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On Estimating Incident Angles of Coherent Signals
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ABSTRACT

This paper proposes the UFSS~-MSE(Unbiased Full
Spatial Smoothed Modified Signal Eigenvector ) algori~
thm. The UFSS-MSE solves the reduced EAS( Ef fec-
tive Aperture Size) problem, which degrades the per =
formances of the algorithms estimating the incident
angles of coherent signals,

The performances of the proposed method are com-

pared to those of the MUSIC, FB-MUSIC and MSS -
MUSIC algorithms,
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