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Proposal 1 for length 12
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Proposal 2 for Length-12

b(0), ..., b(11)
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PAPR — Proposal 1 has lower PAPR
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X-corr

— Proposal 1 has lower cross correlation
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Autocorrelation

Auto-cormrelation
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Frequency domain flatness

Proposal 1
2 Average amplitude response, N=12
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— Proposal 1 has zero fluctuation

of frequency flatness
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