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Abstract

The accuracy of instantaneous passive emitter localization varies with sensing platforms and measurable parameters.
Appropriate combination of instantaneous measurable parameters have more accurate localization performance than a single
parameter based localization in general. Emitter localization is preferred to use a small number of receivers as possible for
the efficiency of strategic management in the field of modern electronic warfare support. For this reason, we compare
CRLB (Cramer-Rao lower bound) of two moving platform with various measurable parameters to search a appropriate
choice of parameters for the better localization performance through the x-y axis CEP (circular error probable) derived
form CLRB. In addition, we present the relation of the localization performance and accuracy of measurable parameters.
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