 5 085S E XS A 80 R
Fig.5 Bispectrum and its diagonal slice diagram of LFM signal

o FPHEAT TR A IR

(2) /NP

N A3 AT A AR R UL B AAE B T2 s L 0 3 TR o 32 A NI 4 e 45 1) 4% 08
Bt {55 0, i ik 220 52 (010 2% b 05 5 76 AN TR Be L A9 40 75 22 S5 ok o8 )l T A0 B9 23 26, T 6 IR
N3RPT e AR D Gy S s /NI O3 itk I B0 AR 23 A A A . SCHRL 59 TR T
Morlet /)N i 3 X0F F 3k WA 5 2EAT 6 J2 /NI 23 M, 45 21 6 Bir i 020 i, T30 28 P I /D D R 0 A g
PO O R AE 2 B, 5 R 3 FR A 5] T A 328 o SCHR [ 60 T3 ad of o 2 5 B T I8 L B B O O T D A A
ST 0K 3 A T AR S BEAT /NI i I B HONE I, SR JE R /N 0 3 A AR 18] 2 bR (Radial ba-
sis function, RBF ) £8 W 2% #E 4T [ 22326 0 SCHRI61 Til s/ I o i, 4R M 1 4 i 5 5 e i o A ) 22
ROBEARAZ 2 B N R AR 2 8005 O fie /D 30 SRy i B AR TR T P08 8 . SR 62 )% 3 8 B+
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o N S ik, 53 AR BOCHG e s 43 AEOWE 43 ik 00 U5 — Ak RE A AR S U B R AE S 4 W] I %A
HILGE TR T 2 RIS R T IR B L i EMD KRR 15 5 20 i 20 IMF R & IMF &
BRI S ABLAS () 951 B 1) Jg 38 240 19 45 5L, 445 5 WO i B2 0 R R 7 DA - A5 5 AR AR SR HE AT I AR
o326 O R T /N R o i B T PN B i T 2 I RS 0 B T 0 VU B 1 O R R TR B S
G A 0 R S AR B T 22 RUBE A AT 1 AR SR S A 4R RS A B ARAE L 78 BAE S R
I EDSNS
F3 NEEFHIRANFELE
Table 3 Summary of jamming recognition methods in wavelet domain
LEACKIBYN rRF R Oy RAR PR

JNR=5 dB i3k 5] 90%

RGPO.VGPO ,R-VGPO [59] G fifk fiE ik L ] INR—8 dB i 2 F1 100
) , JINR=0 dB i ik 5] 45%

RDJ.VDJ.ADJ [60] /N RBF MG 0 o in s 5 852

. . - : " BNZHRSHE SRk B 9204
RGPO .VGPO Noise [61] Z IR R - B K E] 87.50%

INR=0 dB i} £ 3] 65%
RGPO . VGPO .R-VGPO [62] =45y & AR 43 2 (3 — LB b Kl 8840 287% INR=15 dB A3k 51 100%
(32 [l % PR 5 25 5 )

D, | Layer 1

Layero
|

|

I Layer 2

Layer 3

K6 32/ s 2K

Fig.6 Schematic diagram of three-layer wavelet decomposition

(3) 70 K5 e B 2 o Jak
G301 L A O A L oA 3 14 8 R B SIS L R D TR 0 A 2 AR A
MLk 4 PR .

Fz4 FRFTETFHIRANFERLCR

Table 4 Summary of jamming recognition methods in FRFT domain

T 5 k] R F B et U R AR
AM .FM [66] R M/ IR I —fe 222 e ek INR=4 dB It} ik 3] 85%
VR 2 400 06 B ZR A

SMSP.ISDJ.ISPJ . ISCJ [67] B M SNR=—10dB ik 3] 98%
U2ANT= e A 7 R

Xt LEM {5 5 fifi I e 5% £t BE 9 FRET 20t 5 B 8 p £ X TR] [ 0, 2 JHEAT 128 0 HO(ELA5 2R an 181 7 B s
SCHRL66 ] i A A+ 072 FRET 3R BE it 70 A 1) 22 57, 2 O T S R I A e /N iy 9 — AR T 2 2 1L
TE AR B, R 52 BT Wt 7 38 i A0 Mg 7 308) 450 0 R 1 I8 B0 3800 232 o SCRRE 67 123501 I 19 A S ek 32 3%
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DC THC 28 I WRF J3E 335 RS T £ IR S A AIE L BB FRET 3019
IS B R A 1] B 2 S OGS AR Rk L TA] BRCR B

B # %% & (Interrupted sampling and direct repeater jam- }‘6‘
ming, ISDJ) . [A] 8k K #£ 8 & ¥ % (Interrupted sampling % }3
and periodic repeater jamming, ISPJ) DL K [B] 8 R A A 7 & 2
¥ % (Interrupted sampling and cyclic repeater jamming, g 4
ISCI 53U O 46 R S5 6 AR TE Sy
FRAE 1) A AR G A 0 e 7 MR BE 15 350

50300
O

1.0 250"
150 2006 ol

4 FHRHSEBEH 05 S0

B SR R B AE AN 2 i ST . FRGRRE SR g g FIT LEMAS S 3 D Be e £ 2 FRET 53 Bt
[ AR 55 S, TN L 45 4 2 SRS AE TT L4 B iy (5 Fig 7 FRET analysis of ergodic rotation angle of
B TR I A BT 2 5 A K MR B BB L 30 K LFM signal
S92 7 A A B ], B 7 2 SR A I M L DR S B 5 O AR B R L R G — s
H BT 7 ), 3 L 00 7 2 A R E 6 B A 4 L R T e 7 6 2 A M A (R G 4 MR B 09
T X BT TN R R R SR B, R LR AT KW KRB
(Kruskal-Wallis test) B4 fiF 6 4% | 56 T 26 P 26 ] BE 29 1L 00 15 6 26 4% 36 T Fisher 1 2 5 10 465 4 e 4
AW I U 7 SR 2 s I R I ) A 2 2 L L A A KR 0 I B R K S £ L0
Al LAk 8 19 5 A FE 4 43 B (Principal component analysis, PCA) £k 1 21 51 43 # ( Linear discrimi-
nant analysis, LDA) \3F 5 B 4 fif L 22 4 ROE 7 Fr (Multidimensional scaling, MDS) 4§ .

E 2358 07 5 3 7T AR A 40 S B AT 4036 L p R BRI AR 2 I T 1O 40 K B B T
SR TR LA AR BT« 2000 S LY e B 2 R4 4 RS
A A T PR AR TR R B3 3 K
4.1 RER

AT 4 % B0 ik A 0 VP00 0 T ke S A 49 K v S o R B A L
TE B T XI5 S AT R 402 . AR HOARIE S50 A KI5 L 28 B — AN B 43 3235 1L 215
KA EAT 42 R IR 0 1, T 20 T M 5 0 B E A0 2K L kSR 1 42K R o
7R, SCR 26 T4 IR T I S R FC A B 3 10 R HAE T PCA TRAES) T 0 48, e R il e o
P42 2K AR AT UL 4356, 6 L WA 4 U 10 D0 S50 S 2%, & BRR 4 10 R0 3 A R R E TR 2
BT APE . SCHK 59 A% B BRI G 5 24 25 By 44 Rk LU AR AF 5 50, YR TR 38 10 B (L1647 2 %6 — 40 2% L 7
1) 3445 51 I LS I A 40 SR Sk 68T e RS 1R i ) 2 0 0 1352 R AR I 0 4 T
S8, 3 i 4R OB 5 R E S5O P 5g LSS 0 5 T4 AU H AT TR I 40 4T %, AL T 4%
(F 2508 P, 58 3R 5] T4 (3R 4025 . SCHIRT 69 ] 1 4 15 X 45 HE B 75 9 1 FE 45 FF 1 49 2 5 40 1056
VAR A W15 00 A2 T oy 60 2 A R 25 DGR R I 0 A I L R A - R B 258 1 1
BB R AT HE— 5 O B 4326 L SCR [ 70 136 7 Bl 40 47 B, AR I8 S50 B 990 0 4 B T — 201
E ) FH B S0 A4 2 5 B4R 26U L 9 15 S0 1) R WL 2K B8 HEAT U S A e, 5 205 S, Do
00X R P DA 5 5 3 R T 1 P 3 T S 1 L T A R B A O T B
(A T R . T DL A, R T o SR TG R0 43 2K T ok S B B T B, (2K
3 5 — I 25, o Rl 45 20 R 10 00 30, TR M R A 2 50 B L4026 1D W 10 6 0 X 3 2K 65 SR
PNCTA N
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l

3 ER1
P ]
17 DRI —l SARARIIT _l
K502 2514 %‘éiﬂl DRIV —l
| K55
2503

K8 oMk i &l

Fig.8 Flow chart of classification tree algorithm

4.2 XFEEH

SERF I AL R B S B h B — o, e
VA3 o 11 5 K dh 4 SR A fie A 1) o 8 ~F THT , IS AT i ] 26
FEARA 2R, 0 9 Fron o X TLAMEA AT 3R 00,
AT LA S ) H A% O v A A S AT 6 A e S5 3 e 4 R A
23 [ H R AR AT 43 o B AE T IR A ST B AT AR 2 0 1

SCHR [ 73 TBE X 9503 o) AN V) v = A 2 R T4, 43 3 4 1R
R S RN A R 2 AR FRAEAE SRR AE SR R T T
OB SR R SRR ) LR SR 2 Bl ALY U ar 28 . S
FR L 74 136 o 412 JBCf 246 R AR 2 50 AR AL 17T FIR PN AR 3 R 2 A 55 .
ZYUERFAE SR AT T SR ] BEAL 0 28 i 52 BN R 2 W R = I A L9 SR 1o ik K ) g
ST P A2 . Semk [ 75 58 i B AR A W Fn A ) Fig.9  Support vector and maximum margin
ARy WU X B A 5 B B B 9 S e e b 3, LS55 T
{5 B A0 5 T Fisher 1 U f) 47 1 28 46 530 125 16 JBCRR AIE 2 880, £ B 70 S R 0 08 ) R0 iR 2 B0 LA SR BB 4 1) 23
FRORFRARAY 73 2 8 002 4 e g A SVM b A S0 4 5| 5 20 i #5571 2 26 B e -3 i [m) 20
oI TR sr 2. SCHRL76 13 o %) 45 W A5 5 080T S 335 20 A, 751 AU 88 3 DU Ay f igk o3 & 1) 135 SRR
TIE 2 75 B S MR A, X i (2 i ek 4 €0 205 A8 1.5 4R 5 (0 A 3, B e SR e MLEEAT UM 4028 . X
k077 IR TR 5 15 2 52 W 00 1 22 8] ) 22 S, 4 00 0335 Al i 35 A A R IE 2580, B S A SR 1)
B rP E AT R PR A B B IR AR B R RIEC 2 I SESE 3R T AR 4r U . SCRRL78 1 e xR IE
HEAT OUIE 52 fe HL 72 46, 488 IR0 (L AR 30 O 505 1M, K A3 O BT 00 U0 R BEAG T 0 I A R R A R
P BT Y0 TR BCR AR O T 10 15 S 1 43 i 3 26, 4 BBOSUE A8 R R G 2R 805 5 4R ARAE A
SRUF 0 SRR ) B AL R S8 R 228 0 SCHRE79 TR B 17 I Jsl A, A2 e A 10 AR AE 8 i e A1) =2 1)
Fi%g S TER B2 e BB MR 75 1 I 50 T ) AR AT R 5 X S T IR R P ] R P R O 4 22 AT IR T Y IR
Sl s [ ) SCEE R R BT BP A2 R 2% Gt ) R AR A S ) e AL 3 A o 2 A A UM RO, A SR AR A I
PR, 2 T SRR ) AL A R0 05 i A AR T MR LU A 3 A A 2r R . SRR AR L, SRR )
HEHLIR A R SR BCT PR RRAE T JE 5 N T BUE R AE S B 73 28 T TIR, 948 1 R R AT B8R
4.3 HEML

TR 2 2 0 AR 3% W 25 A 8 2 — 2 35 R 28 W 2% ( Convolutional neural networks, CNN) . 28 H /9
AR AL 0 e AL, CNIN e e 2 ARUR A S5 484, 1 3l O e i A 890 %0 %2 R A R A o, LBV )2 N BY
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% B 2 B0 = R () 32 2 1) i g P (0 75 4 AR i 22 19 26 T LA 3 e /0 9 8 52 A R AR R AR 1) 27 T
CNN B Foft 57 X > A 36 R Y AR B0, TT L AN 55 8N A i i BRI Ak B BL 28 38 RE 06 figp phe B
S A AR LRI R L IE S Pl T R 6 9 4 ELAT R R I RO 4 T B BORFE SR B R L LAR
BTz BT AE TR A SR, A 5 PR

£S5 REFIFHIRMNAERILE

Table 5 Summary of deep learning based jamming recognition methods

T 5 k] DRFB ) 2% A5 75 PR
MT R %A 35 99.86 % ,
BI.MT .NP [81 STET i} 4 [& CNN o -
MT NP [81] T 55 4 24 FIA F 100%
— Y T[] )
Clutter .SJ.PM .FM .SF [82] Eg{%'ﬂm LeNet ZRAMERRIAE 99.7%
. ) AT RIR RN 97.7%
PB.ST.MT.LFM.AM.FM [83 STFTH#E  VGGNet-16 2 17 . ’
[83] Rl ¢ A5 e 1 F #8393 %
AM .FM.CN.CP.SMSP, STET i 45 X .
> ZEAWET R 155 98.667 ¢
C&I.MT.ISRJ.COMB [84] 0OS-CFAR CNN e R AL B 98.667 0
Noise . ISRJ.AJ.BJ.SJ.RDJ .DFTJ SNJ.CJ.CJ& . g s IDCNNLINR=5dB A T
ISRJ.RDJ & Sweep .DETJ & SNJ [85] R S-CNN SR o SR 0 80 %
Noise . ISRJ.AJ.BJ.SJ.RDJ.DFTJ.SNJ.CJ.CJ & STFT Wi 4%k ;gtﬁﬁ AR SH N 25 A HETT R
ISRJ.RDJ & Sweep .DFTJ & SNJ [86] 28 3 i 4 3 DNN i1 96%
RFLISREMT, SMSPL CE1L 33511 P 2D-CNN L4 fEd @ 99%

AM .FM .SNJ [87]
LEAHE R A $] 99.25%,

RF .AM .FM.RGPO .VGPO [88] CWD I 4 &1 AlexNet INR=0 dB B £ 100%
RGPO & AM .VGPO & AM .R-VGPO & AM ., SPWVD i B it INR=0 dB i} i f5 4045
RGPO & FM.VGPO & FM.R-VGPO &. FM [89] 7 AlexNet SRR MERf 2R 90 %

7 : BJ: Blanket jamming; NP: Narrow pulse jamming; SJ: Sweep jamming; SF: Single-frequency interference ; PB: Partial band in-
terference; ST: Single tone interference ; MT: Multi-tone interference; AJ: Aiming Jamming; BJ: Block Jamming; DFTJ: Dense false

target Jamming ; SNJ: Smart noise Jamming; CJ: Chaff Jamming; A & B: Additive compound jamming of A and B.

SCHR[ 8T T8 1 — i T 445 5 I3t 11 i 1 B U0 550k, 7 12 I 3 i e B4 1) 3 G5 A U T P A
P (81504 135 5 540 IR 030 3 PRL I  o HE A BE T  1  ARU 2 0 25% v R A 2k AR 2 DT 552 B0 26, LK)

LRI 10 T 7 o
SCHR 8218+ T — Ah T ik i LeNet-CNN R 25 (1 PR ) 3809, 128 vk 30 o 4R B — 4 35 ik 30k

Input
% Output
Convolution X '
pooling  Convolution Fully-
connected

FEI10 BB 2 I 45 45
Fig.10  Schematic of CNN model™
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155, VR 90 45 445 4 2 5000 75 090 445 38 3 dee A VR R, SE B T 345 5 i il 40 28 o ek [ 83 3 i i st e
L AR A5 ) S S B IS R 45 A Btk 19 VGGNet-16 [ 45 455 580 ik 47 45 F 27 > Fll 45, 5k 5¢ i 6
T UL 08 U0 432 5 () B 3 I 1 AR Xt A2 G T A U RCR 0 FLEGUE T SRR T 6 FIR A
T AR SR A Ak STk [ 84 1o J& 7 $ T4 A5 5 10 B 430 Pl iy b, 384 n 1 3 7 B AR B3k DA BY
AT P A5 ) KR 43 TU AR AR L D B AT 5 0 58 A5 A 25 FR A 2 I 20 AT I 2, e 2 S LK O b1
PAF 5 U 43 28 ORI ME B 3 o L 0 28 2 AR e . SCHR (85 148t 17— R B T 1 4 CNN 7 ik T4
159 o0 ZEMEAY S8 A0 T M A5 5 9 SR R A DRI I 25 1 2, S B Tk 12 o i R AE S R U
Gy TRIEE, R TR TE IR TR SR AN R B SEBR IR, 42 T — Rk Y S-CNN(Siamese convo-
lutional neural networks ) 45 %1 | 3 5o {5 B 525 90 UF T HAT %0k o SCHk[86 | 7F SL 3L Ak [ A8 T ootk | 48
T —FhE T ONN BB A k. kS 3 FME4, il 14 CNN R BUR 86 58 T E
5 R BEARRAE , 2 4E CNN $& B ABURFAE | 98 )5 38 28 il A I 45 % 2 4~ CNIN 7 ) 2% 4 B0 A4 AR A 40 A7 3% 2 il
4, Softmax H T9¢ LR 5 TG 50 2K4TE 5. MAh, b T ffad 004 )80, ) FH B0bR 28 -0 05 vk $ v
BRI HIZACRE J1 o SCHRL 87 AN W] T 4% Ge Y S T 4047 5 I 331 BEUAR AR Shy 190 28 B8040 4R 1 TR 2 > Bk %
R R BT A S r i T R, SRS R A 2 4E CNN Xt 8 R H 445 5 BEAT IR 1 40 26, i &P
PJ iR 3ak 5 99 % LA . SCHEk[88]3E T AlexNet M 45 it 5 Fh i ik 47 IR T 345 5 ¥ AT 40 28, LR
SRR B, AR it W g as BRI R . SCHRE89 1R SPW VD 42 BUE 35 T 4015 5 il ik A5 &1 45 e A et 1Y
AlexNet £ AT I 2, ST X8 IR E A THAR 5 1R 51 7028 B R0 R ARG, W RLE
AT TUAR 3 T R 2% 2 0 1 40 VU0 33005 A6 R T b Y B0, 43R 1 T A AR R AE A e R L IR AE T I
R AR R, TN A AR AU U B R B e R RE IR AaE R

5 FHINHE XML o
ARICLL3FHE S T (RGPO, VGPO, R-VGPO) ], 1 BUAS [H) I 16 457 11E A1 AR ] 73 2 2% 8 19 58 16
BRI AT XS B, IR 6 s o AN wr al WL, SCHR[39,46, 59 J#0d F T o S AY 43 28 88 O vk Ll o
F6 AEEEIDBSETLE

Table 6 Comparison of recognition performance of different algorithms
SCHK AR B IR TB e PUN R (WS
B D7 25 5 EJ7 SNR=6 dB fif i}

[39] Hag W B (BRI ) ) 12k F] 90 % BT MRS S BRI | B39 ol B P
[45] (B 4E B W46 (Zernike X EHL  SNR=4 dBBFiH 35 55 4% 40 B 45 R 3647 i 4 1 A
Ep) (v-SVC) 2RI E] 90 % PN VISV S
st 1 3, o B
N yns o pF ) . SNR=8 dB i}l - LR A L
[46] 3B Renyi i . nl 43 8 & ) % 51 90 FRAE R HCE , Bk i B R IR
[51] S Renyiki J gk o PREPL - SNR=4 dB A ST LA 2 W

(v-SVC) B EF] 90 %

WME 7 2 e R JINR=0 dB I &5 T 5 T UL B0 A 4R i il 5 5

i
o) By wmrs T gimassiooy e, T L) A Mo AL
[56] Renyi i (% IMF 945K L ONR=2 dB AP X4 IMF $2IUREAE , 7T LR {5 5 75
B L) " 5 %3k 5 90 % A4 101 R T B
= OR! S /NI 45 f TT L AR BUAS R 55 16 4
9] B R gk AR ABII SIS T LR [ 5L 1) 4

HARIEE 902 T E
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N A 3 BB (L, 32 )2 0 245 B R0 45 2R LR o {0 54 8 4% ) 20 2R 25 SR AT AR R A 52 e, PR IHG 7 AR £ 1R L
i AR M AR 75 A5 e B9 PR 6 T SCHR (55145 SCHR [ 56 178 IR M Lo R A7 BE 4p iy iR 0 8R . SCHR[ 55 142 K
TR S 22 Y AL 3 S 2 Ak AN TR E A U S B B 25 S 45 AR S R R B T AR 4R A 02K
ROR A [R] B 7 AR AE AT LS AN (5] ol 288 B0 £ S, 76— 5 Vi 1 P 3800 4 A ) 248 25 T AAS 28 3t 3 T+ 98 19
PO, SCHRLS6 JBRZS & 178 43 B 4 i 45 2 % IMF 19 22 RUBE S B, SOE 1k AR 2 XU 35 21 40 ) e S i1
ROR, DL ARAS B 5 U A o B H RGO b, 3 2 DL B A X 3 A 51 0 A TR B 2 > SR B A i
T8, 3 51 T I8 A I A 1 5 E A AR e A AR AR, TR B 2 > Rk — B SR T R I I A [ 8 A R TR A A
B S0k 70y 22 5, 0 DL X T A AR B0k 50 1) T AR X LA B AR G 09 20 2S8R T e ] 2 T 0 R A 1R
FIARZE T IRA5 5 (0 I 030 8] 2 S B0, TR 5 b A7 2 AR S o A 0 A 5 1) 1 8, 3l e 23 7 - 0 L B
FIRE A, 2B U 8 YRR IR S 0 2, A BTS2 R AP A9 70 28 30CR o IeAh , 455 Z2 35 B i Z R ik 2 4L,
HRA 15 5 A 31T BLith A7 22 RUBE A9 23, #0823 o T DR VU0 B 5 10 A 2% T BL .

6 SEMREE

HISAFEYIR TR AR HE TR FEF B, E Sk Bt TAE, JFRESFRET
PN AR ST, A B T E 24 A S N a9 B AR, o2 SE I I P TP A Hr 42 Fn 3L ail . A SC TR 38
AT R0 — AR R R L A5 T ERGE LAY 16 FhAT U5 T P A0 A LR FE AL B, DA R AE 4 BOR 4y
AR 2 S T AR TR E R TR sE i e o W LU B, B A3 XA TR T 38 U0 O
BT R RS AR B 0 5 I AE AR A B JR B R SR 1 T B R 4 R B 25 B LT LA B
FEJ7 I :

(1) B H T 15 5 00 SCHR A 2 51 X6 D BULFR R 2 19 T P 28 B BiF 58, B> — AR i 4 i 1 40
WL T B, Aok T UM 400 2 sl e LB A0 22 U0 AR 88 11 & A ok 22 20 T A A T I 13 43 28 )

(2) BRTFT A 0 TR 5 @B R 2 2 E 01— S 80T TV A5 5, M LU IE T H 30U 30k A 3
T PEIAEE T AR MR AROR AR N % & 2 280N (TR E 5 R, PRI RN Bk i g e Pk

(3) H A& WL T P50 32 AR T 20— T A5 5 U510 R 43 2 i A 2 1 22 bl I i o
PR G BE M E AT, ARTHENTFIRR LRk, Mk d & 0G5 030
[f] &

(4)BEF T F A TR T P08 TR0 T Bl AN B 2 1, — 28507 28 %) T HI0 56 AR o A AN W7 9 300, L 4 4 42
Tt A Al B BB YR Y % T B TR 45 (Spectrum spread and compression, SSC) F & i 1
PTG X sk e A R T A U A X B IR T R 4 A R A B 5 AR
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