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Blind Identification of Nonminimum Phase FIR Systems
from Second-Order Statistics and Absolute Mean
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ABSTRACT

This paper presents a new blind identification method of nonminimum phase FIR systems without employing
higher-order statistics. It is based on the observation that the absolute mean of a second-order white sequence can
measure the higher-order whiteness of the sequence. The proposed method may be a new alternative way to the
higher-order statistics approaches. Some computer simulations show that the absolute mean is exactly estimated

and the proposed method can overcome the disadvantages of the higher-order statistics approaches.
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