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Abstract: Ground penetrating radar is a device that can detect underground target without damage, so ground penetrating radar has high

practicability in Non— destructive testing. In the process of ground penetrating radar image processing, hyperbolic extraction of echo signal and

Vertex recognition are very important. For this, the article raises ground penetrating radar clutter suppression that using average filter and aver-

age method. This algorithm can provide image pretreatment and target identification of ground penetrating radar more reference.
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