Snowpack Characterization Using Low-Cost FMCW Radar
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(FMCW) radar can measure SWE wirelessly GHz sweep)
* Radar ADC data was captured and processed as

shown in Figure 1

significant peak, the density algorithm failed

* The stronger plate return vs. air-snow return may be
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overpowering the air-snow peak

* Low-cost millimeter-wave (mmWave) FMCW
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Figure 4: Range FFT for SRG trials. Figure 5: Range FFT for CG trials.
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