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Abstract—Compressive sensing for through-wall radar imaging (TWRI) is a promising method to
obtain a high-resolution image with limited number of measurements. The capability of the existing
method in the framework of CS is limited due to the model error stemmed from the approximated signal
model which does not consider multipath returns or only consider ﬁrst-order interior wall multipath
returns. In order to exploit various multipath returns, ﬁnite-diﬀerence time domain (FDTD) technique
is used to obtain the scattered signal for each assumed target position and then to construct the exact
forward scattering model. Then, sparse reconstruction is used to solve this linear inverse problem.
Numerical results demonstrate that the proposed approach performs better at ghost suppression in the
same condition of the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).

1. INTRODUCTION
Sensing through obstacles, such as walls, doors, and other visually opaque materials using microwave
signals, is emerging as a powerful tool which supports a range of civilian and military applications [1].
Through-wall radar imaging (TWRI) is an emerging technology that allows non-invasive surveys of the
region of interest behind the front wall by providing high-resolution images [2, 3].
New and innovative approaches have been continuously proposed over the last decades. However,
as a new radar imaging technology applied in complex environments, TWRI still has many challenges.
High-resolution imaging demands large bandwidth signal and large array aperture which lead to large
amounts of data. Thus one remaining challenge for TWRI development is that how to alleviate
processing bottleneck of high-speed data acquisition, storing, and transmission [4].
The new emerging theory of compressive sensing (CS) provides an idea to reduce the cost of data
acquisition. CS states that it is possible to accurately recover an unknown sparse signal from a limited
number of measurements with high probability by solving a convex optimization problem [5, 6]. Making
use of the sparsity of the scene, CS was widely applied in TWRI, providing an eﬃcient way of image
reconstruction using far fewer observations [7–10].
Another major challenge in TWRI is the presence of multipath signals originating from the
interaction of the target with the surrounding structures. When multipath is not correctly accounted
in the model, false targets or “ghosts” will be introduced in the image. Therefore, the imaged scene
becomes highly cluttered and diﬃcult or even impossible to be interpreted [11].
Existing methods have addressed the issue of multipath propagation in through-wall (TW)
scenarios [12, 13]. Earlier works assumed that multipath propagation is a nuisance. Therefore,
some approaches were proposed to eﬀectively mitigate the eﬀects of it. More recent works are
based on the multipath exploitation. In particular, an analytical model which takes into account
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multipath propagations for TWRI scenario has been presented by Setlur et al. with the aim to locate
multipath ghosts and associate them with the true target position, thus improving the signal-to-clutter
ratio [14, 15].
Motivated by the idea of multipath exploitation and compressive sensing, Leigsnering et al. combine
the two methods to achieve good image reconstruction in multipath environments from far fewer spatial
and frequency measurements [16–18]. Speciﬁcally, their approach calculates some multipath propagation
paths for each assumed target position with the geometric optics (GO) or ray-tracing approach which is
established based on the fact that electromagnetic waves propagate as optical rays, which are governed
by Snell’s laws. Therefore, a forward scattering model is developed for multipath to be properly exploited
in the framework of sparse recovery.
Since TWRI problem involves a noncanonical geometry, multipath returns for it can be categorized
to interior wall multipath, wall ringing multipath and target-to-target interaction. Furthermore, the
interior wall multipath returns are divided into ﬁrst-order multipath and higher-order multipath.
Actually, the various multipath returns are very hard to be calculated using GO considerations. In
addition, the number of multipath returns is hard to be determined even if the building layout is known
a priori. Leigsnering’s works only compute the ﬁrst-order interior wall multipath returns, while other
multipath returns are neglected. Therefore, no exact signal model is ready up to now.
Finite-diﬀerence time domain (FDTD) is the most popular numerical technique for solving complex
electromagnetic problems [19]. Diﬀerent from GO approach, the background medium can be described
by the Green’s function that depicts the impulse response of the wave equation in the FDTD simulation.
Moreover, it is quick to code the FDTD method for a speciﬁc problem and gain the forward scattering
electromagnetic ﬁelds. In this paper, a series of FDTD numerical simulations are applied to calculate
the exact signal model which contains all kinds of multipath returns. Speciﬁcally, for each assumed
target position, an FDTD simulation is performed to obtain the corresponding scattering signals at
each receiving antenna position and then stack them into a column. All of these columns form the
dictionary matrix of the linear signal model. It is noted that all kinds of multipath returns in through
wall scenario can be calculated simultaneously using FDTD simulation. FDTD allows developing correct
forward model and CS allows reducing data, thus the combination of them can solve the two major
challenges simultaneously and be able to obtain a ghost-free image with less data processing burden.
This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the signal model incorporating various
multipath returns calculated based on FDTD. A CS framework is used to solve the linear model in
Section 3. Section 4 presents some simulation results, and conclusion follows in Section 5.
2. SIGNAL MODEL
2.1. Basic Signal Model
Bistatic synthetic aperture radar (SAR) system is used in this paper. Suppose that a UWB impulse
radar system with one transmitter placed near the wall interrogates the scene by transmitting wideband
Gaussian pulse s(t). A receiver is mounted on a vehicle moving parallel to the wall to synthesize an
N -element aperture and receives signal consisting of M time samples at each position. Under this
operation, the mth time sample of P targets return received at the nth synthetic aperture location can
be expressed as
P
−1

σp s(tm − τnp )
(1)
y(m, n) =
p=0

Here σp is the reﬂectivity of the target, which is assumed to be independent of frequency and aspect
angle, and τnp is the round-trip propagation delay of the signal from the transmitter to the pth target
and then to the nth receiver location.
The target space behind the wall is partitioned into rectangular grids, with K pixels along the cross
range and L pixels along the downrange. Then the target return is given by
y(m, n) =

K,L

k,l=1

σk,l s(tm − τn,(k,l))

(2)
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σ(k,l) = σp if a target exists at the (k, l)th pixel; otherwise, σ(k,l) = 0. All M N measurements y(m, n)
are stacked into a single column to obtain the measurement data vector.
(3)
y = [y(1, 1), . . . , y(M, 1), . . . y(M, N )]T
As such, Eq. (2) can be formally expressed as
y = Φx
(4)
In Eq. (4), Φ is the M N × KL matrix that relates the unknown vector to the data vector, and it
represents the dictionary under the framework of sparse representation. The (i, j)th element of Φ is
given by
(5)
[Φ]ij = s(tm − τn,(k,l))
for m = i/M , n = i/M , k = j/K, and l = j/K. x = [σ1,1 , . . . σK,L ]T is the scene reﬂectivity
vector.
2.2. Multipath Propagation Model
In TWRI, the target can be hidden behind layered or inhomogeneous cinder block walls or inside an
enclosed room. As a consequence, multipath stemming from multiple reﬂections of electromagnetic
waves from the target to the walls, ﬂoors, and ceiling will cause “ghost targets” if it is not correctly
mitigated or exploited. Considering one direct path and R − 1 ﬁrst-order interior wall multipath returns
for each target-transceiver combination, Leigsnering et al. extend the signal model in Eq. (4) as
(6)
y = Φ0 x + Φ1 x + . . . + ΦR−1 x
i
Here, Φ is the dictionary matrix for each propagation path. It is known that there are many other
types of multipath returns except the ﬁrst-order interior wall multipath return. Therefore, the multipath
signal model above is an approximate one which will cause model error.
As we all know, FDTD is a numerical technique which can provide a broadband response when
simulating electromagnetic wave propagation in a complicated conﬁguration. In this paper, FDTD
simulations are exploited to achieve an integrated dictionary matrix Φall for the exact signal model
which accounts for all kinds of multipath propagations. Then, the multipath signal model can be
written as
(7)
y = Φall x
It can be observed that the model of our proposed method is more accurate than the existing signal
model. In the signal model, we have added the higher-order interior wall multipath, wall ringing
multipath and even target-to-target interaction. Moreover, the complicated computation of time delay
when signal travels through or reﬂects from the wall is avoided.
3. SPARSE RECONSTRUCTION
Within the CS framework, the linear inverse problem can be solved using only a subset of full
measurements. Mathematically, a down sampling matrix Ψ is acted on the full measurements.
Particularly, Ψ is a measurement matrix, each of whose rows has only one nonzero element, which
is set to one. This is equal to selecting time samples randomly at each random receiving position.
As such, an under sampled measurement can be acquired
(8)
z = Ψy = Ψ(Φall )x = Ax
all
A = Ψ(Φ ). According to CS theory, provided that the unknown is sparse in a given basis and that
the matrix A ﬁts restricted isometry property (RIP), a high-dimensional signal can be exactly retrieved
from a small set of measurements by applying the following optimization problem
subject Ax − z l2 ≤ δ
(9)
min x1
x

The parameter δ depends on the level of required accuracy, on the level of noise of the data and on the
model error. The l1 minimization method used in this paper is orthogonal matching pursuit (OMP)
algorithm. Since the target space for most TWRI applications is sparse, and measurement matrix Ψ
is random to make sure matrix A ﬁts RIP, TWRI problem can be cast into a sparse reconstruction
problem in multipath environment.
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4. SIMULATION RESULTS
Numerical examples are presented in this section to demonstrate the capability of the proposed approach.
In the ﬁrst example, a square PEC target is suited in an enclosed room as shown in Fig. 1. The thickness,
conductivity and relative permittivity of the walls are 0.1 m, σ = 0.003 S/m, and εr = 2.75, respectively.
The investigation domain is D = [−1, 1] × [0.3, 3.6] m2 .

Figure 1. Schematic of through wall geometry.
A bistatic SAR system is assumed for TWRI. Speciﬁcally, one transceiver antenna (TX) transmits
a UWB short pulse, and the receiver antenna (RX) collects the backscattered ﬁelds at each observation
point and moves with 0.06 m inner element spacing to synthesize an 2.4 m aperture. Therefore, the
element of receiver location is N = 41. The scattered ﬁelds are simulated and sampled with M = 1250
measured data at each antenna location. The investigation domain is discretised to 21 × 34 pixels with
size of 0.1 m × 0.1 m.
Assuming that one target is located at (0 m, 0.9 m), the reconstruction results using original CS
and the proposed method with full and limited data are provided in Fig. 2. Original CS method means
that only direct propagation path is involved in the dictionary. In the proposed method, the dictionary
contains direct and non-direct propagation paths (i.e., multipath propagation) which is constructed using
FDTD. Full data measurement means that data are measured at all times and all antenna locations,
and limited one means that data are measured at random times and antenna locations. The limited
data are about 1% of the full set of data. The true region of the target is indicated with a white square.
It is noted that the images are normalized in dB scale with maximum intensity 0 dB.
High-intensity pixels are expected to appear on the left edge of the target because of its
impenetrability. As we all known, the image focusing quality is governed by the accuracy of signal
model. Aside from the shift of the target position in the range direction, model errors will also lead
to widening of point spread functions along the cross-range direction. Therefore, blurred and shifted
image will be obtained using original CS even in the full data scenario as depicted in Fig. 2(a). From
Fig. 2(c), we can ﬁnd that the insuﬃcient data will lead to inaccurate result when original CS is used. In
other words, l1 minimization based method cannot perform well when the multipath is not considered
in the signal model for TWRI, while a much more correct and cleaner image is obtained by exploiting
multipath signal model in spite of measurement eﬃciency as shown in Fig. 2(b) and Fig. 2(d). It is
noted that some clutters still exist in Fig. 2(b) and Fig. 2(d). It is because there are some clutters left
after background subtraction procedure to obtain target returns used for image reconstruction.
In order to evaluate the capability of the proposed method quantitatively, the TCR is
introduced [20], which is deﬁned as the ratio between the maximum pixel magnitude value of the
target and the average pixel magnitude value in the clutter region
⎞
⎛
⎜ max(k,l)∈At |I(k, l)| ⎟
TCR = 20 log 10 ⎝
⎠
1 
|I(k, l)|
(k,l)∈Ac
Nc

(10)

Here At is the target area, Ac the clutter area, Nc the number of pixels in the clutter area, and I(k, l)
the pixel magnitude value at (k, l). Table 1 shows the TCR values for images of one target.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 2. Imaging of a target with location (0 m, 0.9 m) using (a) original CS with full data, (b) the
proposed method with full data, (c) original CS with limited data, and (d) the proposed method with
limited data.
It is obvious that the TCR is smaller and smaller when the measurement data are less and less.
As expected, the TCR for the image of the proposed method is higher than the one for the image of
original CS when the data are full or limited. In other words, due to the multipath exploitation, the
TCR is much higher which will beneﬁt the detection of the target behind the wall.
Table 1. TCR for images of one target.

With full data
With limited data

Original CS
50.4632
27.5874

Proposed method
59.0832
51.1647

In order to investigate the robustness of the approach under diﬀerent noise levels, target returns
are corrupted by an additive Gaussian noise with mean value equal to zero and variance ﬁxed according
to the desired signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). The TCR as a function of SNR is displayed in Fig. 3. It can
be shown that the added noise has almost no eﬀect on TCR when SNR is greater than 60 dB, while
TCR decreases rapidly when SNR is smaller than 60 dB.
In the second example, imaging of multiple targets in an enclosed room is presented. The targets
under investigation are PEC rectangular and circular cylinders represented by Target 1 and Target 2,
respectively. The centred position of Target 1 is located at (−0 m, 2.5 m), and the length of it is 0.3 m.
The centred position of Target 2 is located at (−0.5 m, 1 m), and the radius of it is 0.15 m. Fig. 4 shows
the image results using sparse reconstruction and the proposed method with full and limited data. The
same as the ﬁrst example, the limited measured data are about 1% of full data. Moreover, TCR values
for images of multiple targets are listed in Table 2.
From Figs. 4(a), (c), we ﬁnd that lacking of multipath exploitation will defocus target image,
displace from its true position, and possibly produce false target even when the full data are used.
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Figure 3. TCR for images of one target as a function of SNR when original CS and the proposed
method are used.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 4. Imaging of two targets using (a) original CS with full data, (b) proposed method with full
data, (c) original CS with limited data, and (d) proposed method with limited data.

Figs. 4(b) and (d) show that by exploiting the multipath signal model, reconstruction results based
on the proposed method are superior to original CS method even when the measurement data are
not suﬃcient. The same as Figs. 2(b) and (d), there are some clutters due to imperfect background
subtraction.
Since the multipath propagation is incorporated into the exact signal model calculated by FDTD,
TCR values listed in Table 2 demonstrate that the reconstruction results based on the proposed method
are less cluttered and have lower side-lobe levels than the one reconstructed by original CS method
regardless of measurement data.
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Table 2. TCR for images of multiple targets.

With full data
With limited data

Original CS
39.1909
36.7906

Proposed method
55.7049
46.1518

Also, an additive Gaussian noise with mean value equal to zero and variance ﬁxed according to the
desired signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is added to the target return. The TCR as a function of SNR in
the second experiment is displayed in Fig. 5. Generally speaking, the curves, showing the TCR versus
SNR, are similar to the ones in Fig. 3.

Figure 5. TCR for images of multiple targets as a function of SNR when original CS and the proposed
method are used.

5. CONCLUSIONS
Ghosts caused by multipath have been widely researched in TWRI. In this paper, we present an approach
which combines sparse image reconstruction and FDTD technique for multipath ghost suppression.
Under the framework of sparse reconstruction, we modelled various multipath returns in the overcomplete dictionary which relates the measurement signal and the image space using FDTD simulation.
Simulated results show that a much more correct and cleaner image is obtained by exploiting multipath
signal model in spite of measurement eﬃciency, and the proposed approach can also suppress ghost
when far few measurement data are used.
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