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ABSTRACT

density functions of the clutter spectrum, but also on the average radar cross sections and the average doppler fre-

The performance of MTI signal processors against composite clutter depends not only on the power

quencies of each clutter. In this paper the effect of composite clutter composed of different kinds of clutter such as

ground and weather on the MTI signal processors, is compared in terms of MTI improvement factors and the me-

thod of comparison is provided.
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MIF variations versus relative mean doppler frequencies.
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