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DISCUSSION & CONCLUSION UNG Beamformer leads to the best estimate of
the target orientation.

» choice of beamformer influences target estimate

* UNG is recommended for long data Unit-Noise-

Gain
Array-Gain

» depending on noise, combined EMEG _ Unit-Gain
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UG Beamformer is most sensitive for noise.

AG Beamformer might be used for shorter

data.
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