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ABSTRACT

This paper presents an analysis of the jamming-to-signal ratio(JSR) to effectively perform electronic jamming
for passive radar. To do this, we derive the JSR equations for noise and deception jamming respectively for
passive radar from a bistatic range equation in a passive radar geometry consisting of transmitter, target and
passive radar. Then, by presenting simulation results to be investigated the jamming effects on the target
detection results in passive radar under various jamming conditions, we intend to contribute to the selection of

JSR and jamming transmit power for each jamming technique for passive radar in the future.
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