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Abstract—Most of the recent power line communication most narrow-band and broadband PLC systems for its
(PLC) systems and standards, both narrow-band and broad- apility to combat frequency-selectivity as well as the non-
band, are based on orthogonal frequency-division multiplging Gaussian interference [11]-[13]. In addition, other nseoit

(OFDM). This multiplexing scheme however suffers from the : . . . .
high peak-to-average power ratio (PAPR) which can consider OFDM include its high spectral efficiency, adaptive power

ably impact the energy efficiency, size and cost of PLC modems allocation and low implementation complexities througé th

as well as cause electromagnetic compatibility (EMC) issse use of inverse fast Fourier transform (IFFT) and fast Faurie
This paper investigates the performance of vector OFDM transform (FFT). Despite the above qualities and its wide
(VOFDM), which has inherently better PAPR properties, over acceptance, one major drawback of conventional OFDM

non-Gaussian broadband PLC channels equipped with two S . .
nonlinear preprocessors at the receiver. In addition, the dw '€Mainsits high peak-to-average power ratio (PAPR) aisin

PAPR property of the VOFDM system is exploited to further from the parallel processing of symbols by the IFFT,
enhance the efficiency of the nonlinear preprocessors. The which can seriously affect the spectral efficiency and energ
achievable gains are studied in terms of the complementary efficiency of OFDM-based PLC systems [13]-[15]. To re-
cumulative distribution function of the PAPR, probability of duce PAPR, different techniques have been introduced such

noise detection error and the signal-to-noise ratio at the atput . . - .
of the nonlinear preprocessors. For comparison’s sake, the &5 partial transmit sequence (PTS) and selective mapping

performance of conventional OFDM systems is also presented (SLM) [13], [16]. These techniques however require side
throughout the paper. Results reveal that the proposed systn information transmission which can be energy inefficient

is able to provide up to 2 dB saving in the transmit power and challenging to implement in practice, especially over
relative to the conventional OFDM under same system con- non-Gaussian PLC channels

ditions, which eventually also translates into a system thais Kle this i
more resilient to EMC limits, reduced cost and size of PLC !N order to tackle this issue, we propose vector OFDM

modems. It is also shown that the achievable gains become(VOFDM), which has inherently good PAPR features
more significant as the vector block (VB) size of the VOFDM [17]-[19], for the non-Gaussian broadband PLC chahnel
system is increased. VOFDM can also offer more flexibility in system design,
Index Terms—Electromagnetic compatibility, non-Gaussian serving as a bridge connecting conventional OFDM and
noise, power-line communication (PLC), signal-to-noiseatio  single-carrier frequency domain equalization. Two nogsin

(SNR), vector blocks (VBs), vector OFDM (VOFDM). preprocessors are implemented at the receiver to further
improve the performance of the VOFDM system, namely
. INTRODUCTION nulling and clipping. It is worthwhile noting that numerous

N addition to their traditional distribution of electricjty Studies have investigated the performance of nulling and
I power lines have evolved into a communication mediufliPPing in conventional OFDM systems, see e.g. [21]-
for many applications in the areas of home-networkin[&3] and the _references therein. We evaluate the system
and smart grids [1]-[3]; this is also known as power lingerformance in terms of the complementary cumulative
communication (PLC). This technology however is facegistribution function (CCDF) of the PAPR, the probability
with several challenges such as high cable attenuatiét,noise detection error and the output SNR. Results show
frequency-selectivity, non-Gaussian noise as well as tHat the proposed scheme can provide up to 2 dB transmit
limited transmit power restrictions to comply with elecPOWer savings compared to conventional OFDM to meet
tromagnetic compatibility (EMC) regulations [4]—[6]. Tothe same performance requirement. _Th|s reduction in the
cope with these, several techniques have been reported'#}Smit power can consequently minimize the electromag-
the literature including cooperative relaying, multipeut ngtic emissions from power !ines, and also reduce cost and
multiple-output (MIMO) schemes, and very recently, energs;)ze_of PLC modems as will be discussed later in more
harvesting in PLC systems [7]—[10]. details. Furthermore, results demonstrate that the aabiev

Orthogonal frequency-division multiplexing (OFDM) hagains will increase as we increase the number of vector

been widely used as the main transmission technique Bipcks (VBs) of VOFDM and that the VOFDM-nulling

system can generally offer more significant improvements
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Figure 1: System diagram of the VOFDM system with nonline@ppocessing at the receiver over non-Gaussian channels.

CCDF of the PAPR and discuss the probability of noisevaluations, PLC noise is characterized using the Berroull
detection error for both VOFDM and conventional OFDM5aussian noise model, [28], as it is the most widely used
systems. The output SNR of the VOFDM system witin evaluating the performance of broadband PLC systems,
nulling and clipping nonlinear preprocessors is studied see e.g. [29]-[31].

Section V. Section VI addresses the threshold optimizationThe contributions of this work are as follows. First, we
problem of the nonlinear preprocessors and presents aimestigate the PAPR performance of VOFDM and relate its
lytical and simulated results. Section VII provides a brighfluence on the noise cancellation process at the receiver.
comparison between VOFDM and conventional OFDNMsecond, we examine the probability of noise detection grror
and highlights some practical implementation issues of tiige output SNR and the optimized system performances
proposed system. Finally, Section VIII concludes the papef the VOFDM-nulling and VOFDM-clipping systems. In
addition, some practical implementation issues of the pro-
posed system are also briefly discussed in comparison to
conventional OFDM in terms of complexity, cost, energy
efficiency and electromagnetic compatibility.

Similar to many PLC solutions originated in the wireless
domain, VOFDM was first introduced in the context of
wireless communications by Xia in [24] to reduce the size
of FFT, IFFT and the cycle prefix overhead. This was |n Fig. 1, we illustrate the block diagram of the system
followed by many studies investigating different aspecigsnder consideration. This figure shows the transmitter and
of VOFDM systems. For instance, in 2005, Zhaetgal. receiver sides of the VOFDM system. First, the information
[25] analyzed some practical issues of VOFDM such asits are mapped using quadrature-amplitude modulation
guard-band settings, synchronization and time estimatiqAM) to produce base-band QAM symbols denoted as
In 2010, Hanet al. [26] showed that the performancess. A sequence ofV modulated symbols is then column-
of different VBs in VOFDM can differ considerably whenyise blocked tal, vectors each of length/, i.e. N = M L.
the maximum likelihood receiver is deployed. In additionThese vectors will be referred to as vector blocks (VBs) and
to overcome this and ensure consistent performance oy /*» VB can be represented as
all VBs, the authors proposed a new constellation rotation
technique. Later in 2011, Cheng al. [18] studied the
performance of VOFDM in terms of diversity and cod-S; = [Siar, Sin+1, - - SIMJFM,l]T l=0,1,...,L—1
ing gains over multipath Rayleigh fading channels with (1)

a maximum likelihood receiver. In 2012, lat al. [15]

proposed linear receivers for VOFDM such as zero-forcing This can be written in a matrix format dff rows andL
(ZF) and minimum-mean square error (MMSE) receiversolumns as

Two years later, the authors of [27] investigated thoroyghl
the performance of VOFDM over fast fading channels.

Il. RELATED WORK AND OUR CONTRIBUTIONS

Ill. SYSTEM MODEL

Very recently, Ngebangt al. [17] explored phase noise in So Su S oo Sa-nm
VOFDM systems and proposed two algorithms to estimatey _ 51 Su+1 S - Sa-nm
and mitigate this noise using linear MMSE receivers. : : : . :
All the above work, however, has been limited to ad- Sm—1 Som—1 Ssm—1 ... Spm-1
ditive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) wireless systems. In (2)

contrast, and to the best of our knowledge, this paper gtudie

for the first time VOFDM over the non-Gaussian broadband After that, an IFFT of sizel. is performed over thé/
PLC channel and then establishes a relationship betwééBs component-wise as illustrated in the example in Fig. 1
the low PAPR property of VOFDM and improving the(for M = 2 and L. = 4). The VOFDM time-domain signal
noise cancellation at the PLC receiver. Note that in oafter the IFFT can then be expressed as



the input SNR and signal-to-impulsive noise ratio (SINR),

. 0_2
j2mql respectively, as SNR= 10log,, (E) and SINR =

L-1
1
Sq=—F+= S;ex =0,1,...,L-1 (3 o2 . . . .
Sa \/E; ! p( L )’ 1=%50 ®) 101log,, (?) and o? is the transmitted signal variance.

which can also be written in a vector form as Commonly, to reduce the effect of noise in PLC systems,
nonlinear preprocessors are implemented at the front-end
~ ~ ~ ~ T of the receiver. Therefore, the received sigrmal, is now
Sq = [SqM> SqM+1, + -+ 5 SgM+M—1] q=0,1,....,L-1 passed through a nonlinear preprocessor (either nulling or
(4) clipping) where the incoming signal is processed when it

h { step is t h h tor in (4 to vield exceeds a predetermined threshold value.
e next step s to reshape the vector in (4) to yie a. Nulling: in this scheme the received signal is set to

vector of lengthw’, that is zero when it exceeds the nulling thresh¢id,) . The
principle of this device is

_ _T _

S5,S87,...,8 =[50, 51, ... ,SN— 5

05 1> 7L71j| [07 1, y ON 1] () {’I“]W |77k|§Tn
Yk =

k=0,1,...,.N—1 (11)
0, |7:k|>Tn

The corresponding PAPR of this signal is calculated as
wherey, is the output of the nulling device.
o « Clipping: the received signal in this configuration is
max(|sk| ) clipped when it exceeds the clipping threshdld.).

PAPR= E ngﬂ , k=0,1...,N-1 (6) The principle of this device is given mathematically as
’Fka |7jk| S Tc
where max-) denotes the maximum argumen, is the Yk = T.exp(jarg(r)), |7l > T. (12)

absolute value operator aifitf-] is the expectation operator.
whereyy, is the output of the clipper and afg) returns
The VOFDM signal is then transmitted over the PLC  the argument of.
channel where it becomes contaminated with the PLAjter that, we column-wise block = {yo,y1,...,yn_1}
noise (consisting of background and impulsive comp@o an M x I matrix as follows
nents). Therefore, the received signal can be written in the
following form

Yo Ym YoM e Yr-1yym
Y1 Ym+1  Yam+1 oo Y(L-1)M+1
Fr=5k+nwk+nig k=01..N-1 () Y= : : : :
Ym—-1 Yam-1 Ysm-1 - -- YLm—1
or in a vector form as 13)

and then take the FFT over every row to produce the
frequency-domain signal. This matrix is then reshaped to
produce al x N-size vector before performing the base-
wherery, is the received signal, and, andn; representthe pand demodulation and decision.

background and impulsive noise components, respectivelyAs mentioned earlier, one of the most attractive features
The Bernoulli-Gaussian noise model is used here to chafF \VOEDM over conventional OEDM is its low PAPR
acterize both the background and impulsive noise, in whiglerformance. This feature is exploited in this work to make

t=[fo, 1, ... PN—1] (8)

impulsive noise is generated as [28], [32] PLC systems more robust. Therefore, a brief review of the
PAPR properties of VOFDM is crucial to have an insight
nik=bgr, k=0,1,2,....N—1 (9) into its performance and to establish a relationship betwee

PAPR reduction and the probability of noise detection error

whereg;, is complex white Gaussian noise with mean zero
andb is the Bernoulli process with probabiliBr (b = 1) =
p, andp is the probability occurrence of impulsive noise. V. CCDFOFVOFDM AND PROBABILITY OF NOISE

Therefore, the probability density function (PDF) of the DETECTION ERROR
total noisen; = n,, + n;, can be expressed as The CCDF is defined basically as the probability that the
. PAPR of the VOFDM symbol exceeds a certain threshold
Py, () =Y pm G (n4,0,07,) (10) Value, PAPR. Thatis
m=0
CCDF=1 - Pr{PAPR< PAPR,}. (14)

whereg (-) is the Gaussian PDF given &(z, y,02) =

1 (z—p)* _ _ 2 _ 2
J2ro? exp(— 202 ) po = (1=p) p1 =p, 05 = 0oy To illustrate the impact of the VBs on the PAPR perfor-
and 0? = o2 + o?. The variancess?, and o? denote mance of the VOFDM approach, we plot in Fig. 2 the PAPR
the background and impulsive noise powers and defiperformance versus the number of VBs for several values of
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Figure 2: PAPR performance of the VOFDM system as a functfon o Figure 3: Probability of detection error performance verghe
the number of VBs for several CCDF valued/ (= 1 represents the threshold value for the VOFDM system with various values &sV
conventional OFDM system). when the input SNR= 25 dB.

the CCDF whenV = 256 sub-carriers. It is seen from thishoticeable that when the threshold is low, both OFDM and
figure that, for all the CCDF values considered, VOFDNOFDM systems behave similarly regardiess of the number
always has better PAPR performance than conventiof®§|VBs deployed. However, as the threshold is increased,
OFDM (i.e. M = 1), and that increasing the number othe gap t_)etvyeen the two systems_ becomes larger. For more
VBs will always further reduce PAPR. This is becausgommunication performance metric, we next evaluate to the
VOFDM uses smaller IFFT size to generate its signal fUtPut SNR performance and highlight the transmit power
comparison to conventional OFDM. The other observatigitVings attainable with the proposed approach.
one can see is that the PAPR reduction is more significant
in low CCDF values and this becomes less pronounced as
CCDF is increased. For instance, the PAPR reduction gain!n this section, we investigate the transmit power savings
obtained when CCDF = 0.001 &t = 64 is around 5 dB ©Obtained with the proposed system. We therefore consider
relative to the conventional OFDM system whereas onf€¢ SNR at the output of the nonlinear preprocessors which
about 2 dB gain is attained when CCDF = 0.5 at the sarf@n be found as [23]
value of M. The other remark on these results is that when o
M is very large, e.gM = 64, the PAPR performance E {|R1 5| }
is equal for all the considered CCDF values. This PAPR Yol = E Ri 52
reduction in conjunction with nonlinear preprocessingat t [ka — B 5| }
receiver will allow more accurate detection of the noise. |t .

. . where R; is a real constant chosen a®; =
should be noted that even though increasihgvill increase 2
the computational complexity, this is not very chalIengin&l/Q)E skl

to implement considering the advanced super-fast and low-1h€ System parameters used in this section onward are:

power chips available today. N = 256 sub-carriersinput SNR= 25 dB, SINR= —15

We now look into the influence of reducing PAPR on thghB ahnd ph:I 0'0|1' To viﬁualize the imfportant impact |0f )
probability of noise detection erraPy.. This probability is t e t r(;s old value on tf ehsystem per ormance,.vge plot in
defined as the probability that the amplitude of the VOFDNT'9- 4 the output SNR of the proposed system with respect

signal exceeds a predetermined threshold value when itt(?_sthe th_reshold vz_ilue for both nulling and clipping cases
unaffected by noise, and is calculated as with various VB sizes. For comparison, the output SNR

of conventional OFDM is also included on this plot, the
analytical results of which, for both nulling and clipping,

V. OUTPUT SNR FERFORMANCE

(16)

Pae = Pr(|r| > T3Ho) Pr (Ho) (15)  ¢an be calculated using
) . 2R2
wherei € {n, ¢} and the null hypothesig{, denotes the Yoz = p—om 17)
absence of impulsive noise. ° 2
Fig. 3 depicts some results for the probability of detectiofnere
error for the VOFDM system with several VB sizes. It is
evident that the VOFDM-based system always has better )
performance compared to conventional OFDM and this gaing, —1 — Z P [exp ( T i ) n TE] @8
increases as we increase the number of VBs. It is also 01} 2(1+a7)
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over a frequency selective channel.

Next, the optimization problem of the threshold values is
investigated more thoroughly.

2

E,=2+2 i (02 —T) ex (—Ti)
ie%;l}p ( Jexp 2(1+03) VI. PERFORMANCEOPTIMIZATION

(19) Since our performance evaluation of the proposed

) ) VOFDM system is based on computer simulations, de-

and F, is the total signal power at the output of th&jing mathematical expressions for the optimal tuning of
nonlinear preprocessor. For the nulling-based sysem {he system parameters is beyond the scope of this paper.
andl’ = 1+ o2 whereas for the We therefore conduct in this section extensive computer

simulations to find the optimal threshold values that will

clipping-based schemg = — 2(1102) Q (\/17;02) and o_ffer the maximum achievable output SNR and minimum
F—147% 402 [21], [23] i i bit error rate (BER) performances of Fhe propoged sys_ter_n,
; i =D ) for different values of the VBs and noise scenarios. This is

It is clear from Fig. 4 that the output SNR of VOFDM

T T2
2(1+07?) exXpl — 2(1+07?)

) - "obtained as
always outperforms that of conventional OFDM even with a
small number of VBs. It is also obvious that the simulation maximize 7,2 (T;, M, p, SINR, SNR)
results of the latter system are in good agreement with Tiri €{n,c}
the analytical ones, obtained from (17), which verifies the subjectto 0 < T; <2007 (20)
accuracy of our simulation model. Moreover, similar to the M = 1,16, 32,64
previous section, increasing the number of VBs will yield
better output SNR performance. Clearly, equation (20) is a nonlinear objective function

In addition, it is seen that, for both nulling and clip-with a single-variable(T;). This optimization problem is
ping systems, when the threshold value is too small, tselved numerically using the exhaustive search method.
system performance deteriorates sharply as a result of tew, using (20), we plot in Fig. 6 the maximum achievable
great loss in the useful signal energy. Similarly, when theutput SNR of the proposed system, corresponding to the
threshold value is too high, performance will also degradgtimal nulling threshold values, with respect to SINR for
significantly. Hence, there exists an optimal thresholdi®al p = 0.01 and0.1. In additional, the optimized output SNR
that will maximize the output SNR of the systems undewurves of the conventional OFDM system are also presented
consideration. Notably, increasing the number of VBs withn these plots.
slightly reduce the optimal threshold. Furthermore, sithee ~ For a fair comparison, the transmit power for both OFDM
PLC channel is more accurately represented as frequesggtems are assumed to be equal. With this in mind, it is
selective, we plot in Fig. 5 a sample of results for thevident from Fig. 6 that, at givep and SINR values, the
output SNR versus the threshold value for both VOFDMptimized VOFDM system can offer higher output SNR
and OFDM over the frequency selective PLC channel whidompared to conventional OFDM which means that lower
is assumed to follow log-normal distribution [9], [29], [30 transmit power values can be used in the proposed system
[33]. Comparing Fig. 4 and Fig. 5, it is clear that the channahd can still maintain same performance as the latter. In
frequency selective fading degrades the performance afdition, comparing the results in Figs. 6a and 6b, it isrclea
both VOFDM and conventional OFDM systems similarlythat as the noise probability increases the achievablesgain
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Figure 7: Optimal nulling threshold as a function of SINR fbe VOFDM-nulling approach with various VB sizes and noisebabilities.

obtained with VOFDM become less significant. The othdow or extremely high, which is more obvious in the
observation one can see is that for both noise probabjlitie@nventional system. On the other hand, when SINR is
the highest gains are obtained in the intermediate SINRry high, i.e. approaches 0 dB, the amplitudes of the noise
region. However, the two systems tend to have similgulses become very comparable to the information signal
performance when SINR is very low. and therefore to avoid wrong nulling, large threshold value

, become optimal.
To better understand the behavior of these systems, we

illustrate in Figs. 7a and 7b the optimal nulling thresholds Now, comparing the results in Figs. 7a and 7b, we can
corresponding to the output SNR curves shown in Figee that the optimal threshold will be lower when the noise
6a and 6b, respectively. It is interesting to notice that th@obability becomes more intensive. Also, interestingly
optimal threshold for the proposed system decreases as é¢heugh, as the VB size is increased, the optimal threshold
VB size is increased due to the fact that VOFDM lowers thegecomes less dependent on the noise characteristics and
PAPR, and hence lower nulling threshold will allow morenore so for smalp values. For instance, wheél = 64, the
efficient noise reduction. In addition, it is seen that canve optimal threshold becomes almost completely independent
tional OFDM has the highest optimal threshold throughoof SINR whenp = 0.01, at around 3.2. This implies that
the SINR spectrum. For all the systems considered here, th#’OFDM is implemented with sufficiently large VB size
optimal thresholds are large when SINR is either extremeljith nulling at the receiver, it will be possible to always
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null the noise optimally by simply fixing the threshold 1 \ \ ‘ 10° : ‘
. . . —&— OFDM
value at 3.2. This can considerably reduce the complexit | {1 | |--- VOFDM (¥ = 16)
f : ; R VOFDM (M = 32)
of the_rec_elver C(_)mpared to thg case Whe_re estimating noi VOFDM (M = 64
statistics is required to determine the optimal threshidta.
doubt that this will further simplify the circuitry of the L. . .
modem, hence size and cost will be reduced. g g
On the other hand, Fig. 8 demonstrates the perfo £ £
mance of both optimized VOFDM and conventional OFDME E
schemes when clipping is implemented, for two noiseﬁ x
probabilities. Similar to the nulling case, VOFDM always @ || | o
outperforms conventional OFDM and this enhancement ce
be as high as 1 dB at low SINR values. Comparing Figs —o— OFDM
6 and 8, it can be noticed that unlike the nulling basec | |~~~ iy %:;g;
systems in which performance enhances as SINR becorr VOFDM (M = 64)
smallgr, in the clipping case, th_e perf(_)rm_ance worsens wit  10° P a——
reducing SINR. Further, the optimal clipping thresholds co SINR (dB) SINR (dB)
responding to the optimized output SNR curves in Fig. 8 are (@p=0.1 (b) p = 0.01.

shown in Fig. 9. U.n“ke the opt|mal nu”'ng th':eShOIq WhICh Figure 10: Minimum achievable BER performance versus SINR
levels off whenM is sufficiently large, the optimal clipping for the VOFDM-clipping system with various VB sizes and mois
threshold always varies as the noise parameters are changetobabilities.

Moreover, a sample of results of the minimum achievable

BER performance corresponding to the optimal cIippinQ requiresM IFFTs andM FFTs. However, this issue can

threshold is shown in Fig. 10. C!early, the proposed SySt?ra(l easily coped with in practice, thanks to the advances
always outperforms the conventional OFDM approach wit processing chips available today with their low cost.

clipping. In terms of hardware implementation complexity, the two
OFDM systems do not differ significantly since they consist
VII. PRACTICAL IMPLEMENTATION OF VOFDM of the same main devices as demonstrated in Fig. 1. A brief

From the discussions above, VOFDM seems to be mdi@mparison between the VOFDM and OFDM systems is
suitable for the non-Gaussian PLC channel than convéliustrated in Table I. Finally, it is worth mentioning atish
tional OFDM in terms of both cost and performance. Théfage that practical implementation of the proposed system
lower PAPR property of VOFDM will not only allow the could not b_e qlone in this project due to _th(_e unavailability
deployment of cheaper nonlinear power amplifiers in pLef the. specialized hardware test-bed. This is how however
modems, but also, with some basic signal processing at fhéubject of future research.
receiver such as nulling or clipping, can provide consid-
erable transmit power savings. As a result, this transmit VIII. CONCLUSION
power reduction will reduce electromagnetic emissionmifro This paper proposed VOFDM for non-Gaussian PLC
power lines. In terms of computational complexity, VOFDMsystems. The main advantage of VOFDM over conventional
seems to be more complex than conventional OFDM sin@~DM is its good PAPR property which becomes more



OFDM VOFDM

Suitability for PLC Less suitable More suitable
PAPR performance Bad Good
Transmitter complexity Less complex Complex
EMC Bad Good
Side information No No

[10]

[11]

[12]

Table I: Comparison between VOFDM and conventional OFDM (13]
systems.

[14]

important in non-Gaussian environments, such as the PLC

network.

It was shown that as we increase the number

of VBs of the VOFDM system, the PAPR performance,s;
enhances and as a result noise detection becomes more of vector OFDM with linear receiversfEEE Trans. Sgnal Process,,

accurate. Two nonlinear preprocessors, namely nulling
clipping, were implemented at the receiver and it was sh

ol

that optimizing the threshold value of the nonlinear dewice
is crucial to maximize performance.
In general, VOFDM was found to be a promising scheme
for PLC systems offering considerable transmit power sap-8]
ings compared to conventional OFDM. More specifically,
under the same system setup, the VOFDM-nulling systes
can provide about 2 dB transmit power gains in comparison
to conventional OFDM. This implies that power amplifiers
with smaller dynamic range can be used, reducing cost gpg
the EMC issue.
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