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Abstract— This paper is concerned with optimum diversity re- the performance analysis of differentially detected DPSKro
ceiver structure and its performance analysis of differental phase i n.i.d. channels, the topic of this paper.

shift keying (DPSK) with differential detection over nonsdective, The paper is orgainzed as follows. In Section II, the signal

independent, nonidentically distributed, Rayleigh fadirg chan- A . . . . .
nels. The fading process in each branch is assumed to have aandeI is introduced and different optimum diversity reees/

arbitrary Doppler spectrum with arbitrary Doppler bandwid th, are derived for different Rayleigh fading scenarios (see eq
but to have distinct, asymmetric fading power spectral dengy (17)—(20) below). In Section Ill, we use 8-DPSK as an

characteristic. Using 8-DPSK as an example, the average kBtror  example to study the BEP performance. Here, the average BEP
probability (BEP) of the optimum diversity receiver is obtained of the optimum diversity receiver is obtained by calculgtine

by calculating the BEP for each of the three individual bits. o . .
The BEP results derived are given in exact, explicit, closeébrm BEP for each of the three individual bits. The results aregiv

expressions which show clearly the behavior of the performrace  in exact, explicit, closed-form expressions which shovadie
as a function of various system parameters. the behavior of the performance as a function of signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR), fading correlation coefficient, and déity
l. INTRODUCTION order. Section IV presents numerical examples. Throughout
The receiver structure and bit error probability (BEP) pethis paper, overhead denotes a complex quantity, superscript
formance of differential phase shift keying (DPSK) withfdif  « will denote its conjugate is the ensemble average operator,
ential detection over nonselective, independent andiiciht  § represents the Kronecker delta, dié denotes transposition
distributed (i.i.d.), Rayleigh fading channels with combg of the vector and matrix.
diversity reception have been well known in the literature
[1]—[4]. However, reaserch shows that in some practicall' SIGNAL MODEL AND RECEIVER STRUCTURE
systems, the independent, non-identically distributedi@.)  With space diversity reception ovel frequency nonse-
channel model is more accurate [5], [6]. In i.n.i.d. channédective, i.n.i.d., Rayleigh fading branches with AWGN, the
the fading processes and possibly the additive, white Gaussreceived signal over théh branch,i = 1,2,---, L, during
noise (AWGN) on the diversity branches have non-uniforthe kth symbol intervalk7 < ¢ < (k + 1)T" is given, after
power profiles which are distinct from one another. The ¢ffegatched filtering and sampling at tinte= (£ + 1)T', by the
of the nonidentical diversity branch statistics on the ieare statistic;(k), where
structure is studied in [7]. Recently, based on the maxinaum SN /2 jék) -
posteriori probability (MAP) criterion, an explicit structure of Fi(k) = B,/ De (k) + (k). @)
the optimum combining differential receiver and a completdere, £, is the energy per symbol, and for DPSK(k) is
set of closed-form BEP expressions and their Chernoff uppgbe data-modulated phase with Gray encoding of bits onto
bounds, for 2-, 4- and 8-DPSK, both with optimum combininthe phase transitioth¢ (k) = ¢(k) — ¢(k — 1). The kth data
reception and suboptimum combining reception, are derivegmbol is conveyed il\¢(k). We assume here that all symbol
in [8]—[10]. The purpose of this paper is to provide a furthgoints are equally likely. In (1), a rectangular data pulsape
extension. The results derived in this paper, togetherthitse ¢(t), whereg(t) = 1/+/T for 0 <t < T and zero elsewhere,
in [8]—[10], form a benchmark counterpart to the classic onés assumed so that each matched filter has a rectangular low-
for the i.i.d. channel given in [1}[4]. pass-equivalent impulse resporisgt) = g(7" — t) for all .
In a Rayleigh channel, the fading gain is usually modelethus, the filtered noisé;(k) is given by
as a zero-mean, stationary, complex, Gaussian random pro- (k+1)T a(t)
cess. The most widely accepted model-{[10] is that the i (k) :/ i) . (2)
spectrum of the fading process over each diversity branch is kT VT

symmetric around the carrier so that the quadrature presesggre {7:(t)}~, is a set of i.n.i.d., lowpass, complex AWGN
are independent of each other. This assumption is valid fﬁfocesses wit:ké [7;(£)] = 0 andE[i; (£)i: (t — 7)] = N;o(7)
various fading spectra. For example, see [11] and its refgg that{7,(k)}, is a sequence of zero-mean, complex Gaus-

ences. However, in some fading environments such as the 1aigh variables with covariance function for each branch
mobile channel with Jakes model [12], the Doppler spectrum

becomes asymmetric when the multipath signals are absorbed E[n; (k)77 ()] = Ni 0x; 3)
by obstacles or the propagation environment is charaetéri
by directional non-isotropic scattering [13[15]. Thus, it is

of great practical importance to take account of the efféct o . (k+1)T ¢i(t)
the asymmetric fading spectrum on the receiver structude an ci(k) = /kT T dt.

SThe multiplicative distortiore; (k) in (1) is given by

(4)
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Here, {&;(t) = ai(t)+jbi(t)}f:1 is a set of i.n.i.d., lowpass, Using the MAP criterion, the aim of the receiver is to
zero-mean, stationary, complex, Gaussian random prezessetermine from the received signals;(k), 7(k — 1)}L,
Each ¢;(t) represents the complex gain due to frequenayhich one of the possible valueésm /M, m =0,1,--- , M —
nonselective Rayleigh fading of thith branch. For asymmetric 1, of the phase differencé&¢(k) has maximum probability
spectrum in each, the inphase fading process(-) and the of occurrence. Following [9], it can be shown that MAP
quadrature phase fading procéss) are generally correlated. detection is equivalent to maximum Iog likelihood detenti
At any time instantt, however,a;(t) and b;(¢t) are always Specifically, based od7;(k), 7;(k — 1)} ,, we decide that
uncorrelated. With reference to Fig. 1, it is shown in [1&tth A¢(k) = 27n/M whenever the log-likelihood function

the covariance function af;(-) andb;(-) can be obtained as

Ela; (t)b;(t)] = 0 (5a) 10g¥m = Zlog{ { i(k)|7
Blay(t =7)a;(t)] = Elbilt — n)bi(t)] = Flr) Ob) s maximized form = n.
Ela;()bi(t = 7)] = =E[bi(t)ai(t = 7)] = Qi(T)  (5¢) 1o proceed with evaluating (10), we need to verify that

Note that if the spectrum of each(t) is symmetric, the Ci(k) = ai(k)+;jbi(k) andé;(k—1) = ai(k—1)+jbi(k—1) are
processes:;(-) and b;(-) will be independent (i.e., we havelointly complex Gaussian. By beingjointly complex Gaussian,
Q:(7) = 0) with the same covariance functid®; (7). it means that ifx = xr + jx;r andy = yr + ]yI are two
Letting ¢ (k) = as(k) + jbi(k), it follows from (4) and (5) Column complex random vector, thérg” yr" xi” y1']"
that both{a;(k)}» and{b;(k)}« are sequences of zero- -mearfas a real multivatiate Gaussian probability density fiomct
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real-valued, Gaussian random variables with (PDF) and furthermore, ifa = [xgr” yr']" andv =
[xiT yiT]%, then the real covariance matrix ¢a” v7]7
Ela;(k)bi(k)] = 0 (6a) has a special form given in [18, Theorem 15.1] that satis-
Ela;(k — )a;(k)] = E[b;(k — Db;(k)] = Ci(l) (6b) fies Goodman’s theorem [19]. After careful examination, it
(+DT  c(R+1-DT R () v) follows from (7) thaté;(k) and é;(k — 1) are indeedointly
:/ / — = Jdudv  complex Gaussiarl. Thus, conditioned o (k — 1), & (k) is
kT (k— conditionally complex Gaussian with mean [18]
Ela;i(k)bi(k —1)] a;i(k l)] (l) (6¢) Bz (e (k- 1) = 32 (k1 1
(k+1)T (k+1-0T ¢ u—v) [¢i(k)|ei(k —1)] = pi éi(k — 1) (11)
/k / —5—dudv  and variance
~ 2
Thus, the covariance matrix can be obtained as E {}Cz'(k) — Elci(k)|éi(k H Gl }
2 2
a;‘f(k)l = 20;(0) — %(01))(1) (12)
ro= B | |9 D T o) auk— 1) bi(k) bk — D) :
i(k) Moreover, conditioned on the vectar;(k — 1) b;(k — 1)]7,
bi(k —1) the vector [a;(k) b;(k)]* is conditionally Gaussian with
Ci(0) Gi(l) 0 Di(l) covariance matrix given by
( ) Cl 0) Z(l) 0 c2(1 2
s (D)+D7 (1
0 —Di(l) C;(0) Ci(1) () 0, Ci(0) - (Ci(O) : o
D;i(l) 0 Ci(l) Ci(0) 0 Ci(0) — HQDID
(13)

For eachi, 5i(k) and n;(k) are mutually independent. For = _ ) ) . .
i # j, {e(k),7u(k)} are independent of¢;(k), 7, (k)}. which is a d|a~gonal matrix. ThIS shows tHat[¢; (k)|c;(k—1)]
The diversity branches are nonidentical since the covegiarR"d1m[éi(¥)|é:(k — 1)] are independent.
functions R;(7), Q:(7) and N;6(7) depend on the branch Applying (11), (12) and (13) to (10), we obtain
index i. For convenience of later application, the following llog‘l’ —+ (14)
parameters are defined. The fading correlation coefficient a 2 "
the matched filter output over a symbol interval’®ffor the
ith diversity branch is defined as

E[¢i(k)ef (k= 1)] _ Gi() —jDbi(1) (8) or, equivalently

\/E [12:(0) 2]y /B[Ia(k — DI2] - G 3 ) s
—log¥,, =(¢+

From (8), we note thai; is a complex quantity. It is a measure 2 o
of the fluctuation rate of the channel fading process. Thmme Z |9i] % e~ I4hi
received SNR per symbol over thith branch is defined as Ni (1+79:)% — (|pi]vi)?

2mm

XL:QES [Ci(1) + jD;(1)] e~%5 7(k)7; (kn]

2E.Ci(0) + Ni]* — AEZ[C? (1) + D} (1)]

(k - 1)eﬂ”ﬁ”]

whereg represents the constant term which does not affect

7 (k) Tr

E[|Ee*Wg (k)?]  2E,C5(0)

T — = 9 L. . Pl P}
7 N; N; ® the decision. In (15), the quantitiés;| = ,/%(gi(l) and
We consider 2-, 4- and 8-DPSK with Gray encoding of bits 5. _ _ ;-1 D. L:W 1 represent the magnitude and phase of

ai(1)

onto A¢(k) as shown in [4, Fig.1] for 4- and 8-DPSK, thethe correlation coefficieng; given in (8), respectively.

mean received SNR per bjf is given byy? = ; for 2-DPSK,
'yz = ~,/2 for 4-DPSK, andyb = ~,/3 for 8-DPSK. 1We also call them the@roper complex Gaussian random variables [17].



Defining the real-valued weighting factors From Fig. 2, we see that each signal point is represented
1 |5y by a 3-bit symbol {1, j2, j3). We useP;,, P;, and P,
N, A+ 702 — ()2 (16) denote the corresponding individual BEP. Slnce the thrEB bi

_ ) o ) _ are equally likely, the average BEP is given by
it follows from (15) that the optimum combining differeritia

w; =

receiver will now compute, for théth symbol, the decision P = l(pj1 + Pj, + Pj,) (21)
statistics{Am(k:)}ff;g, and declares thaf\¢(k) = 2 if 3
Ay (k) = max,, {An(k)}, where We begin with computing?;, . Without loss of generality, it
is assumed thaj; = 0. The case wherg; = 1 gives an
A () = Re | 7 2mm sz (k) (k — 1) _Jzﬁil (17) identical result. From Fig. 2, we see that the pit= 0 is
associated with the symbols 008¢ (k) = 0), 001 (A¢(k) =

If the spectrum of the channel complex gain is symmetn%ﬁdIt?olnlm(Afr(1 B Z)T/t2he %nspo;o(\ﬁﬁ)(:g :iv3e7r\/£tl>). Thus,
p; is a real-valued quantity. Then, the optimum combining g onj = J1 9 y

differential receiver (17) will become [9 1
a7 & Py =3[P elAo(k) = 0) + Py, (clAg(k) = m/4)  (22)
A (k) =Re |e —i %5 Zwl 7 (k) 7 1)] (18) +Pj, (e|]Ap(k) = 7/2) + Pj, (e|Ap(k) = 37r/4)}
If the diversity branches are i.i.d., but the fading gainsena Here, P, (e|A¢(k) = mm/4),m = 0,1,2,3, is the probabil-

asymmetric spectrum, the optlmum receiver will become ity that conditioning onAg(k) = ; mm /4, .the decieior_rjl =1
is made. With reference to Fig. 2, this is equivalent to the
L _ probability that conditioning om\¢(k) = mm/4, the phasor
e e Z i (k 1)] (19) S wi (k)7 (k — 1)e 747 lies outside the half-plane
regionRy+ R1+Ro+Rs (i.e., in the regiomRy+ Rs+ Rg+ R7).

wherep = p; for ¢ = 1,2,---, L. For i.i.d. branches with The BEPP;, (¢|A¢(k) = mm/4) is thus obtained as
fading gains having symmetric spectrum the optimum rexeiv

is the well-known product detector, given by [4]

A" (k) = Re

i=1
e IF (23)

Ag(k) = ==
Comparing (20) with (17), we see that in the case of i.n.i.d. 4

channels with asymmetr|c~ power spectrum, the receiver f":% evaluate (23), first, it follows from (11) and (12) that eon
rotates the product phasof (k)7 (k — 1) between the two ditioning onA¢( ) = ma /4 and oniy(k — 1) €471 e337/5 —
received signal samples at each diversity branch by thesan \ for i = 1,2,--- L, the quantzltyr( k) is condition-
—Zp;, then scales each resulting phasor by the weightand l|7y Gaussian ,wrth meariv, m e jé,,fe J3m/8gimm/4 _
finally sums allL rotated and scaled phasors to form adeC|S|0n i m _3m/8 g/ L1+ 25
variable. Clearly, in order to form the optimum detector)(17% T+, ¢ e wherepl |pile’"* has been used,
besides the received signal samplggk) and 7;(k — 1), and varlanceM N;. Then, in (23) the quantity
the receiver requires tha priori knowledge of the channel ge[c—i % (ZL 1wzrl(k)f:(k — 1)e~74P)] is conditionally
statistics, including the power spectral densities of AWGHN 5,ssian with meacos (mﬂ/4 37r/8) Z Wi \flm ail?
N;, both the magnitude and phase of the fading correlatrond ) (H%) (mm ]i] ) MF I
coefficientp;, and the mean received SNR These quantities and variance 5 Zz N A & inaly,
can be pre-computed according to our knowledge of tﬁgllowmg the derlvat|0n procedure detailed in [9], the BEP

channel statistics at the receiver. in (23) can be obtained as

mT
IIl. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS Pj, (eIM(k‘) = —)= (24)

L

ej%%§jawkan] (20)

=1

Pj, (e]Ag(k) = mm/4) = P{Re

L
x <Z wi; (k)7 (k — 1)ei4ﬁi> 1 <0

=1

A(k) = Re

4
In this section, we will derive exact, explicit and closed- e cos? (_77 — 3_7r)
form BEP expressions for differentially detected DPSK for 71 1 —\/ W =
the optimum receiver (17). Due to space limitation, we only i=1 cos? (% — 5F) +1/As

consider 8-DPSK in this paper. The signal constellation, Rihere the quantitys; is given by
mapping and the decision regidt),, for 8-DPSK is shown in

Fig. 2. In [4] and [9], the average BEP is computed usmg (15i]7i)?
the binary reflected Gray code (BRGC) approach throug H i _)\ , and A; = (1+7)2 = (Ipil7:)? (25)
Hamming weight spectrum [20]. It is shown in [21] that the =L

BRGC approach with Hamming weight is less accurate f@utting (24) into (22) leads to the BEP;;. An interesting

M > 16. In this paper, we adopt a new approach, namelypservation from (24) is that the BEP does not depend on the
the average BEP is obtained by calculating the BEP for eaghase/p;, of the fading correlation coefficiemt. Intuitively,

of the three individual bits in 8-DPSK. This approach hathis is because the optimum receiver (17) can provide “phase
the advantage of showing explicitly the BEP performanammpensation” for each diversity branch before combining
differently for the three different transmitted informaiibits. using the channel statistic knowledge’<?:. As such, we
Therefore, using the bit which has lower BEP to convey moexpect that the receivers (18) and (20) are suboptimum over
important information can improve communication relihil the channel with asymmetric fading spectrum.



Next, we computeP;, in (21). The procedure for obtainingandIm[e*jg(Zf L wiTi (k)7 (k—1)e74P)] in (30) are also

the conditional BEP foy, = 0 is parallel to that followed in independent. Therefore, conditioning dw(k) = Im/4 and
the case forj, = 0. From Fig. 2, the bitj, = 0 is associated on 7;(k — 1) e/4?: ¢I7/® = /3, and denoting the inphase and
with the symbols 001(A¢(k) = w/4), 000 (A¢(k) = 0), quadrature-phase components as

100 (A¢(k) = 7r/4), and 101(A¢(k) = 37/2). Hence, )

conditioning onj, = 0, the BEPP;, is given by X~ N<COS (I /4 —=m/8) u, n )

P = [Pa(eldo(k) = n/4) + P, (clAo(k) = 0)  (26) Y~ N (sin (in/4 = /) u, o) (31
1P, (e|Ad(k) = Tr/4) + Py, (| Ad(k) = 37/2) wherew andn? are given, respectively, by
L
whereP;, (e]A¢(k) = nm/4),n = 0,1,6,7, is the conditional “:Z w; P 1pilyi 1Bi 2

probability that the phasor. ", w;7; (k)7 (k — 1)e~747 lies L+

in the half-plane regiomRs + R3 + R4 + R, i.€.,

Pj, (e|]Agp(k) = nm/4) = P{Re

X (Z w;Ts (k)7 (k — 1)6—1’4@') 1 <0

which has solution

L -

1 Z 1+7:) = (|pil)? 3

772:5 wz2 ( Y ?l (|P |’Y ) Ni |Bz|2 (32)
iz ‘ + i

els (27) =

the conditional BEPP;, (e|A¢(k) = =, 3;) is given by

4

nm
A(k) = T} Py (e|Ad(k) = lzﬁ,gi) .y (XY > 0|Ad(k) = %,BZP :
33)

This is probability that the product of two independent +eal

Py (el Ag(k) = nm/4)= (28)  valued Gaussian random variables with non-zero, nonicknti
i G cos? (BF + ) means and identical variances is greater than zero. This is a
2 cos? (2T 4 T) + 1/N; special case of the results given in [2, Appendix B] conaegni

. ) the probability that a general quadratic form in compleiused

Putting (28) into (26) leads to the BEP.. ) Gaussian random variables is less than zero. Using [2, |B-21
Finally, we compute’;; in (21). From Fig. 2, the bifs =0 ¢ Appendix B], (33) can be evaluated as

is associated with the symbols 1@\ ¢(k) = 7n/4), 000

(A6(k) = 0), 010 (Ad(k) = 37/4), and LIO(AG(k) = 7). P, (el Ao(k) = 7 5) =1 - (34)

Thus, conditioning orys = 0, the BEPP;, is given by
. Q1 (VT =sin (in/2 = n/A)], /9T + sin (in/2 = 7/4)])
Py, = 7| P (el A6(k) = Tr/4) + Py (e Ag(k) = 0) (29)

1
—Io[g| cos (Im/2 — 7 /4)|] exp(—
+Pj,(e|] Ap(k) = 3m/4) + Pj, (e] Ap(k) = )} +510 gl cos (Im/2 —m/4)[] exp(—g)

2

. . where,Q1(a, b) is first-order Marcum’€)-function andly (x
where Py, (e[ Ag(k) lﬂ/4) 1=0,3,4,7,is the co_n@tpnal is the k:th—érde)r modified Bessel function of the first ki(nci. In
probability that the phasoy,_, wif; (k) (k — 1)e =747 lies (34), the quantityy = S°7 | w! |3;|? has PDF given by [9]
in the regionR; + Ry + Rs + Rg. This is equivalent to the =1
conditional probability that after rotating by /8, the product L G; g
of the inphase and quadrature-phase components of therphaso”\9/) = Z W N1ty P [_m} (35)
Zle wii (k)i (k — 1)e~74Pi is greater than zero, i.e., = '

\ml% ; ;
(el A —Ix/4) = 30) Wherew; = N, T e Averaging the condi-
( [Ao(k) / ) (30) tional probablllty (34) O\W/el’g l‘Jszng }the PDF (35) gives the

l e Ir -~
i Bele \A¢ jj )= [ Palelaott) = F.3) pla)ds
X (Zwm(kw(kz 1)6‘“”)] >0 |Ag(k) = zﬁ} i (36)
i=1 Substituting (34) and (35) into (36), we obtain, after manip

From the argument for deriving (24), we note that condiation and simplification,
tioning on A¢(k) = Ir/4 and on7;(k — 1) /4P eI™/8 =

Bi, for_wi = 1,2,---,L, the inphase component in (30) Pj, (e|Ag(k) l”) = Z@ ! (37)
Re[e 7% (3] 1w17’1(k) *(k — 1)e=74P1)] is conditionally 47 =N \/Af —cos2(E -z
Gaussian with mearvos (I7/4 — 7/8) S5 w; ‘fjrl;” Bil?

and variance} Zf L W; MM |32, Similarly, X ‘C%(j_i)l(f ) 1/2 ]

the componentm[e7% (1 w7 (k)7f (k — 1)e=9474)] in 1-— /AT —co? (G —7) \/A2 cos? (F — %)

(30) is also a conditionally Gaussian random Variabl@vhereA- is given by

with mean sin (I/4 — 7/8) S5 w; 'fjrgf |3:|? and vari- ,
ance 1 S0 wa |Bi|>. Moreover, it fol- A = <1~+%’>
lows from (13) and the propertles of the complex Gaussian ran |pili

dom variables [18] that the conditional inphase and quadgat Putting (37) into (29) leads to the BER,;. Substituting (22),
phase componentele 7 (S wiF (k)7 (k — 1)e~7471)]  (26) and (29) in (21), we obtain the average BEP



IV. NUMERICAL EXAMPLE [16]

Fig. 3 plots the BEP performance for the three individug{7
bits in (22), (26) and (29) and the average BEP in (21) of
8-DPSK against the total average received SNR per bit. T g]
order of diversity is set td, = 2. The abscissa represents th
total mean SNR per bit which is given by, = .7 7? = [19]
% Zle ~;. The average received bit energy distribution amorg,
the two branches is set to? : ~4 30% : 70%. It is
assumed that the fading correlation coefficient (the nozedl
covariance function) model follows [14, eq.(10)], given by 21]

E[&(t)e(t—71)] _ Iy (\/HQ — A2 f2r2 + jAnk de)
E[le:(t)]?] Io(k) )

where f,; is the Doppler frequency, and is a parameter that
controls the width of the angle of arrival of scatter comptuse
[14, eq.(1)]. Note that ifc = 0, (38) results in the correlation
coefficient for the Jakes two-dimensional isotropic scatte
model, i.eE[¢; ()¢} (t — 7)]/E[|&:(t)]?] = Lo(j27 fmT) =
Jo(27 fmT), Where Jy(+) is the zeroth-order Bessel function.
We assume that the normalized Doppler sprggtl = 0.03
and0.05 for diversity branches 1 and 2, respectively, and the
parametek is set to3. Thus, we havg, = 0.9871 + 50.1519
and g2 = 0.9642 + j0.2511. It is seen from Fig. 3 that the
third bit j3 has the lowest BEP, whereas, the BER for the
first bit j; is equal to the BER?;, for the second bifj,.
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