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Abstract

Radars search and track by obtaining the distance, speed, and angle information of the targets using the reflected signals. To increase

the survival rate of friendly vessels and aircraft, it is important to avoid radar tracking. The electronic counter measure (ECM) prevents

the radars from searching and tracking by deceiving or covering echo signals with noise. In this study, jamming techniques, which

are ECM techniques, were modeled to verify how anti-ship missiles operate in jamming environments.
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