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Abstract—This paper is concerned with the error performance
) analysis of binary differential phase shift keying with differential
detection over the nonselective, Rayleigh fading channelith com-
bining diversity reception. Space antenna diversity recefion is as-
sumed. The diversity branches are independent, but have ndéaten-
tically distributed statistics. The fading process in eactbranch is
assumed to have an arbitrary Doppler spectrum with arbitrary
Doppler bandwidth. Both optimum diversity reception and sub-
optimum diversity reception are considered. Results avadble pre-
viously apply only to the case of first and second-order divesity.
Our results are more general in that the order of diversity isarbi-
trary. Moreover, the bit error probability (BEP) result is o btained
in an exact, closed-form expression which shows the behaviof
the BEP as an explict function of the one-bit-interval fadirg corre-
lation coefficient at the matched filter output, the mean sigal-to-
noise ratio per bit per branch and the order of diversity. A simple,
more easily computable Chernoff bound to the BEP of the opti-
mum diversity detector is also derived.

I. INTRODUCTION

nonselective Rayleigh fading channel is differential ghstsift

both independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) f19].
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are usually not identical for all diversity branches [1112],

i.e., the average signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of each brasic

distinct. Therefore, it is of great practical interest antgor-

However, in practical systems, this assumption is not adway
true [10]. The mean-square values of the fading attenustion
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ysis of the BEP of binary DPSK with arbitrary order of diver-
sity, both for the optimum combining reception and the suibop
mum combining reception. The fading process is assumed here
to have an arbitrary Doppler spectrum with arbitrary Dopple
bandwidth. The BEP results here are deriveexact, closed-
formexpressions which depeegblictly on the SNR per bit per
branch, the fading correlation coefficient at the matcheerfil
output over a bit interval, and the order of diversity. Thiuso
tions do not require any numerical integration for theiuatt
evaluation. Moreover, a simple, tight, more easily combleta
Chernoff upper bound for the optimum diversity detectorecas
is also obtained.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section Il, the system
model and assumptions are introduced. The analyses for the
BEP and the upper bound are given in Section Ill. Section IV
presents numerical results.

Il. SYSTEM MODEL AND ASSUMPTIONS

An efficient modulation technique for communication over a With space antenna diversity reception o¥eindependent,

nonidentical, frequency nonselective, Rayleigh fadiraniches

keying (DPSK) with differential detection and combining diwith additive, white Gaussian noise (AWGN), the receiveg si
versity reception at the receiver [1]. Most previous anadysnal over theith branch,i = 1,2,---, L, during thekth bit
assume that the fading processes on the diversity branchesiterval k7', (k + 1)T) is given, after matched filtering and

sampling at time = (k + 1)T', by the statistic; (k), where

1)

The overhead- denotes a complex quantity, and the superscript
x denotes the complex conjugaté, is the energy per bif]" is
the bit duration(k) is the data-modulated phase for thi

zi(k) = By (k) + vi(k).

tance to study the performance of combining diversity réoep it interval. The phase transitiol\é(k) = (k) — ¢(k —

for differentially detected DPSK over independent, nonide

cal Rayleigh fading channels. With nonidentical fadingrcha

1), between thé:ith and the(k — 1)th bit intervals carries the
signal information. For binary DPSK, the data 0-bit is mappe

nels, the combiner described in [7] and [8] is suboptimatl anyiq the phase chang®s(k) = 0, and the data 1-bit onto the

it is well known that the BEP performance can be improv

if each branch differential detector output is weightedphbe

combination, according to its channel condition [13]. We r
fer to this combining method with optimum weights for the
branches as optimum combining reception. The bit errorgrob

e&nase changA¢(k) = =. We assume that the two data bits are

equally likely. The multiplicative distortion; (k) is given by

(k+1)T ~
s(k) = / CT(” dt.
kT

e

(2)

bility (BEP) performance of optimum combining receptionsva
analyzed in [14]. However, the results are limited to theecaslere, {Ei(t)}f:1 is a set of independent, nonidentically dis-

of second-order diversity. Moreover, to the best of the angth tributed, lowpass, complex Gaussian random processes with
knowledge, as far as thexact, explict, closed-form BEP ex- E|[¢;(t)] = 0 and E[¢;(¢)¢f(t — 7)] = 2R;(r) for eachi.
pression is concerned, there has not been much progress. Eaeh¢;(t) represents the complex gain due to frequency non-
main contribution of this paper lies in providing the exatdlh selective Rayleigh fading of thah branch. We assume that
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the spectrum of eacty(t) is even so that the in-phase compoA. BEP analysis

nentfe [¢;(t)] and the quadrature phase component(c(t)] First, we consider the case of optimum reception. Because
are independent with the same covariance functipfr). In  the BEP is the same whether a 0-bit or a 1-bit is sent, we assume

(1), a rectangular data pulse shagie), whereg(t) = 1/VT  thatAg(k) = 0. Without loss of generality, it is assumed that
for 0 <t < T and zero elsewhere, is assumed so that eagfy) — ¢(k — 1) = 0, and the BEFP, is given by

matched filter has a rectangular low-pass-equivalent isga-

sponsé; (t) = g(T — t) for all 7. This leads to the expression

for a;(k) in (2). Thus,{a;(k)}, is a sequence of zero-medn = P {Re
complex Gaussian random variables with covariance functio

L
> w; (k) 2 (k - 1)1 < O‘A¢(k) - o} 9)
=1

L

L
szlfl(k) + gl(k - 1)’2 < Z’wi’éi(k) — gl(k — 1)‘2] .
i=1

i=1

R() = Bk (k- ) =P

1 (k+1)T  f(k—j+1)T
= R;(t — 7)drdt. (3) The alternative case where the 0-bitsentis dugig = ¢(k—

T2 Jer (k=T 1) = = gives an identical result. Withh(k) = ¢(k — 1) =
The filtered noise; (k) is given by 0, one can see from (1) that for each= 1,2, - - Ly Zi(k)
DT - anql Zi(k — 1_) are both zero-mean complex Gaussian random
Pa(k) = / 7 (t) dt. 4) variables (since each one is a sum of two zero-mean complex
! 5T VT Gaussian random variables) with variances

Here, {ﬁi(t)}le is a set of i.i.d., lowpass, complex AWGN  E[|%(k)]?] = E[|Z;(k — 1)|*] = 2E,R;(0) + No.  (10)
processes Witlt [72;(¢)] = 0 andE[n; (¢)n; (t — 7)] = Nod(7) o B . )
so that{#;(k)}, is a sequence of i.i.d., zero-mean, complekherefore, the quantity;(k) + zi(k — 1) is complex Gaussian

Gaussian variables with covariance function for each with mean zero and varianctf, 12:(0) + 4E,Ri(1) + 2No,
. andz; (k) — z;(k — 1) is complex Gaussian with mean zero and
E[i (k)i (7)] = No 6k; (5) variancelE,R;(0)—4E, R;(1)+2Ny. Moreover, the quantities

wheredy,; is Kronecker delta function. Zi(k) + z;(k — 1) andz; (k) — z;(k — 1) are uncorrelated since

For eachi, ¢;(t) andn,(t) are mutually independent. For - k) + Zi(k — D] [Z:(k) — Z(k — D]*} = E[|z:(k)|?
i # 3, {&(t),ni(t)} are independent of¢;(¢),n;(t)}. The g i(_ i 11(2 ]21[;(] . ;( s k:)] 1} Jloz( ) il
channel branches are nonidentical since the covarianae fun —ElZi(k = DIF] = j2E{Im[z;(k)27 (k = D]} = (11)

tion R;(v) depends orn. For convenience of later app'}i%cat)ion*wherej = /—1. The last step follows from (10) and the result

the following parameters are defined. The quaniity- z5G;  E[z(k)z7(k—1)] = 2E,R:(1), which is a purely real quantity.
is the fading correlation coefficient at the matched filtet-ouThus, z; (k) + %;(k — 1) andz;(k) — 2;(k — 1) are independent.
put over an interval of’, and it is a measure of the fluctuationTo proceed with computing (9), define

rate of the channel fading process;= 2225 is the mean ) ) ) ) ) )
received SNR per bit over théh branch. xi = wilZi(k) + Zi(k = DI, yi = wilZi(k) — Zi(k - 1()12)
I1l. THE PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS and . .
In t_his section, we will derive exact, closeq-form BEI.D ex- X = Z T, Y= Z Ys. (13)
pressions and Chernoff bounds for differentially detedted = =
nary DPSK for the opt_imum _compining diversity detectpr anghan the BEFP, in (9) can be rewritten as
the suboptimum combining diversity detector. In the Apprnd
we show that the optimum combining detector with differahti P,=P(X<Y). (14)
detection makes its decision on thth transmitted bit using the ) )
likelihood ratio test We note that eachr; and eachy; in (12) are chi-square-
. 0 bit distributed with two degrees of freedom. The probabilitp-de
Re Z wi Z(k) 2 (k — 1)] z 0 ©6) sity function (PDF) can be evaluated as [1, (2.1-126)]
i=1 1 bit 1 15
where P@s) = B R 0) 4B (1) + 2Ny (15)
w; = Py @)

(1 +7)? = (pivi)*
In the case of suboptimum combining diversity detectiore on

z;
P {_wi [4E,R;(0) + 4B, R;(1) + 21No] } ’

. S . 1
hasw; = 1, fori = 1,2,---, L. Then the likelihood ratio test D) = 16
becomes Pl) wi[4E,R;(0) — 4B, R,(1) + 2No] (16)
L 0 bit Yi
s ~% _ > _ (3 )
fre Z;ZZ(’“) zi 1)1 <0 ®) eXp{ wi4E, Ry (0) —4E5Ri(1)+2N0]}

This is the same as the optimum combining diversity detactié-or each , x; andy; are mutually independent, becausg:)+
in the i.i.d. channel case. Z;(k — 1) is independent of; (k) — z;(k — 1). Moreover, due



to the independent channel assumption;fgrj, {z;,y;} are B. Chernoff bound analysis

independent ofz;,y; }. Therefore, the quantityX in (13)is  Fjrst, consider the optimum reception case. Applying the

independent ot”. The PDFs ofX andY can be obtained by chernoff bound [1, section 2.1.5] to (22) and noting thats
using [1, (14.5-26)] and, after simplification, are given by jhdependent o, we have

p(X) = Ai « (a7) Py <E ||~ B[ Y| B[] (25)

X wheres > 0 is the parameter to be optimized. Using (12) and
exp |— ] , (13) in (25), and noting that far# j, z; is independent of;;
wi[4E.R;(0) + 4E:Ri(1) 4 2No] andy; is independent of;, we have

L
B; L
Y) = - 18 —sX] —sw;| 2 (k)2 (k—1) 2
p(Y) z; B R(0) 4B R (1) + 2Ny« (18 Bl = JIE[e | @9
i= =1
. Y L
_ = . 2
P T AE, R (0) — 4B, Ri(1) + 2No] E[¥] = [[E [eswi‘zﬂ’f)*%(k*l)l } L@
whereA; andB; are defined as =1
L L To proceed with computing (26) and (27), we use the following
A = H i . Bi— H Bi (19) well-known Iemm_a [15, (7.6_7)] _ _
e s @ T O =l meti Bi — Bn Lemmal: If z is a Gaussian random variable with mean
_ ’ ’ and variancer? ande is any complex constant with real part
with less thar(2¢0%)~, then
Pi%Yi PiYi
= fi=—. (20) 2 1 2 > 1
T+ —pivi T+ + pivi E|e | = ———— v /(172¢07). R, — . n
Yi = piY Vi + iy [e } == P Re(e) <

Finally, the BEP in (14) can be evaluated as
- v Applying this lemma to (26) witk = —sw;, and (27) with

P,=P(X<Y)= / p(y)/ p(X)dX dy. (21) €= swi andnotingthat;(k)+Z;(k—1)andz;(k)—Zi(k—1)

0 0 are zero-mean complex Gaussian with variantBgR;(0) +

Using (17) and (18) in (21), the BEP is obtained as 4EyR;(1)+2No andd £, R;(0)—4 £y, R; (1)+2No, respectively,

LoL the Chernoff bound in (25) can be evaluated as

ﬁ.
szzz A’LB] a—i—]/B (22) E[G_SX} E[esy} (28)
i=1j=1 ¢ J I
. . 1

Note that (22) gives an exact, explicit, closed-form BEP ex- = H
pression. It depends only on the fading correlation coeffici i=1 (1 + 45%1\70) (1 - 48%1\%)
pi, the mean received SNR per bit per branghand the num- h
ber of diversity branchek. No numerical integration is neededV"€re 1
for its actual evaluation. The quantitiels and B; are given in 0<s< T (29)
(19), wheren; andg3; can be found in (20). I+vitpiyi

Next, we consider the case of suboptimum reception. Agaihe tighest upper bound is obtained by selectirtpat mini-
itis assumed that(k) = ¢(k —1) = 0. The BEP of the subop- mizes (28). This is equivalent to selectinghat maximises the

. . . . . . L
timum detector given in (8) can be obtained from the prolitsbil quantity 1—[1 [(1 + 451+$’j;m No) (1 _ 481+7p::;i% No)}-

, Lo ~ ) Lo B ,| The values that maximises théth factor is determined by solv-
Py=P Y |z(k) + Z(k = )P <Y |z(k) = Zi(k = D] . ing the equation
i=1 i=1
(23)  d pii pii
It is apparent that when the weighis’s satisfyw; = 1 for ¢s 1+ T+ Vi — piYi No )\ 1 481 + i + pivi No
alli =1,2,---, L, the probability expression (23) is identical

to that given in (9). Consequently, the BEP performance of (30)
suboptimum combining diversity reception is identical hatt which gives the result
given in (22), whered; and B; are defined in (19). It can be 1
shown that for suboptimum receptiofn and3; are given by S= N (32)
0
ai =1+ +pivi, Bi=147%—piv (24) " We note that this maximising value efs independent of index

Although exact and explicit, (22) is cumbersome and incenveand falls within the allowable range efgiven in (29). Using
nient to use whed is large. Further, the behavior of the errof31) in (28), together with (25), one finally has

probability (22) as a function of the various system paramset I 5

can not be easily seen. In the sequel, we will develop a simple P, < H ll _ ( PiYi ) ] _ (32)
more easily computable Chernoff upper bound on the BEP. et L+



The Chernoff bound in (32) can be tightened by a factor of 2 IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

[16, section 4.2.4], that is The BEP performance is plotted in Fig.1 and Fig.2 against
I ) the total average received SNR per bit. The order of diver-

P, < }H [1 - ( Pii ) ] ' (33) sity is set tol. = 2, and the fading correlation coefficient is

T 2.4 L+ set top = 0.975 for both the identical channel case and the

L

L L
—s' 32 (k) +2i (k—1) |2 s 3 (k) =i (k—1)|?
P/ <E|e = E|e =

. nonidentical channel case (.3, = p2 = 0.975). The ab-
For the case of Li.d. channels, we have= p; = % and scissa represents the total average SNR per bit which is give
v =7 = 2280 for eachi = 1,2,-- L. The improved by v, = 4 + 7.. The quantity is the fraction of the to-
Chernoff bound in (33) then reduces to tal average received bit energy devoted to diversity branch
(1 — n is devoted to diversity branch 2). For example, when
1 0y 2 n = 0.1, 10% of the average bit energy is devoted to branch
Py < ) 1= (m) (34) 1, hencey; = 0.17,. Clearly, in the case of i.i.d. channels,
v = v = 72 = 0.57,. The exact BEP for the nonidentical
which agrees with [7, eq.(4)]. Note that although the Chirndg-hannel case is plotted using (22) and (19), together with (2
bound (34) for the i.i.d. channel case can be deduced frojn (38" the optimum diversity reception and (24) for the caseubfs
by settingp = p; and~ = v;, the BEP given in [7, eq.(3)] can OPtimum diversity reception. The upper bound is plottedhgsi
not be obtained from (22). This is because for the i.i.d. cets (33) and (34) for nonidentical channel case and i.i.d. cknn
the denominator terms of; and B, in (19) are equal to zero. Case, respectively. The exact BEP result for i.i.d. charmel
Next, let us consider suboptimum reception. Although a,nice@mputed using the workin [7, eq.(3a)].
simple Chernoff bound to the error probability of the optmu _ From Fig.1 and Fig.2, several conclusions can be drawn.
detector can be obtained, computing the optimum bound garst. unequal SNR distribution among diversity branches d
rameter in the case of suboptimum detection turns out to be $igdes the BEP performance. For instance, when the total ave
analytically cumbrous problem, especially when the order 89¢ SNR per bi;, = 15 dB, the BEP is equal t5.0234 x 10~°
diversity is large. To illustrate this point, apply Cherfiosund  fori-i.d. channel§ = 71 = 7, = 12dB), 1.065 x 10~ for op-
to the error probability given in (23), we have timum detection with; = 0.1 (1 = 5 dB andy, = 14.54 dB)
and1.093 x 102 for suboptimum detection with = 0.1. As
n increases t0.5001, we can see that the BEP performance of
optimum and suboptimum detectors for nonidentical channel
converges to the i.i.d. channels (see Fig.2). This observat
I also numerically validates our analytical result (22). étitat
_ H L since the denominator terms df and B; in (19) are equal to
=5 [1+4s"(1+ 5 + pivi) Nol[1 — 48'(1 4+ v — pivi)No]  zero for the case of i.i.d. channels, we haverset 0.5001 in-
(35) stead of using) = 0.5 for our numerical investiagtion. Second,
for the case of nonidentical channels, in comparison with th

where suboptimum detector given in (8), the optimum detector show
0<s < 1 _ (36) in (6) and (7) can substantially improve the BEP performance
ANo(1 + i — pivi) especially in the regime of high total mean SNR. For example,
The values’ that minimizes theth factor is determined as fol- for % = 30 dB andn = 0.1, the BEP is1.616 x 10~ for
lows suboptimum detection andGs710 x 10~* for optimum detec-

tion. Moreover, as the total average SNR goes to infinity, for
d the same order of diversitly and the same value of correlation
—{[1+45" (1 +i + pivi) No|[1 — 45" (1 4+~ — pivi) No]} = 0 “ i ; X
ds’ [ (L43i+ pi7i) Nol | (Li = piye) Nol} coefficientp, asymtotically the optimum detector for noniden-

hich h luti . b (37) tical channels performs identically to the combining d&tiec
which has solution given by fori.i.d. channels. Actually, if we let; — oo andvy,; — oo in
o Pivi (38) (33) andy — oo in (34), it can be easily seen that the BEP floor

- ANG [T+ 7)2 = ()3 of the improved upper bound (33) for nonidentical chanrels i
identical to that of (34) for i.i.d. channels.

Clearly, the local value’ that minimizes each factor of (35) is

dependent on indek rather than equaling a constant indepen- APPENDIX |

dently ofi. Therefore, the globally optimum bound parameter e task of the receiver is to determine from the received sig
can only be obtained by solving nals{z;(k), % (k — 1)}~ , which one of two possible values
gL 0 and7 of the phase differencA¢(k) has maximum a pos-
a 1+ 45" (1 + v + piyi)No x teriori probability (MAP). More precisely, the receiverlirget
ds’ E {[ (L2 + e )Nol Ag¢(k) = mn whenever

[1—48’(1+%-—pm)No]}=0 (B9 P |A¢k) =7m|{z(k), zi(k—l)}le}, m=0,1 (40)

which is intractable when the order of diversity is large. is a maximum form = n.



Assuming the two data bits are equally likely, MAP detectio
is equivalent to the maximum likelihood (ML) detection. Tha
is, based oA z;(k), Z;(k—1)}L ,, we decide thah¢(k) = mn
whenever the PDF

= p[{2(k), 20— DY, |A6(k) = 7m], m=0,1
(41)
is a maximum form = n. To simplify (41), we take the nat-
ural logarithm for both sides and use the independent chan
assumption, resulting in log-likelihood
—nm] }

ﬁilog{p[zxk)
+ ilog {P [Z(k - 1)‘A¢(k) = m] } .(42)

Since the third term in (42) does not affect the log-likebdo
decision, we only need consider the second term in the comj
tation of the matrics. Conditioning on(k — 1) andA¢(k) =
mm, the quantityz;(k) is a Gaussian random variable with

meaanR((% Z;(k—1)e™™ and varianc€ £, R; (0)+ No—
4E? R

m [7]. Using the conditional PDF of;(k) in (42),
and after manipulation and simplification, one has

2
= C _—
L ’ No -
Pi%Yi
re |y
N2 _
i=1 (L +%) [14]

whereC represents the constant term which does not affect the
likelihood decision. The likelihood ratio test in (6) and {fien [15]
follows.

BEP

logW, Zi(k — 1), Ag(k)

10

log¥,,, [13]

—jmm

(k) 22 (k — e

(Pi%‘)2

[16]
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