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Fig. 3. MATLAB Simulation Result of 2DCFAR and

# of Chirp per Frame 256
# of Sample per Frame 256
Target Parameter
Distance 2.0m, 4.0m
Angle -20deg, 20deg
speed 0,0
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FMCW Radar Parameter
Center Freq. 235GHz
Max Distance 200m
Range Resolution 0.2m
Bandwidth 970MHz
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