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Emproving the resolution of the finite-length sinusoids burried in noise
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ABSTRACT

In the signal processing figlds, sinusoidal wave is of much meaning because it may carry other important informations.
But in reality due to the finite number of sensors along with the noise detected by the sensors, the resolution of frequency
detection is in general much degraded. In this paper, new method is proposed to emprove the frequency resolution of the

finite-length sinusoids burried in noise.
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