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Data Processing of Coherent Lidar for Wind Measurements Using FFT
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Abstract:We are researching a data processing of Coherent lidar for wind measurements. In this paper,we report the
comparison of FFT analysis result between suspected data with different SNR and of observation data.
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Fig.1 Suspected signal and frequency calculated with FFT
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Fig2 Raw data of 2 1 m coherent lidar and result of calculated frequency vs. range
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