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Imaging Through Unknown Walls Using
Different Standoff Distances
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Abstract—In through-the-wall imaging, errors in wall parame-
ters cause targets to be imaged away from their true positions. The
displacement in target locations depend on the accuracy of the es-
timates of the wall parameters as well as the target position rela-
tive to the antenna array. A technique using two or more standoff
distances of the imaging system from the wall is proposed for ap-
plication under wall parameter ambiguities. Two different imaging
schemes can then be applied to correct for errors in wall charac-
teristics. The first scheme relies on forming target displacement
trajectories, each corresponding to a different standoff distance,
and assuming different values of wall thickness and dielectric con-
stant. The target position is then determined as the trajectories
crossover point. In the second scheme, an image sequence is gener-
ated. Each specific image in this sequence is obtained by summing
those corresponding to different standoff distances, but with the
same assumed wall parameters. An imaging-focusing metric can
then be adopted to determine the target position. The paper ana-
lyzes the above two schemes and provides extensive simulation ex-
amples demonstrating their effectiveness.

Index Terms—Autofocusing, radar imaging, through-the-wall,
wideband beamforming.

I. INTRODUCTION

THROUGH-THE-WALL radar imaging (TWRI) is an
emerging technology that addresses a number of civilian

problems and has a dual-use with obvious military applications
as well. TWRI is a complex and difficult problem that re-
quires cross-disciplinary research. Fundamentally, it is a hybrid
between two main areas, statistical signal, radar, and array
processing, on one hand, and antennas and electromagnetics,
on the other. There are many challenges facing TWRI system
development, namely, the system should be reliable, portable,
light weight and small size and have both short acquisition time
and setup time. It is important for the system performance to
be robust to ambiguities and inaccuracies in wall parameters
and to the presence of nonuniform walls, multiple walls, and
operator motion. Ultimately, the system should have high-range
and cross-range resolutions, which are application specific.
Finally, the TWRI system must be able to detect and classify
motions in a populated scene and in the presence of heavy

Manuscript received June 20, 2005; revised October 24, 2005. The associate
editor coordinating the review of this manuscript and approving it for publi-
cation was Dr. Petr Tichavsky. This work is supported by DARPA under grant
MDA972-02-1-0022 and in part by ONR grant N00014-98-1-0176. The content
of the information does not necessarily reflect the position or the policy of the
Government, and no official endorsement should be inferred.

The authors are with Radar Imaging Laboratory, Center for Advanced Com-
munications, Villanova University, Villanova, PA 19085 USA (e-mail: genyuan.
wang@villanova.edu; moeness.amin@villanova.edu).

Digital Object Identifier 10.1109/TSP.2006.879325

clutter, which may include interior back and side walls, water
pipes, electrical cords, and various types of furniture items.

There are two different approaches to TRWI. The first
approach is coherent imaging that requires wideband beam-
forming to be applied, using transmitter and receiver antenna
arrays [1]–[11]. The other is the noncoherent approach that
involves several, more simplified and stand-alone radar units.
In this case, imaging is performed based on the trilateration
technique [12]–[17]. In this paper, we focus on the coherent
imaging approach. There are several studies on the coherent
TWRI to detect stationary and moving target behind the walls
with known wall characteristics, such as dielectric constant
[1]–[11]. In practical situations, however, the wall parameters
are not exactly known. The errors in wall parameters impact the
imaged target position as well as the target spread and intensity
profile. A TWRI technique that provides correct target location
without the knowledge of the wall parameters was proposed in
[18]. The technique in [18] requires data to be acquired using at
least two different array placement positions against the wall.
At each position, imaging is performed for different assumed
values of wall parameters. The displacements in target position
due to incorrect wall parameter values form a trajectory, which
traces the highest peak of the target image as its shifts. The tra-
jectories for different array positions, or structures, are shown
to intersect at the true target position. The application of the
scheme proposed in [18], however, may be limited in practice.
Safety reasons may prohibit the system operator from reaching
the wall.

Inspired by the work in [18], we introduce in this paper two
new approaches for imaging of point targets under wall param-
eter ambiguities. In both schemes, imaging is performed at least
at two standoff distances. At each standoff distance, the array
may be arbitrarily placed. These schemes include the approach
in [18] as a special case, where the array is only placed against
the wall. In the first proposed approach, for each standoff dis-
tance, several images are obtained using different assumed wall
characteristics. The extent of the shift of the target image from
its true position depends on the error between the assumed and
exact wall parameters. The target displacement trajectory is then
constructed by connecting the peak values of its images. The in-
tersection of the trajectories corresponding to different standoff
distances indicates the target position.

The above approach is effective at short distances from
the wall. We note that, unlike the approach in [18] in which
the imaging system only moves parallel to the wall, different
standoff distances from the wall can generate images with
significantly different angle resolutions. The image of a target
from a long standoff distance occupies several image pixels in
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both angle and range, especially for targets with large incident
angle. To overcome image dispersion, we propose a second ap-
proach in which we use the effects of both target displacement
and blurriness. A composite image sequence is generated with
different wall parameters using two or more standoff distances.
Each specific element in the image sequence is obtained, for
given wall parameter values, by summing the images generated
at the two array positions. Since targets are imaged in their true
positions with least blurriness when correct wall parameters are
used, an image focusing metric may be applied to determine
the image corresponding to proper wall thickness and dielec-
tric constant. In this paper, we use the entropy measure [19],
[20] and show its effectiveness in locating the target behind
unknown walls.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section II, we
provide the fundamental equations of wideband TRWI from a
standoff distance. The effect of wall parameter ambiguities on
target displacement is discussed in Section III. In Section IV,
a target location estimation approach using of two or more
standoff distances is presented. In Section V, we propose a
general implementation of TWRI and target location estimation
using two or more array positions at long standoff distances.
The conclusion is provided in Section VI.

II. WIDEBAND BEAMFORMING

The wideband beamforming for imaging through the wall was
presented in [9], [18], for system antennas placed against the
wall. Below, we discuss the general case for arbitrary standoff
distance. An -element transmit and an -element receive
system is used for imaging. The region to be imaged is located
along the positive axis. The th transmitter, located at

, illuminates the scene with the wideband signal .
The reflection by any target located in the region being imaged
is collected at the th receiver located at . For
a single point target located at , the output of the

th receiver is given by

(1)

where is the complex reflectivity of the point target. The
propagation delay, , encountered by the signal as it travels
from the th transmitter to the target located at , and back to
the th receiver, is given by

(2)

where and are the propagation speeds in the air and in the
wall, respectively. The variables and ( and ),
respectively, represent the traveling distances of the wave in the
air (wall) from the th transmitter to the target and from
the target to the th receiver. These parameters are depicted in
Fig. 1.

The region of interest is divided into a finite number of
pixels in range and angle. The complex composite signal
corresponding to the image of the pixel located at (at range

in the direction ) is obtained by applying time delays and

Fig. 1. Geometry for computing the distances on transmit and receive arrays.

weights to the data at the receivers, and summing the results.
The block diagram of the imaging system is shown in Fig. 2.
For a single target case, the system output is given by [9]

(3)

where and are the weights applied to the output of the
th receiver and the component signal obtained using the th

transmitter. The focusing delay is applied to the output
of the th receiver when the transmitter is at the th location.
This delay, which is given by

(4)

synchronizes the arrivals at different receive locations for the
same pixel, and as such allows coherent imaging. The complex
amplitude image value for the pixel located at is obtained by
passing the signal through a filter , which
is matched to the transmitted pulse, and sampling the output of
the filter at time ,

(5)

The process described by (3) and (5) is performed for all pixels
in the region of interest to generate the composite image of the
scene. The general case of multiple targets can be obtained by
superposition of target reflections.

III. TARGET IMAGE DISPLACEMENT

Errors in wall thickness and dielectric constant impact
the traveling time both inside and outside the wall, and sub-
sequently, lead to errors in the applied focusing delays for
coherent imaging, given by (4). Using estimates, denoted by
“ ”, rather than true values of the wall parameters, (4) changes
to

(6)
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Fig. 2. Block diagram of the post-data-acquisition beamformer.

where is the estimated propagation speed through
the wall. Due to errors in propagation speed, . A
shift in target position due to focusing delay errors will require

, , i.e., a new set of focusing delays in the
presence of wall errors must equal the target propagation delays,
given by (2).

A. Effect of Wall Thickness Errors

If the assumed wall thickness is , and the di-
electric constant is known, then the focusing delay for the target
at the th image pixel from the th transmit antenna to the th
receive antenna is

(7)

(2), with , can be rewritten as

(8)

where . The parameters
and are, as shown in Fig. 1, the distances of the wall to the
transmit antenna and the target, respectively. The change in fo-
cusing delay due to the error is

(9)
The derivation of (9) is given in Appendix A. It is clear from
the above equation that the change in the focusing delay is a
linear function of and is a nonlinear function of the inci-
dent angles. This shows that the change in the focusing delay is
generally antenna dependent. If the dielectric constant ,

Fig. 3. (a) Transmit array. (b) Receive array.

then and . It follows from (9)
that if the wall thickness is over estimated, i.e., , then

. That is, if is greater than the true value , the
applied focusing delays are longer than those required to co-
herently combine the signal returns for a target at pixel , i.e.,

. Now, consider a pixel that is closer to the wall
than , with . To image pixel , where there is
no target, under the assumption of wall thickness , the
applied focusing delays are typically greater than those required
if there were no wall errors. In this case, . The
above two time-delay inequalities suggest that there could be a
pixel , where , rendering a displacement of the
target from location to location . We note that a pure shift
in the target position requires , for all values
of and , otherwise a shift is accompanied with blurriness.
The above argument is illustrated in Fig. 4, in which we con-
sider three targets at different positions behind the wall located
at (3,30 ), (3, 30 ), (5,0 ). As shown in Fig. 3, the transmit
and receive arrays are symmetric about their center point, and
are placed against the wall. The transmit array consists of four
antennas with inter-element spacing of 0.6 m. The receive array
consists of eight antennas with interelement spacing 0.075 m,
which is a half-wavelength of a signal with 2-GHz carrier fre-
quency. Both the transmit and receive arrays are located along
the axis at positions listed in Table I. The wall thickness is

0.4 m, and the dielectric constant is , representing
a concrete wall. The carrier frequency is 2 GHz, and the pulse
bandwidth is 1 GHz. The dielectric constant is assumed known,

Authorized licensed use limited to: VILLANOVA UNIVERSITY. Downloaded on March 11,2010 at 10:32:45 EST from IEEE Xplore.  Restrictions apply. 



4018 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON SIGNAL PROCESSING, VOL. 54, NO. 10, OCTOBER 2006

TABLE I
TRANSMIT AND RECEIVE ARRAY LOCATIONS

Fig. 4. Shifts in images for different assumed wall thickness values.

i.e., , but the wall thickness is unknown and assumed as
0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6 m. The images corresponding to

different pairs of wall parameters are generated using (3)
and are superimposed. Fig. 4 shows that the targets are clearly
shifted away from their true positions. If , then
the target images move toward the array and vise versa. Below,
we analyze the effect of the wall thickness errors on target dis-
placement in angle, for an arbitrary standoff distance.

1) Shift of Target in the Image Due to Wall Thickness Error:
The th transmit antenna is located at , as shown in
Fig. 1. In this case, the traveling time, , between the th
transmit antenna to the target , located at , is expressed
as

(10)

Assume that under the wall error , the target,
whose true position is at , appears at point at .
Denote and . The relationship
between and is shown in Fig. 5. For a small value
of , the estimated time delay from the th antenna to point

is expressed as

(11)

(12)

Note that , ob-
tained from (A.8), has considered the subsequent changes of the
incident angles due to the change in . For the array antenna to
synthesize an image at position of a target physically present
at location , the difference between and should ide-
ally be zero for all antennas. To simplify the problem, we
consider small array apertures, and assume the following two
conditions to be satisfied at the center of the array (it is not nec-
essary that there physically exists an antenna at the center of the
array). First, the time delay , where the subscript “0” denotes
the center of the array, should be equal to ,

(13)

Second, the above time difference is invariant with the position
of target , i.e.,

(14)

From (12)

(15)

where and are, respectively, the incident and refrac-
tion angles in the wall and the air, related to the path from the
center of the transmit array to the target . Accordingly

(16)

From (13) and (15)

(17)

From (14) and (16), we obtain

(18)

Adding (17) to (18)

(19)
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Similarly, we can obtain

(20)

From (19) and (20)

(21)

Now, define the function

(22)

with , , . Therefore

(23)

where

(24)

From (23) and (24)

(25)

The above equation remains valid when the two way traveling
time (from transmitter to target and from target to receiver) is
considered. When incorporating the effect of both arrays, the
shift of the image is given by

(26)

(27)

where and are, respectively, the incident and refrac-
tion angles in the wall and in the air, related to the path from
target to the center of the receive array.

B. Effect of Dielectric Constant Errors

Similar to the wall thickness error, errors in the dielectric con-
stant also impact the imaging quality. However, closed-form ex-
pressions similar to (26) and (27) are difficult to obtain due to
nonlinearity of the relationship involving dielectric constant er-
rors. If the estimated, or assumed, dielectric constant is

, with known wall thickness, then the corresponding fo-
cusing delay for the pixel becomes

(28)

Fig. 5. Geometry for computing the imaged position q corresponding to target
p.

where

(29)

The derivation of (29) is given in Appendix B. It is clear that
for . Similar to the case of ,

discussed in Section III-A, for , the target at location
may be displaced to some pixel closer to the wall. For illus-
tration, we consider the same wall characteristics and the same
three targets as in Section III-A. In this case, however, we as-
sume knowledge of the true wall thickness, , but we
use different values of the wall dielectric constant, 3.24,
4.48, 6.25, 9, 12.25, 14.44, 17.64. The images corresponding to
different pairs of wall parameters are superimposed in Fig. 6,
which shows clear displacement of the targets.

IV. TARGET LOCATION ESTIMATION USING TWO

DISPLACEMENT TRAJECTORIES

Consider two standoff distances of the antenna arrays with
array centers at , , respectively, with

. The analysis in Section III also applies to this general system
placement.

(I) For target located at and . Let
and denote the incident angle relative to the array center,
for standoff distance and , respectively. For the target
located at , . Equations (19) and (20)
state that target is imaged away from its true position in the

direction if a wall thickness error is introduced. The above
argument is verified by the simulation results in Fig. 7. In this
simulation, three targets, located at 30 30 ,

30 30 , and (0,5) are imaged from two
standoff distances of the radar system, at (0,0) m and (0, 3)
m. Dielectric constant , and different assumed wall
thicknesses, 0.3, 0.2, 0.1, 0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3 m are
used. Fig. 7 shows that the image of the target at (0,5) shifts in
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Fig. 6. Shifts in images for different assumed dielectric constant values.

Fig. 7. Image results with two different standoff distances.

range with different assumed wall thickness, but assumes the
same position for the two standoff distances.

(II) For target located at , with .
Since , then according to (25), the target im-
aged from the first standoff distance has a different angular shift
compared to its image from the second standoff distance. Ac-
cordingly, images of the target generated at different standoff
distances separate under errors in the wall thickness. The target
is, however, imaged at its true position when the true wall thick-
ness is used. Although, for , both target images with
different standoff distances shift towards the array, the image of
the first standoff distance with larger incident angle moves
closer to the array than that of the second standoff distance with
smaller . This is verified by the simulation in Fig. 7. The
peaks of the images in Fig. 7 are marked as “.” and “ ” in Fig. 8,
for the two standoff distances. Figs. 7 and 8 demonstrate that
the image shift trajectories of the target 30 30
cross at its true position. As depicted in the same figures, the

Fig. 8. Peaks of the images in Fig. 7.

Fig. 9. Images with " = 12:25 from standoff at (0,�3) m and (0,0) m.

above argument also applies to the other noncenter target. Sim-
ilar behavior of target images and trajectories is exhibited for
the case in which the dielectric constant is assumed.

We consider next the general case, where both the wall
thickness and dielectric constant are unknown. The two
system standoff distances at (0,0) and (0, 3) is used to
image three targets located at 18 18 m,

18 18 m, and (0,5.5) m. The wall param-
eters are 0.4 m, . The simulation result is presented
in Fig. 9 with assumed dielectric constant , and
seven assumed wall thickness values 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4,
0.5, 0.6, 0.7 m. The figure shows that the image trajectories
from the two standoff distances of each side target intersect
approximately at the true wall thickness value.

V. ALTERNATIVE IMAGING APPROACH

The analysis in the previous section shows that the intersec-
tion of the target image trajectories for two standoff distances
provides good estimates of the wall parameters, yielding correct
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Fig. 10. Image with standoff distance 8 m.

target locations. The trajectory is formed by tracing the target
image peaks. This approach works well for smaller standoff dis-
tances. However, there are potential problems in adopting this
approach for longer standoff distances.

A. Problem in Tracking Image Peaks

It is important to note that in order to find the intersection of
the target displacement trajectories with two different standoff
distances, the coordinate systems must not be changed for dif-
ferent array positions. For each standoff distance, the imaged
region is divided into small image pixels with the same range
and angle coordinate system. Suppose the center of the imaging
system at one standoff distance is chosen as the origin of the
coordinate system. Using the same coordinates, the images ob-
tained at a longer standoff distance will have a lower angle res-
olution. Furthermore, the pixels in the same range cell corre-
sponding to one standoff distance may not have the same time
delay to the center of array when imaged from another standoff
distance. Therefore, a target, especially one with a long distance
from antenna array, might be imaged in several image pixels
that extend over several angle and range cells. This argument
is verified by the simulation result in Fig. 10. We consider five
targets located at (7,30 ), (7,18 ), (7,0 ), (7, 18 ), (7, 30 ).
The exact values of wall thickness and dielectric constant are
0.4 m and 9, respectively. The transmit and receive antenna ar-
rays have the structure depicted in the Table I, with standoff dis-
tance 8 m.

Theoretically, the peak position of target image is in the center
of the target image. However, the image is obtained by the dis-
crete sampling of image pixels in range and angle. Therefore,
the sample points might not be exactly in the center of the target
image. Tracing the target shifts of low resolution images could
cause problems for the target location estimation schemes that
incorporate target trajectory intersections.

B. New Approach for Imaging Using Different
Array Placements

From the analysis in Section IV, the target images generated
from different standoff distances coincide or highly overlap at

the target true position, when the true wall parameters are used.
When an incorrect wall thickness is applied, the target is imaged
in different positions from the two standoff distances, i.e., it will
appear separated in a superimposed image. Therefore, one ap-
proach to estimate the true position of a target is to form the
composite images with different assumed wall thickness values
and find the wall characteristics at which the images of the target
from different standoff distances are mostly overlapping. The
latter can be accomplished using a focusing or sharpness metric.
In the following, we give a pseudocode of the proposed target
location estimation algorithm with known dielectric constant .

1) Generate a sequence of images ,
for a given array standoff distance and using . These
images correspond to the assumed wall thickness values

.
2) Repeat step 1) and generate another sequence of images

, for another standoff distance.
3) Generate a composed image from

and , with
, .

is a new and composite image sequence over the assumed
wall thickness variable.

4) Find the optimum wall thickness at which the applied
focusing criterion assumes the largest or the smallest value
for the image sequence . If multiple an-
swers exist, then select the one that is more physically ac-
ceptable.

5) A more accurate estimate of the wall thickness can
be obtained if more images and

are generated and added around the
initial estimate, .

6) Use the wall parameter to generate the final
image.

There are different criteria that can be used in step 4) to
measure the image focusing levels. One of the most commonly
used focusing criterion is the minimum entropy [19], [20]. For
each composite target image in the target image sequence

, we calculate the entropy of , as

(30)

where is the square of the pixel value of ,
and and are the range and cross-range sizes of image ,
respectively. The parameter , corresponding to the smallest
value of , is taken as the estimate of the wall thickness.
The motivation of using the minimum entropy of the composite
image to measure the degree of overlapping of images
and is that the more and overlap, the larger the
change in the image pixel values. The above criterion is typically
applied in synthetic aperture radar (SAR) motion compensation
and autofocus [19], [20]. We note that there are other equally
effective criteria [21]–[24] that can also be used in (30).

For illustration, consider the original transmit and re-
ceive antenna structures of Table I. The imaging system is
positioned at ( 3, 4) m and (1, 8) m, respectively. We
consider three targets behind the wall, located at (0,7) m,
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Fig. 11, (a) Images with " = " = 9 from two standoff distances (�3, �4)
m, and (1, �8) m. (b) Peaks of the images in Fig. 11(a). (c) Normalized
entropies of composite images.

Fig. 12. Images with " = " = 9 from two standoff distances (0,�4) m, and
(0, �8) m.

30 30 m, and 30 30 m.
The true wall parameters are 0.4 m, . In the simu-
lation, the dielectric constant is known. For each array place-
ment, the wall thickness values 0.1, 0.15, 0.2, 0.25,
0.30, 35, 0.4, 0.45, 0.55, 0.6, 65, 0.7 m are assumed. Super-
imposed images from the two standoff distances are shown
in Fig. 11(a), and the corresponding peaks of the images are
shown in Fig. 11(b). Fig. 11(b) shows that, due to large target
image dispersions over neighboring pixels, the target trajecto-
ries cannot be properly formed. Therefore, we resort to using
a focusing metric to solve the problem. The entropy of the
composite image in Fig. 11(a) is computed and plotted with
the solid line in Fig. 11(c) with respect to the assumed wall
thickness. It shows a minimum value at 0.4 m. The
above algorithm can also be applied to estimate the dielectric
constant when the wall thickness is unknown.

In the next example, we examine the sensitivity of the pro-
posed techniques to the imaging system placements. Fig. 12
shows a simulation result for the targets of Fig. 11, but the two
standoff positions (0, 4) m and (0, 8) m are used instead of
( 3, 4) m and (1, 8) m in Fig. 11. Fig. 12 shows the target
images with different assumed wall thickness. The incident an-
gles from the standoff positions in Fig. 12 are smaller than those
in Fig. 11, causing the images to overlap, while they are sepa-
rated in Fig. 11. The entropy of the composite images for Fig. 12
(a) is plotted with the “. ” line in Fig. 11(c). It does not reach a
minimum at the true value 0.4 m of wall thickness. Similar
behavior is observed when the system is shifted parallel to the
wall without changing the standoff distance.

C. Imaging With Both Parameters Unknown

Now, we consider the case in which both the wall thickness
and the dielectric constant are unknown. We first assume a value
of one of the two parameters, say the dielectric constant, .
Then, we proceed with the same steps used in Section V-B,
where the dielectric constant is known. That is, we generate a
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Fig. 13. Peaks and entropy of the composite image with " = " = 12:25 from two standoff distances (�3,�4) m, and (1, �8) m.

Fig. 14. Final image from single standoff with (d ; " ) = (0:35;12:25) 6= (d; "). (a) Standoff at (�3,�4) m; (b) standoff at (1, �8) m.

sequence of images using different assumed values of the wall
thickness. The trajectories of target displacements with different
standoff distances cross at some assumed wall thickness .
Notice that the estimated in this case depends on the as-
sumed dielectric constant, . Therefore, the pair em-
ployed to generate the final image is not unique.

Consider the two standoff positions of the imaging system,
and the true wall parameters to be the same as those in Fig. 11.
We assume the wall dielectric constant to be . For
each one of the array position, the wall thickness values
0.1, 0.15, 0.2, 0.25, 0.30, 35, 0.4, 0.45, 0.55, 0.6, 65, 0.7 m
are assumed. Superimposed images from the two standoff dis-
tances are generated and the corresponding peaks of the images
are shown in Fig. 13(a). Similar to Fig. 11(b), the target trajec-
tories cannot be properly formed by tracing the highest peaks
of the images and the intersection points are not clear. There-
fore, we resort to using a focusing metric to solve the problem.
The entropy of composite image for each wall pair is computed
and plotted in Fig. 13(b) with respect to the assumed wall thick-
ness. The entropy assumes a minimum value at 0.35 m,
which differs from the true wall thickness value. However, the
wall parameter pair yields
correct target positions for both standoff distances. This is be-
cause the effects of the errors in both and are canceled
out, leading to the correct set of delays required to coherently
combine the waveform returns from the target positions. The

imaging results for 4 m and 8 m standoff distances are shown in
Fig. 14(a) and (b), respectively.

VI. CONCLUSION

“Seeing” through the wall using radio frequencies is an
emerging technology that is currently sought out by both the
commercial and government sectors. For logistical and safety
reasons, imaging is preferably performed at a standoff distance
from the external wall. This requirement, combined with the
fact that wall characteristics may be unknown, presents a chal-
lenge in producing accurate and reliable images. In this paper,
we proposed a wideband beamforming-based technique that
allows the system operator to perform imaging with wall pa-
rameter ambiguities and from a standoff distance. The approach
depends on the assumption that imaging can be obtained at two
or multiple standoff distances. We focused on point targets and
assume single uniform walls. The approach traces the images
as they shift in position for different assumed wall thickness
and dielectric constant. The target image trajectories for two
standoff distances intersect. The wall parameters corresponding
to the intersection point are used to provide the target positions.
The paper presented an alternative approach that is useful at
long standoff distances and incorporates both the shift and
blurriness effects of the target when using incorrect wall pa-
rameters. The entropy minimization approach was applied to
the composite images from two standoff distances to determine
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the target position with least blurriness. Several simulation
examples were presented which demonstrated the effectiveness
of the proposed approach. This paper has only dealt with
two-dimensional imaging using one-dimensional array. The
applicability of the proposed techniques to three-dimensional
(3-D) imaging is expected to hold but should be separately
analyzed and verified.

APPENDIX A

For simplicity, we only consider the traveling time from a
transmit antenna to the target. As shown in Fig. 5, without errors
in the wall thickness estimation

(A.1)

where . We consider the trav-
eling time when there is an error in the estimated
wall thickness. When changes to (and subsequently
changes to ) and changes to (and
subsequently changes to ), the change in

can be approximated by

(A.2)

For the path to pass through the true target position, .
That is

(A.3)

From the Snell’s law, , we can de-
duce the approximation

(A.4)

Substituting (A.4) in (A.3) yields

(A.5)

Since , then

(A.6)

Equation (A.6) shows the necessary shift of the incident angles
for the path traveling from the th antenna to the point when
the wall thickness error is taken into account. On the other hand,
the total travel time from the th antenna to the target position

is given by

(A.7)

Therefore, the additional travel time due to and can
be expressed using first-order approximation as

(A.8)

APPENDIX B

We consider the situation where there is an error in the es-
timated value of the dielectric constant of the wall material,

. The incident angles are adjusted so that the new
path links the th antenna and the target point, . From (A.1),
we obtain the following first-order approximation:

(B.1)

For the path to pass through the true target position, .
That is

(B.2)

From (A.8), the additional time due to the error becomes

(B.3)
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