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Assessment of radio reception performance using both coherence analysis and
jury test of the received signal
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Objective Index distribution w.r.t. noise
condition
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Figure 2. Proposed index w.r.t. SNR
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Figure 3. various spectrograms

Table 1 Pearson coefficients of 3 models with 18 samples

m;(t) my(t) ms(t)
Obj. | Sub. | Obj. | Sub. | Obj. | Sub.

Noise

fine 979 | 715 | 946 | 7.15 | 64.0 | 7.25

strongl 54.2 | 6.00 | 52.7 | 6.00 | 30.1 | 5.00

strong2 | 65.7 | 6.00 | 63.2 | 6.00 | 42.1 | 6.00

weakl 74.6 | 6.00 | 74.7 | 6.00 | 38.6 | 6.00

weak? 985 | 7.15 | 936 | 7.15 | 72.3 | 7.15

weak3 98.0 | 7.25 | 929 | 715 | 71.1 | 7.15

Pearson 0.94 0.92 0.96
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