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Tab.1 Errors of 4 methods under different SNR %

SNR DFT DFT-LS LS TC-LS
8 4.619 1 4.584 2 9.0717 7.624 9
9 10.018 0 10.005 1 3.376 3 1.867 7
10 14.8170  14.806 3 1.3858 0.660 1
11 14.8325  14.8467 1.810 5 0.4321
12 10.6179  10.587 4 24121 1.660 8
13 11.2178  11.1594 1.7316 0.637 8
14 154169 154010 2.070 0 14528
15 14.8170  14.8115 1.056 3 0.5747
16 11.8176  11.8123 1.518 9 0.897 8
17 12,4125 12.3120 0.832 3 0.190 2
18 11.8176  11.8123 1.406 1 0.3427
19 11.8176  11.8123 1.282 6 0.419 1
20 12,4175 12.4010 0.679 2 0.106 8
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Tab.2 Comparison of errors between LS and TC-LS

under different SNR %

SNR LS TC-LS R 22 I/ ME
9.0717 7.624 9 1.446 9
9 3.376 3 1.867 7 1.508 6
10 1.3858 0.660 1 0.7257
11 1.8105 0.4321 1.378 4
12 24121 1.660 8 0.751 2
13 1.7316 0.637 8 1.093 8
14 2.070 0 1.452 8 0.617 2
15 1.056 3 0.574 7 0.4817
16 1.518 9 0.897 8 0.6211
17 0.832 3 0.190 2 0.642 1
18 1.406 1 0.3427 1.063 4
19 1.2826 0.4191 0.863 4
20 0.679 2 0.106 8 0.572 4
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Tab.3 Calculation errors of 4 methods under differ-

ent cycles %
il A%k DFT DFT-LS LS TC-LS
3 16.616 7  16.557 8 3.072 1 1.1556
4 7.618 5 7.5354 5.308 3 3.683 4
5 8.818 2 8.801 2 4.281 4 2.599 9
6 10.0180  10.002 1 3.306 8 2.204 7
7 11.2178  11.2057 2.1375 1.698 3
8 14.8170  14.8015 1.056 3 0.574 7
9 124175  12.404 3 0.853 8 0.288 1
10 14.2172  14.2109 0.9911 0.084 9
11 14.0242  14.0131 0.695 6 0.170 8
12 13.0174  13.0124 0.018 8 0.0217
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Tab.4 Comparison of errors between LS and TC-LS

under different periods %

Jal A%k LS TC-LS %2k /ME
3 3.072 1 1.1556 1.916 5
4 5.308 3 3.6834 1.624 9
5 4.2814 2.5999 1.681 5
6 3.306 8 2.204 7 1.1021
7 2.1375 1.698 3 0.439 1
8 1.056 3 0.574 7 0.4817
9 0.853 8 0.288 1 0.565 7
10 0.9911 0.084 9 0.906 2
11 0.695 6 0.170 8 0.524 8
12 0.018 8 0.0217 —0.0029
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