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Abstract

General Large Language Models (LLM) exhibit significant hallucination issues when generating sim-
ulation code for the specialized domain of radar engineering. This paper proposes a Knowledge-
Augmented Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG) framework driven by physical constraints. By in-
tegrating raw knowledge from various complex sources, a multi-source heterogeneous knowledge
base is constructed. An improved “seven-step method” is then employed to establish a domain-spe-
cific Knowledge Graph—encompassing radar systems, system components, key parameters, func-
tional operators, and physical constraints. Combined with the MCP (Model Context Protocol), this
framework enforces the alignment of physical logic within the engineering architecture, achieving
closed-loop verification of code syntax. To comprehensively evaluate the engineering viability of
the generated code, this paper establishes two core metrics: Physical Hallucination Rate, and Aver-
age Cyclomatic Complexity. Experimental results demonstrate that, compared to baseline models,
this method significantly reduces the physical hallucination rate from 90% and more to nearly 42%.
Furthermore, the generated full-link radar simulation code exhibits a high executability rate and
an average cyclomatic complexity nearing expert benchmarks (reduced to 1.0053), substantially
enhancing code maintainability and engineering practical value.
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BRO B IS 3 ORI A EE A R A AL, 2012 45 4 Ay, EARSERE, wLLE 5 NBAEE b
LHA, SEMRETREEH, BRERAR]. 2024 5 H, M7 IRERE 75T MDA FIM LR
779, LS B a4k I ARRS A 1 [3] . AR SCMRTIR B BRI 20 o KA I A FEN T, B B 08 A 1)
MATLAB 5354 B S8 mT SE R AR SCHE . BARSRUE, #4581 — P BE 20 SR IR BN ) Sk AR B . AE 2R
AT IR B AN R R LL K MATLAB SEILSEARSC S 2., 3 pl 40 iR
TERRETE T 2 RN E R NG — R iR R R B, FROTH AR ERE R g i ieos(E 8, 5l
FARAIAEACRD A B R v SF DA E B 5 B DR, T R SE AT 5E 11 7 I8 07 EARES AR B
[4]1[5].

G HE R T AT RO A A AT RE 22 52 2R H1l . 7E RSB, TAER AT BLSI N VLLM
EPEREHERE 51 B8, 045G PagedAttention HLHIXT KV (Key-Value)ZZ /28 BB T . IXFEIREAE —EFE
FE b G2 A HE PR AL SR AN A7 o7 B I R, B B AR T AR B ORI R

AR T 2 R IR SR A R . RN SR, g RA LTI IUZ O E B
febr: (1) YL 5 % (Physical Hallucination Rate, PHR), F-T &A= A 4E R i1 ik o B e A el 5m 2
WK R REEE]: (2) “FIYIEE 4% (Average Cyclomatic Complexity, ACC), il A0S b v AR
FSARHD R 25 1) 5 T 52 5 P 44 1k

2. BEBEEEETIN ARG RER T
2.1. BiERGIRIMNEN

Waveform Tonamilies Transmit
Environment,
Signal . Receive

Targets,
Figure 1. System-level block diagram of a typical radar system.

Clutter and
E 1. AREFE LRGN RFRIER

Interference

w1 pR, SRR IS RO e, S TR SRR A S R, AASCRA T —
P m B 2 Frosi YRR RGN, (R B 1T E ST . 1A IR RUE T AMUOGE RS A
R R B AR, IR B R S A A o A B

T, BATERWE Z M T 2065 W EE 2 (Heterogeneous Data Layer). 1X 42 3 R B 5 AN [H
TE SR EN R BEIR, 45 J5 SIS SCR BRI 2R TAE S (IR at i 0t S kF . ERURRIE BRI %8 T 2
FE BIEA, WIESMILE) T RFEREE . UL PDF AR AR TN, 38F —i0k B LRSI
LREW A XEHI M RAEERRZE R, PR B SR N RG Ho e 13174
—HREERAIZAZN, TR R G R BRI R B AR

TEHNRACER AR T, FRAVE RGFANET T R T4 HEZ (Knowledge Orchestration Layer) o 1X—
JZ UL Dify P& oFEAl, AT LRI & BTtk TAERIhRE, HEURRE KRG EHM 2 AN LA . b
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Figure 2. Overall system architecture of LLM-assisted radar simulation code design.

B 2. LLM HBEE M ER BRI EE R RS

BAEZATOBFFU SR b, #5738 118 URFIE AL JZ (Semantic Feature Processing Layer). X220
% OS5 A2 58 IR SRR, B A Tt 45 3 . JATTHRARSCILIXAS 2 g, 558 & Bk Ui
BHYORE IS RN, SRS [ SRR R TR A 2 e B G — (1 i) 2 (R], 5 (3 JE 20T s Xk . FRANTEE
RN B SR FMEIRE R G, BE% ARG 5 NBEHFVLAE], 18iE3E X% %% (Cross-Encoder) 25 {5 1% 3¢
AR 2 (118 SCPP4y, X FERREAE — R Bl Jo /A5 B &R 45 R

BAE R G i G I B, B T AE i 5 #E 2 2 (Generation & Inference Layer). 1X— 2 3 B 71 54R
i 2 AR ZRANE SR BEEE L, A: s 2 it o FRAFE RAR SR I, SRA 7R ReHERE 5] %8, L
W VLLM, SRR R AT 55 o FRATIEFIH PagedAttention ML, $2FHBAFHIFIHBE . XFERS
FE AL BRI ASOR 1) B IR SR8 AR I, A5 8R n] DAORSRFELLT (R FEAT AR iRe ) g e 1k

2.2. TAERIFMEREZ BT

B AR EATEEWE 3 R, REFREZ) BM25 S m MmEfR R SRR
FTTHAE PRF LFM X TSR IIEEARARE . M ER R A 5TR0 “ S, P’ X BRIBHH
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IR E AT B ARG

Z 4k Context {EN: REA R A B 150 B E] Prompt B, AR B ekt , B A

CRRELE AR B BOX AN T 4 0 (Schema), B BLR KR 5 2 AR Al AR RS A
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Figure 3. Real-time lifecycle of the workflow
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I FERL LRI T A OGN, 2 SR T W0 R 2 S5 AR 4R o BN R R A B = 2R S EORIE,
AR AR L FRIAAUSR AL SCER, 5 MATLAB T EA S0 FAILEA Al X AN R 2R (1 %
Bl BEN R BUNT = o 4 R g 4 ik ] S ) 250 Al

EFARGRHEETTIH, IR LEESSH T 2009 FHRFAEESH (FikRS%TT MATLAB
Y — . XAPBIEIE RGN IEREEIL A MATLAB i JSLBLEE S8R, Reibin#ig &5 2B
ST BN R R BEANRGHES T HETE, MREETE. DRI KR
REREAN, WA TRZ T IEEIZEITH MATLAB SCHLR 4L, LUl radar eq.m. power aperture.m
PA K radareqpow 5. 534t i BILA T LA B Ra i 20, S i s LA it
ZRBEEBSHBOTFENE . XEETORY AR A B SR 1 ) B Ji 2 21 50025 S 3 7 81 R AR AR ) o
Wbt E A, FRATHRICK AR B A RIS, & B — 8 I LR AT IETE, Re4 R A SR =
T HARRD AL AT 55 SR it S A .
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WO ARSI EE, BRAGV T HE RGN AL TN, BRI B, R&EEHE
SAF R ITIR BRI . S8k, BEIEA G T AF LR SR R AR, ANk ER I . ES RIS
MTI FiE. kit 235 8 751818 SAR/ISAR AR Bk, AT 17X ekl £EAN 5] B FH 37 55 N BRe RO,
ARER. f, BEMBIRAWIR T EFEGE. SRR AR 2R BAHE A H AR )X L
R I . X N S RE L FR PE R SR 0 ) A BRI, FRATTAE MO IR A BRI, e AT RES IR
AR FFRE SR R A B LD R — B0, R aE G o SRR 2 I, R IR & ) el 2 8 R AN BT
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SR, BTSRRI ZRTERE AR Z IR EIER T BANK R FR L ZE M HE T B S A7 55k
BAE G, MUET IR R G M FRIMELE,  TTEAE ORI 5 2y B A 1Y) R e LIRS AR T . FRATT
X e TRl g — BRI ARSI 2 5, BREIR DS i IR R JR B . R G4 B AR S VA I e
FRBERG, 45 fa TR TE A H IE N RAG HLHT S A R R B AT i s Bt 6] . X, (FRATF) 2
25 AR 23 28 L ABRR RN A0 A DL R R A B e, FEFRAN M A A R R, B3 TIREEN S
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AT RIF GO AR R AP I J5 IS DB ORI A S S i B, 48
XL R IA K, AEEATR IR XS 5 5 20 REHEEAARIS A ot #E . 285, FRATFERTH
PORMECRR LR b, RGEAGN T SR LA OB e R, ISR e REEAL AR T AT LT LI SRR

BRI T (EEFM) M (EERG T MATLAB 7 5) S8kl WA T Z2TMAEER
GHFEARDERL R . AN E R TR IR T TR B, FRMUME 5 DA e B H A b B B DY IR T Bk . ik b B A2 AR
Wi e PRF, HUR AR B A B R B RLC R . BRES R AE Sl i 2 18], A i e a2
BKZR[8][9]. A 2 BARAL A B bRAE s FE XS BN OR 5, PA K D 3R FLARRRAE VAl 48 2 7 1A 1k BRI ) St
ER, AMAHN T ARE R FREBEFIX LRI, TSN H A A AN, 3 LA T 44 i
T RGN PE LRI FE o J5 2 FRATAE AR RN, 23 F XA EE A 3 — SO EAR e, 3l S A B
25 R B9 AR TR R

FELARESEIX R, FIXFFIRSGEXT MATLAB B 5 BT AA SR 1 48— M D AE R, o )T
H #1045 Radar Toolbox. Phased Array System Toolbox 5§, FHCHNAFREESHE CHA[10] B £HXTIXLE T A
PR D, RSB RECOYERAR T, BB T 1 N R L, BRI R B 2
HeRM, BHNEE. BOMERE. BUETEHE DL AR X B AR . XAz )a, JEADHHEARC
R S B RE G — 7 U2 B, IR PR AT 1) P 25t R 45 R VA P S (R 85 A 7 T 11) o 5 R 54

A FARSEIR I, oide— L6 7Y pR B0 9] IO TE AL BE B . LL A4 angvel B ESCE £ H AU )
g, FATAF BV ST N B 2 N e BIE A, IRATEZRUE N AR K SR DM . JfiT4s
radareqsnr MRS SHCULA B E, o —IEEY)R ., R I0A B bs 5 A T F(RCS)IX LS4
R ER VR 7771 8

SR, XM R RO G — B, AR IO AN F TR A AT REAEE R 2 7, 18
REZ5 1R AR 45 G B (LA R AL BR BB o FRATTAE AR R IR, X Se IV W] AR S 4. Z00RH%
FU) B SR YE . e R e — AR LIRS HUE XA — B B A B %, 3—THE BRI I AT 44T
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3.3. AHRELEAAERR

BAVEARAR G, A MR B R R 2 5, 0 S AT I s B I (5 B4
ZURGE— ANRF R, HR SRS TH R R A FE . P L, SR SCRE R T RAT SR IR A Sk
REULAREE, BT EGURRR I, IR RRE SE U SRR ) R G RIS -

TATAEFIR IR B, 1 5275 DOk A -E VA R T IR A A [ 110 RATE Bt AR i 2
RERTRIERAGN TG AL ST /1, RO BES 2 T B E I TRk R g A s
KEESH RBE T IEA YL R R BATEILIZAE R 52, BEAE I 2 T2 i LE B i B & R 2%
2 e SR FIR AL LRI OC RIS St — AOHEZE

PATHA E I AR SE R 2 )5, 32T R PSR AN R SR UK U i S8 0 B B iR 8 . MATLAB
THRAEMRECE L, A RCEEG R EL RN, A 2 EE s . BAoRY, RATIEH
RS FTS REE AT 5, RS B I SOR, BATEE G RETER. 2007, HAIEH
WM IS IR W EN AN EENRZOT R, SR I ED)R” COREMER 7 IR U
HARRCS)” Bk “ HAREEE " SES MR MERBOR R . BRI Z AN, JATth & IR A R G AR
FRIILR R ZR, AL “PRE” T mi Al AR EE 257 “ 2 B 7 e & 2 e ST LA E Sk,
RAE B AR B35 R Gris AT IR A S A B PR A

FATEEM R AEANE BN OC TAE R, 2L LB @i AR B LightRAG K%
PEIASEEEL . BB 7 vl IS RFRUR ISR R G5, A7 TR ANER, ARGt REAE K1 IEE BT — @R
ARHER AR . LA A 55 b, SRATTAT CURI A B LA 20k & B S A e 45 21 . JAiTRE
FIBAR RS H v B2 173 PRE AR B AR 2 18] AR 4D PR AR, 1 A 5 M T 246 O AH O 2 B30 7
CLZR T 58 (BRI 70 R ER

SINFRIENE 2 Ja, RSN REs A F R IRAE ] A5 B R B, B R LR T 3T U
FOARBOHERLRE /7o XN AEE ST LAGS 5 22 U8 G . RAG AL S 4 SR 2 A R TR S8, AR AR BB ik
FABDHI A, BE S R SRS, 45 RN EVEAM TR At & .

3.4, YPELRIRE AR EG

N TR TR IR AU A P ) B AR O ORAE FRRL(LLM),  AHEZR B 7 — B P R IR B (1 P
115 G5 KA 3 7R 1 (Prompt) A AL o A MLHIE S % 17T Schema BT Ba SR EE A b4k o B X146
SN, FE2 5 BN B A B A B B PR

Efgit@m AR EREAE, B TS B R, Bt 1R T AU SRR R
1% & Schema.

T A (Nodes): H2HL T PYZEAZ 0 SEAK : 75 12 5 (Function) ¥ 3 22 4§ (Parameter) . 7 1A #E & (Concept).
2R F N (Constraint_Rule).

K FZ1(Edges): H it 7 HTZW LLM 17 A i,

% 2% (HAS PARAMETER): EBEH T 554,

WAUEAE(MUST_FOLLOW): 4S50 5 20 SO 5 21, ARFRAS T Ian ik 1)) 3 iR 4R .

Y RLAT(CONFLICTS WITH): EREAFELEAR HH 2156 RIS

Kl 4 H neodj “F & AL R T 86 70 Fil S S5 I, B A e g AR — R, N
Z A RIEE Sk O T ISR AAE R e R A EA SR S LLM AU L), A LA I
5 JUAT A A B AF #7111 55 55 T (depressionang) A5, AT 4B SR AR IR B5F
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A1 PR KT

PN BRES RS “Al—BOH depressionang A1) MATLAB RS, IR S5 7
B4 LLM {E LY BT AT 22 B Sk — A28 a4 HAREE B R = 5000, 7514 5 H=8000), X7ETH
wbsEeEE, (HEH T “RHIAARE T EML” MY R, SEU= AR B 5 .

Figure 4. Partial schematic of the radar physical constraint knowledge graph and topological structure

E 4. FBXYBEELYRAAEIE SHIMGA R T EE

R 2. EE I S 2 2L

ARG JeiE i SR U (NER) iy P AZ 09 £ depressionang. 162 51 BIE “E5 S50 LRI H K5
T HARER R 5EBEREE H BES, RN CLAUENG” BN sSSAER TR U v
Wy B2 [ 27 AR

R 3. iR IR E (Structured Prompting)

RGk Faki g SR BRI ER LY, S5 PR AT RG, R sk AL LT Prompt 594K -

Plaintext
[System Context]: R IE7 AU L 5K
[Physical Constraints]:

1. BR% depressionang K #i 5% R (FE ) A H (5 1).

2. SRR DA IRZSE R>H (% H A5 & B TGTHT BRIl 0), S IANET &2 8] LA Py 3
SEHE .

[User Query]: A —EtEH depressionang pR%L) MATLAB 115, FHATIEAHFRSEL,

[Instruction]: 1EEARISSEAWILEIY BOINA L) RAL 50 18 45 .

IR 4. 22D A 5 P PR (Constrained Generation & MCP Loop)

TESRPIEZR BRI 2T, LLM AHE HENZSH, R EN 1R &HTE R S (Assertion) (1) {
t: MATLAB 5.

W B R, AR ERERTIARY T LLM B BRI AR AR R T AR
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4. TIERAEXRBEXES TN A RIE
4.1. AR RR AR YIEL) KR AR

FEAWIE T R IR AT FARKG AL AT 55 7, DB SERFHR AR R A ) ARG AL 85 B IR HLeia 1T, (B
SHUE . Y HEZ R U6 2 B A A O BE A2 AR TS 1 R A BB SE o A E A L =
B (1) ZEJUTEN; (2) HiEAmiET; 3) [F54HEY.

A RIS A I 2 RS SR ACH) 23 TR LA R, PR I e MR M BN T B IL s s B
TAEEJUTER T, ANBUENTEE R ET AR TIEASHIN, b oA i 2 e8E N
D> 1, B 9 241 ) IA R R OE AEAE I SHEE 10— G I S BosE AR & 2 A 18 AT JR 2,
EEAMRAE A R A ke B B . ARSI, RGOSR BEZ)5E, FEAS b I B L 5 R RE A
FEREAS B0 (0 B 58 SORIBR LT B

Table 1. Display of partial JSON format knowledge data structures extracted from the radar manual

1. MEEFMRIAIERST ISON WX EMRKIRER R

Query ([1] &) Pos([51%5) W (%1F)
{“query” : “HIEHIFEATIEREM “pos” : “FHikBT RALWITHMBER, WO REEW HArEk
FE LR 7 FEBARS, 5 El e R B F A R LRI, AR

55 A BLE P H AR SR, PRI ESEEE. )

{“query” : “HMIYFFEEEERM K “pos” WK 1 WA, BkebiEBEY 1 ZFH(PRF = 1
PRk rF S Hof ke kHz), AHIHUEEDIZ 1 IR, ~FITIEAN 1 TH. 7}

1 AR T IR T A TR B R I B 2, AR S 5 B B SR A R A bR
%, AN AMER R, H TR ISR AR &R, RS B AR 43 #r v L R4
PRZYEEE o TR U R AR B 2 S SR HE R, T DUA 08 S B A RAG S5 IR T KPS

N T 8 UE SRR 3G SR A FR AR ) N A AR R RO VIS Rg e, dert 17— RS . SEER LA
A FARE & TR, 20 R =R iR AT e (1) —RIEG A SO AR S i@ A (2)
—u AR ARG ATRE G SRR R 1] (3) FRERE + YL AR AR B i g sk &= . (HSk
PragefE b, BT LLM 1 B R CE AR, HARSS M SCARRR LR AR R T, RIS — 2 48 P R 4
1574 (Baseline Model)/E AR E o 73 7 SEE6G7E A R A Y (DeepSeek-R 1) 541 [ $2 /R~ AR N EE 20 Ik, St
FRARAD ) BR 2] 0 28 A SR 5 P A

Table 2. LLM physical hallucination rates with varying knowledge structures (20 trials)
2. 20 REWAE IR T RIRBIBL] 5e

S 2H 53 TEMABHRIE ZE (UFR) 14 5Bt % (BDR) W& it 22 (CCHR)
Baseline (JR A2 RHEHY) 30% 0% 60%
Naive RAG (6 G UAKE R) 0% 20% 80%
KG-RAG (&1 A %) 0% 20% 90%

NS H AR, REAZ MBI T, 7 B0 B 5 75 V5 78 T 1K 0 B4 55
BRI RI . BATHS EEA R AE LA A AR A 1)L 1B 25 00, A RERE — 20 PR R 3 A 4%
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PIVER, Bl DA Z) e, S ) BRI B B AR, IR Re PR S i AL SRR I B

% 2 1 RAG J75EM KG-RAG FiEAEZ MRS FHOAE] T 0% ML) 5% . FREETHENZ, %
0% TR ALAE T 80T 4 e 2R 7 RIE SRR EA )5, T RTRERE R 20 MRAZLE (W
depressionang, radareqsnr 55)H 3 HMNREE N, FrA W K™ i A5 LR Y B S B0 E0T AR Bl
WIRHIEIE. BT AIREE R Schema XX L2 HUE SC T IR FALNIIZ(MUST_FOLLOW), H.SEBrifi
T ) MCP PRt 18 PR RS S 5t PRITE X AMRR e U 7 N Se Bl T B R E 1

N T HATE RN, A T KG-RAG #9505 AR ALK, AT REA S B =3 7 190 4, A
B8R0, RSB TS CREBER 7 o PR A R SR AR RN AN (1 B R AT AT AR, AR
DIERILRE, SRR GEIBERITE “Hgmilis” , HIMBRRL)n, X B IEE 2 ie
W BT 4ATR A G Z b Z R B S RA IR IA, RS AHERR IR ) 2 (E Bk, B
TRAAER . AR B 45 e B, SRS TR 2R AT T AR i S g B s B, [FRT,  $omin
BORFFRGETE, P BEAY 5 L IG5 R DG s 10 PR 4 HE 4 30 Pt b S R R AR KT

Table 3. LLM physical hallucination rates with varying knowledge structures (20 trials)
% 3. 190 REB AR FMREM T KRB DHEIRRIL

SMZHA AN
S YIFL)5 % (PHR) | *%’A%)T’E WA RS BT G AR A S A )
Baseline (J5i4: LLM) 90%-+ 43651 ESiibus
Naive RAG ({8 R4 CA K R) 41.36% 1.0159 P Skl
KG-RAG (43 ElTEIE3REE 2R) 42.41% 1.0053 SEERNS

3 LVE R, Rk E AN, i RAG B BRI AR IH BENS OR 1R AH 2 B vEER VE . L)
EPERIT T VR A I R B A A S FA 1 i R 28 AT R AT R M5 S A R I R X 5. AR A
KRB EESR, AT BN £ RAG 2 )5, BRI SN HBL 7RI R K224k . A & Naive RAG 82
KG-RAG, RERZAZIM R SCRGIESS, e MmN, tin “ kR e e TR EBFEX
HE J& (0 B AR it

{H52 Naive RAG s LLEI B BHREI IR . EARBAR R B /T A BIER T 2%, HiL2Mit 7k
BN KRHEN Naive RAG J7iE T, B R R T & 5110 2 SR BN O RIRSCAR, 285 FHAR TR
AR AT REE R KA R, JEARRE BB MR AN . SR RERN, B RALW, HITH
BT BUEL” o TR T KG-RAG HIBER A GERS I 52 2 H 7 TR A 1, ok
] EEA RN S T FR LA

Hx, BATRER R, AW RABR A SORTH SO AR B R, AN [R) 5925 B0 22 0l 26 B AR AR IR JEE A A
RIRAELE I o HAn A A A R A S BL K ARAR 17038 P A 5 7 3o =R RSAE YU A N 3R J7 T
RS LB A B 01 % o AT FRATHHAF LN LEALRE A DL, 5 T RN 1 ) KG-RAG 7EIZ 58 I T7 1M )
RIVET 528, M58 RAG LB T SO BB A 50K IL, KG-RAG 1E B I, ILFAMER T H
H(Blind Velocity) Mk # 2 AHA (PRF) Z A5k R o X FRERSI P BLER 20K B &G S50 B O 28 i ST 4 1Y
SRR AR, L2 BB AN PRE S5 2 HC MR RIGA, FTUL KG-RAG fEHERLEFE of, S fid A0 A S
SIBE AT

FERES 2 RAESS P, RR B R RE B A RIS RIERE T o A8 H BRI 7R Tk RE s e
HAREM . Naive RAG [ [01 2 32 ARG ST BOS KA, R IR N A, Lins s, RS
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HAREEIE5, B S LA 8. KG-RAG [ [R5 A 5 B S A AN ARFAE, & 25 L H AR 28 K RIS
HEE) T HET HIABURER 57730, L aniR g 55 A A AR G TR AR T B2 1) Swerling A5 84T H AR
BEATRI Sy o ERETE BUX P R G010 R 77 20, AR S R B S8« H bR MRS 3 I 2 4 CIR A A 0%
£ LightRAG IR S, “HbR” W R Q@R Y3 JE v DL R R AR 55 2 A& AL T 0 R
B, MERUAE BRI, AR X L G5 AE BT R IR AN

B SR RVER, EBEZRE(ACO)TEFR L, Naive RAG (1.0159)5 KG-RAG (1.0053)f 4%} 2
B BEAREHUE L RBARMN, (X IR RS HEZEVERE I ERTH BB, M2 B da b ARG 2 1 43RS
ZERI S A

WRAEFASARD T B, ToATAT 43 SR ART $RAT A L B8 BRI ACC B4 1.0000 (1A S5 v 43
154 5 4 5 ) Reference JEvHEACHT 7). Baseline (4.3651)%) RAG HEZLf KT 2 2 R M, WEBH 1 AR EB%0R K
FINBCIh I B T AR Rk = T = AR K B TR BT g AR (S H 1 if-else WU 7 30).

JAE Naive RAG 7E B 5 24 % (1.0159)_F R I 5 KG-RAG AR LR P B ML, {EAE SZBRAE I
HARAD A F(Lines of Code, LOC) 5 XA TLARE I, Naive RAG i KG-RAG.

XS T P 2 2% BE (A CC) SR ARRD (1 428 113t 43 SCRBURK ) v IR BRIBUY B AT 15 A AR R U AR « £ 48 RAG
TR 2R B AR 0 A 1) B SRE 5 SRS, AU T AR R AR BT IR M SOAR L I BE R 40 1) v 1)
WA LA EIUMERE, SRR R I T B (Flat but Bloated)” MHFE, XA AHIIGIN T T2
ARHE 11 ] 1352 5 A AR

ML F, KG-RAG 7ERE 5155 2i4(0 MUST_FOLLOW)MIRITE R, RIE T A LREGER T3 .
HAMAEZ IR IR B) T BN 1.0053, AR | SH0% Bl s TCRRREPE S AR TR A o 3% Fh A
OURPHE” B “RrE RS MR, & KG-RAG $EFF H52 TR A] A 0 ) — RO .

BAGE A BT € =G 25 A AR R BT Re I, A ELE Tk LU 55, RIA
RSB ZE S JEAE R R SR USRI g, R 25 5 5 45 08 iR 45 & SRk & BRI AT A fK
PRI, AR GRS R I 5m 7720 DAAE — e R P Lol G 0 2 ) 8, AN ol B (1 HE 3 2 AR AR 0 i 4 1) SCAR
B, SSMMEEEAE . SIANFIHRERE 2 5, BAAGRA SR B o HE N A RIS, EReSEE K
HHIRREEN, TeTH NS TR 78 B R [ 2 B A N BURE S, R TR AR BT, B
F UL B A )R e MR AR R R

4.2. RBEBERMER

ik IRUFAE SR B S bR TARRINE, A SO B A B G AT 25 1A T iy 2 o K

B AIS S NE MATLAB, fURGRGIhiz T, [l 7 LR Ihfg.

TR & W FESEONE . D R ES); HArSHEEae: 0)@#% 30 HAR(RCS,
I E L PO REAEE; SNR Tl : B TFEOARFIEE S RO PUGE L ShA8 i E: Fik VP aiil
FEA5 1/ H BRI BRI B T A 7 RS 8l RIS AR BRI B AR AR, vtk H ARSI A wr
WAL BT BhAS B RERIEFE + #5245 LLHR/520) SNR.

ATLAE R 5 s, 18 MCP LARRM MY T, FENURIILE radersim 7 & FigdT, EURFENIAE 200
km PLE S SRR LI A R, 76 50 km DL AR RS ME LU REAT BT R B4, 75 A RN 25 75 10 3
REAFAE. A N RBLT HERTEY) S0 LA 23 8] (38 B B8 SR 40 A o SVHAIE B T 47 3 R G 7E 2 B 25 R
RERTE . TEAFENLIIRE ST A AR S B A R DA PR, AREL T AR I TR AT AT P . Range-
Doppler K1 5L HIAE &8, TALMSEPIR. ZKIEEFES% T NEXRAD Level-1T H 523 %
S50 ZRH MR T, PR T 07 B A R TR SR 12] [13].
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SNR vs Range SNR Error (Simulated - Predicted)
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Figure 5. Image of some parameters in the radar simulation code.
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BE0S AN [ T A T IS U 55 (AR BLEEAT T 00T, IR R R 4k,
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