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Abstract

A degradation of the signal-to-noise ratio {SNR) in a digital moving target indicator system
(DMTI System) can be improved by weighting of the DMTI output pulses before the integra-
tion process, and it is shown that the signal-to-noise ratio is improved as the increasing of the
number of delay line cancellers. It is known that the signal-to-noise ratio obtained with opti-
mum weighting is greater than that obtained with binomial weighting, An improvement per-

formance of the signal-to-noise ratio for ecach case is presented through the results of a com- -

puter simulation.
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