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SAR ATR method based on canonical correlations analysis of features

extracted by 2D random projection
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Abstract: Synthetic aperture radar (SAR) automatic target recognition (ATR) is an important support
technology for modern battlefield intelligence reconnaissance and precision strikes. In order to improve the
overall performance of SAR ATR, a method based on multiset canonical correlations analysis (MCCA) of two-
dimensional (2D) projection features is proposed. First, a series of 2D random projection matrices are used to
extract features from SAR images to obtain multi-level feature descriptions. Considering the correlation between
these results and the possible redundancy and interference, they are further fused through MCCA to obtain a
single feature vector. The sparse representation-based classification (SRC) is used to process the fusion feature
vector to determine the target class. The experiment is carried out based on the MSTAR dataset to fully test the
proposed methods. The experimental results verify its effectiveness.
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0 5] B B FEE S, B R & SR I Bl AR R R R

& Wi FL 1% 75 15 (Synthetic aperture radar, SAR) E.
A AR SR 8 S I i A LA B 7, DR TR A [ 4 e 4%
HEZEMEM. LLSAR A3hHFRR (Automatic target
recognition, ATR) {2 19 5 B B2 AR B0 7 #H i %%
5 i A 1% LA S e i T e S 2 = iy Y Y S 4
B 1= 73 B SAR BUR B 1 A e Fl L, 55T SAR K]
BRI BARTEN 7 L BB A . XSy i B
FHRFAE P& B+ 2548 B W B B R o R TIE 4 RO i
If SAR FEUZ &, S FSMAE A 1 S Ak i SO 0 B
9 5 AR FEAE, A LA TR | K BE 43 A LA BRI 4R 1
S, SR [2-3] il H AR DA LR AT
HrFPEEC IR, AR B T AR AN UE B . RN, %2
SAR EIGrh M s | A ipl 45 52 ) LA KRT B AT N
S, TUARTIR AR A5 A 5 00 iy BRI 20 A o B A K
%25 SCHK [4-10] L 32 543 43 Bt (Principal component
analysis, PCA), MUl (55 | B SHA R G
5o A R SRR T BRI SAR EIMRK AL R .
SRR B R AP — 0Pk, OF BARBUCRIR & . A
IR, NG B BAR 25 B . flk
SAR H fr it g e B AR IE B S AL fF B 1 Rk
Sprpn R S o Horb, BUR PO REAE I R A g
Al RS (N E . K G555 MTCRC i T2
BT o SR, BT B D B — R B e,
U D S B TMERE KR, 75— B EE R TR 5
KB . SAR H bn i v 4 1Y 0 26 4 R 2 4K T
TR BRI S, B2 AR 35 SAR EIMG Y AT
TARAEHE, G022 3k [14] R K48, 2% 3C
ik [15-16] fii A9 3+ ) i ML (Support vector machine,
SVM), 27 SCHK [17-191% HI B9 87 %78 73 2 (Sparse
representation-based classification, SRC) P4 K it 4 Sk
WL R A B 2 ) 4% (Convolutional neural network,
CNN)PO22 45

WRAE R4, Bt sk BUA 2009 FEAE 2 52
SAR HFRiRBITERER SCHEN R Z — o SO AR T
Yk B LA R RRAE 2 T A MURYRE G 4 BT (Multiset
canonical correlations analy-sis, MCCA)™ 4 Filt & i i1
M. 27 SCHR [25] AR 46 R 40 80 i B s T
Fe T HEALBY YRR S BUR 3, T 76 SAR HARTR
gk T TR . HET R RN AR N — R AES

MM T o B IEE|—HEREHLEE NS T SAR IR 4k
S5 A5 B AT EBIA T, 275 SCHR [26-27) 0 Hit 47
TR, R TR Ak . 2RIk, " 4EREAL
B E X SAR HAR YU MR A TEREIL S . itk
SCHR L Z HEREALECR AR O RAE S UK S 5%, i
AT AR A R AR I SAR RN 22 )2 YRR
fiid . ARBERLERZ B BA R I AME, 7
WATE—ERITRE T i, SCrh ik — Rk
MCCA X A [l 8 52 %6 W N 3R A5 19 e AR 28 A7 Rl 23
Bro Rl O RFE 5 B2 BE AT LG5 A [ J2 UCRFIE Z 7]
A SCTBRE, SCAT LA B2 R TR AT IR 823, AT
Ja 15y JE B kv M 1 B RRIE R A o 7E 2R 2RI BL, 1k
PG PR3 1) SRC A D 2R Al 73 2 4%, i ik il 5
TIE 2% ot A I R A AR B 28 53 2 25

1 RN AR

AR s 20 B R S B, 4 45 5 T 2 g L
PEATHEA . B, FATETUAR IR 5 AR R S T A
WA, 27 SCHR [25] X — BB T T REPLER
EERIFERRAE SR IR AR IR B P b AT TR .
HE— 20 b PR R 45 — AE R, 275 Sk [26-27] #—
AL PR A 2 4 AR A, i A
%X e R L d P NENBEEAEFA € R FIB € R,
My = AxBTHY 7 LA BIRHERE M Y € R, H
Hm /N Ty, my/N T ny, SR R4

WA S 3CHR [26] GBI, N T A5 — e
J B AR A RE A A 8 PR AR PR Bk, SRl o i 4
JE BB I Y RE 8 X LR MR A T i i Al o I
I, e 2 PSP R AT R 25

[1X]l, < spark(A)spark(B)/4
(€, norm of each column of X) < spark(A)/2
(€ norm of each row of X) < spark(B)/2 (1)

s 1XNo 5 X € IE L, BD R MR E R TR
ANEY; oK B spark ZR HY AT AR B b A B ST 1 518
XFFHFEA € RmonFll B e Rmom, i JE spark(A) = my + 1,
spark(B) = m, + 1,

FE T 1 3R v D00 AG 3 Y G B LB R A B T A R
AU SAR & By S0 T3 FRAE, I 2 L2l T H B
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PO o SR, S AP RE SR IO 5 ol T 8RR 1 10 A
— PR EA — & B REALIE, B0 EE RAFE AT E
AR, SRyt SCHR SR A A e REAIL B JE F X
JE AR R BEAT AR B . AR B T A9 45 R HA
FE, T AT R b B — 3R R B A A B AN BRUE o
1, A AN RIS R T 45 R ] T F A AR 2 3R
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2 SEEHFBPXON

&5 AR 43T (Canonical correlations analysis,
CCA) FEH T L A B &, /A e =Z E i
KIBAERZE S . MCCA NP XHZ4E CCA #EA7HE A4~
&, EEH T3t 2 A A R REHLAS 5 2 18] 1) SCHR A Fi
ZE R LN RO X, X, X, BT YE
BE 53 R my,my, - my, (m R Fe/ME). MCCA B0k
JEXT A BENLE AT R E A O, AR5, ot
WA (2) Brs BHE N pR 4

n n
T
§ E @; S;a;

=1 j=1
Jvcealar, @z, a,) = _— (2)

n
’ E T
a; S a;
i=1

P S5 = EGGXDH R X5 XA BEHLAS B 1 B 7
FERERE o O T XX — N e B AT e AL, TR LATR
At e

n n
max E g Q';FS ijqj
1,2,y ’

i=1 j=1

S.t. Z(Y}‘S,’[Q’i =1 (3)
i=1

XFAEL 3) Witk &, o] A Lagrange 7€ 1
ESUR I
Sll Sln ] a; /IIS“ 0 al]
{ S.nl S.nn [:a'n] { 0 /ln:S‘,m ][:a'n
(4)

AR XS A2 (4) AR 25 2R 3k — 20 SR S [
A= [al’ab“' 9an]T’ :/H\:I:F"

a; = [ay,app, 7alml]ml><m1
@ = [ay, @, ’az'"']mzx”"

©)
a, = [anlaarﬂ?'“ aanml]mnxml

Xof g, A ZK(5) H AT RAAS B AN [ A2 g X0 7
AR 7 10, SR FHZA 3R (6) X AS [l B AILAS B2 ALl 4
(GEIECE S

Z:a'TXl +a;X2+~-+aIX,, (6)

SCHR H MCCA X [a]— 1 SAR EHR 1) 24> [
FRAESEAT Rl o SR 2RI FRAE R St AN LR PR AN
IFi) 488 5 S0 4 A 2k 7 e, o T DA 25 Bk mT R A AE A T AR Bk
THER; o PR, BlE 5 09 RHIE % 5 B T8 17 5 5]
JIRET I, AR T U B IR RE

3 RATEER

3.1 WERERTRNE

H A 2 n B B A DOk, HoAf A T AR
559 BG4 G A8 8+ iz iz A . SRC
R — AR, FE TR B 2 )
BTN X 2 AN RN RE AR, AT ARYE AT S A
JaFIA = [A,A,, - Al € R®Y, L AXT R R A 55
RPN GHREA . MIAHEA Y TE 2 J5 70 E R T4k
PEFR, SRARLNE R R B

X = argmin||x]|,
X

st. [y-Axlf<e (7)
o N T BRI R BUR R e iR 2T THR.

MR BUA ek, bR AR A0 A i AT 3 1 9 %K
BRI B AT HE 40, AT 57 AL AR Ak vl R, 3K B B
fift . A, AT SR IF A2 VE BC3E B 45 S0 A8 5 ok HEA T
oo HIE ZRBOR ML, 7T LI IR 2 (8) 4 B B
BN A T AL IR 25 K

r(i) = ly=Axilh (i =1,2,+-,C) (8)
A x A I R BUR A () B R 2 A e R
%o i, T LIRS 2 0 MR R AR 45 W — 231 2k
REACIR R AR, BT 2 75 2 e S 25
3.2 BHiRRARIE

R T SCIEAR, SO PN 1 TR B ARIR S
D 2 O AV [ 3 e - 22 s AV i
T, e AR R AR, B S HAR anR . Ek,
Fe IR 4 B DL B 5 1 4 1 0 3¢ BB X B AL 8
SR, FIT X SAR BRI ARSI, 0TI ZRAEA,
3 590 SR FH A ] £ 5% B 00 g R A 1405 F B, i — 28R
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MCCA X EMTHEAT R, P — A REIE Ko, A7 A
2 JRy M, AR I T AR S I G AR R — B 2 R
T N TIHAREA, 35 I8 AR D IR BB R R

Training

2 A MCCA ik fill 45 R A5 3 B A 5 AE R 4 i
28, R SRC M PR FEA (Y FFIE R AR HEAT 202K, R
BRIV LT

Dictionary of
fused features

Y

projection matrix

MCCA

samples
2D random
|
|
|

Test sample

|
| A\ 4
L——p SRC |— —p

Target
label

B 1 T RN RFE MCCA RlA 1 E 3 B AR AR
Fig.1 Procedure of ATR based on MCCA of 2D random projection features

T HERELBCE A O SE R RS B TR
FF T SAR BRI iS5 MR 8. AR, 255 Z A
A —4EBENLBLR AR B AE IR, BERS S BN H R B
KA, PE— PR RHIE R B SR T . 2T MCCA
AR Rl A7 AR T 22 J2 IR 4 BE LB ik 1Y
PEE, R RBR TAFAE M IUAR i . SRC AP AT i E
Ha) 3 AU AT 505 A e A PR A, R P L i
Fr i DA A T4 PN Z R RS f . IR, SC
HA 7 R 3 5 45 S R AR AR IBUR 23 S DR S B I i T
PRI RE .

4 ERERSHR

4.1 FIREMIA
1E SAR HFRIH 40, MSTAR %t 45 B A 1R 5%
FAR M, S 2 A R 22 KA 5 i R G E ) L i

(f) BTR60 () ZSU23/4

B . MSTAR I, BF5E N L AE 2 P i 5 R4
RS T R A T IR 2 R 10 28 H AR AT SAR EIZ,
SrHERIRE] 0.3 mo HE ik, T 43500 R g kA
A, A H AR U B WA RO o AR A SRR
i, 78 MSTAR ¥l 4 AU REA LAl - n] 15 5 35 A s ofe
PR HARBSS 22 5 AN A 25 55 S5 03 2% A1)
B AR, 38 3 X iR MSTAR FEA gE 47 & BA AL BR, AT JF
— AR T R S SR, SOPTE
A P SN AR AR SR A | IRV £ 22 S5 L B Mg R
T = S AT X R S, A S04 T R A AR
PEAIR A E

SEE AR T X [Tk, BATEES %
ik [25] 3 T BEHLEL 52 19 77 % (Random projection), %
Ti R ] —4EBEALR 2 BvE 1T SAR IR B4t 2
2% SCHR [26] T Z4ERALA% 52 ) U7 ¥ iIE 0 2D random

(h) D7 (i) ZIL131

P 2 MSTAR RS & 9 4240 B AR (&
Fig.2 Images of the vehicle targets in the MSTAR dataset
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projection), 1% J5 ¥ —4E 5 52 B R B 4k, AT 4
Mo PR AR R A5 45 B 275 SCHR [8] R 5 5 4y
fIE/) J7 1 (iC i Monogenic), 2% & A [A] B4 4 AE 2E 47
s 275 3CHk [20] H3EF CNN 97775 (G224 CNN),
ZOT RSN SAR HARRBI T TR E 451411 CNN,
42 RANERSXI LS
42.1 MERELMT

PRI BRAE 25 1 SAR H AR Ui ) 81 v — 51 5 i
HEARFHEELWER 5. R4 MSTAR £l
AL 1Y H AR S0 FUR R 45 14 T 1 SAR G 5,
WE R R0, B HR B A —Fp
S MR A B bR 1IN R R REA, Hop
BMP2 il T72 Wi2E HAR A5 3 NS o %t el R
MR, IR A SRR — o 22 S (U AR (LB 35

PP R AR ERRAE 25 . X5 T 10 28 H AR IR 51
SEOL, R VU0 SR AT S AN, B IE B IR R
AHT A7 B B, I, 3 2 X H TR TR D ik L
e ST LL 99.08% FF- 34 3R 5 3R A T pU 2t
FeJrid . CNN kMR HEA 8 —, on TIRE %)
W2 Pl RE . 4E BEALIY 7 2k I REAE T4 58
() — 4k BEDLIE R 7 1, PRI T 4k FRAE 32 LAY a6 B
Mo AHEC BT (S 5 vk, CHERENLE R TR 4
P, BEURRFIELE R I 225 . SR, B AE SRR E
I3 R 2% B BT L e T 4R AL R . SCHh ik
TE 2 J2 R — HE R ML R FRAE (0 Ltk b E 47 il A A 3,
2638 MCCA 18 J5 MR 1F 2K i B 35 48 T T R 5 M g,
T Iy B R

R 1 REREFHIEREE
Tab.1 Sample settings for SOC

Training set (Depression: 17°)

Test set (Depression: 15°)

Target label
Configuration Samples Configuration Samples
9563 180
BMP2 9563 218 9566 181
c21 181
BTR70 218 181
132 181
T72 132 217 812 180
s7 176
T62 284 258
BRDM2 283 259
BTR60 241 180
ZSU23/4 284 259
D7 284 259
ZIL131 284 259
281 284 180
R 2 MRERIEFRHTHMILER
Tab.2 Comparison results under SOC
Method Proposed Random projection 2D random projection Monogenic CNN
Average recognition rate 99.08% 97.18% 98.23% 98.64% 98.82%

422 Wk EF
e LR FRAERRAE SR, — A T 0 PR R K
FEAR 5 I GRREA RO IR £ 22 AR /N o SEBR L, IR

AR R B TR A 22 IR A KRN A, LA 7 &
G 2 S0 SO B . RS MSTAR %4k 4+
B SAR G 50HE, 3% B 2 3 A 59 )1 25 F0 3R,
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. 45 T 2SI, BRDM2 DL K ZSU23/4 3
32K HARTE 17N A T i SAR F{% . MlitAEA Sk A
22 SRR M IRAN 1, vk — 25 XA A~ T4, 43 5
XF L 30°FAT A A1 ASCUREAM . PRSI FAE R e T
ANTRIFE E A IREA 71 25 53, BEAE T by 4T b i e 7 v 7E
AN ORFAD £ 2 S A8 BE S5 1 T I U MERE . B T Bk
W, ARBOR 7k iR RE, St an 2k 4 iR .
NTHAS I 5 19 £ B R, 30°MRFA £ T Ay A Ak
REZE A AT 450, B T RN £ 25 5 R i iR 1

MERE SURIRE I o AR FOREEIR, SO OT i AN ) R
JEE RSO0 7 22 S ) 3 IO 1 R et P B 5, E 08 7 O A0 £
e WL T R FF R AP PERE o A LUAR B A 2 1,
CNN J5 AR B A5 1F T RO PERE N R d ol eI 2, R A TE
NZRREA A I 5 IR AR 22 S RN, TR JEE 2 > B
AP R M SR IR . SO D7 ik i MCCA X £
JER W —HERENLBO R AT RS, P AR AR
BITERE, IR 1705 T PERE.

R3 RMAERHNERRE

Tab.3 Sample settings for depression angle variance

Training set Test set
Target label
Depression/(°) Samples Depression/(°) Samples
30 283
281 17 284
45 288
30 272
BRDM2 17 283
45 288
30 273
ZSU23/4 17 284
45 288
x4 HOAERTHERITEE
Tab.4 Comparison results under depression angle variances
Average recognition rate
Method
30° 45°
Proposed 96.87% 72.19%
Random projection 94.72% 68.52%
2D random projection 95.14% 69.52%
Monogenic 95.73% 70.42%
CNN 95.32% 68.34%
423 RpE % SRJG AN TR 45 M LU A SR A X 45 26 07 12 R AT

P AR W P K ST B 52 e [R5 R &, IR MR L
(Signal-to-noise ratio, SNR) fi¥ &5 2= 45 11 5] ] /8 7 o
TRARHMERE . 5 If MSTAR $405 £ (1 SAR G AR5
M LA g, ok 7 T A I R 3 A HL A AR T G
Mg e S DR] O e AR 5 1 7 I A AR A [] 45 TR
P25 N ARG PR RE . Rkt SC e B 225 SR [12]
{18 JEL I R 5 R R e 1 v By A A R AT R R SR A
VL IR S S 2 B84 0 i 1 22 A O m) 05 R L (7%
-10dB. =5 dB. 0dB. 5dB il 10 dB) f#f A Il i 4

MR, FAF A 3 Brs 1P 20N R i e o PERE A
W& LU IR R A, 5 2807 15 I U0 R B T B
IR0 N o 0l T i a7 WEE A P g R
RI7 i, SO 5 Ik AT AR A [R] M 7 K S DR fe A BE,
HA fi 56 ) R PR R A P o 5 OREA A 22 S A9 1S 0 26
L, CNN J7 i i FREA R 2, S BobE REF B+ 20l
Ao 5 TYERENLECR D7 A L, SO i 2 A AL
B AR BB O A S A R Rl R T T
XS A AR A
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Fig.3 Comparison results under noise corruption

WICERXT SAR EG B AR ] 4 s 45 A 4k
Bl ML 5 F1 MCCA I REAE B2 B 75, 1517 R H SRC
PEAT A 2R ULSR o I 2 AR TR — 4 B AL AR 5% S0 B
RHUR I SAR BUR 2 2R RHIER A . HE—25, R
F MCCA X} 22 J2 R 1) — 2 BE AP 5% R AE A T Rl & b
BRI — SO TR 2 R R S ) O A R AR
Ki . fea, il SRC Xl A B4R IR & 2 HE T4 2K,
ARBGRASE . 7F MSTAR $dadk FIT R T 3 258
S, B T AR HESRAE SRR SR R AR A A
SRS BA L AT, B2 U7 4 T SAR ATR AT UHUT
R AFPERE .
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