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Abstract—This paper presents a novel algorithm for residual Section[Tl] introduces the proposed technique and analytic

phase estimation in wireless OFDM systems, including the results of variance. Simulation results are given in Sedfid

carrier frequency offset (CFO) and the sampling frequency r; ;
offset (SFO). The subcarriers are partitioned into severafregions Finally, Sectiorl¥ concludes the paper.

which exhibit pairwise correlations. The phase increment ketween Il. OFDM SIGNAL MODEL WITH CFOAND SFO
successive OFDM blocks is exploited which can be estimated . .
by two estimators with different computational loads. Numeical We consider an OFDM system where the transmitted data

results of estimation variance are presented. Simulationsdicate  is modulated by anV-point Inverse FFT (IFFT). Assuming
performance improvement of the proposed technique over seval g total of A/ OFDM blocks to be delivered and each block

conventional schemes in a multipath channel. consists ofK data samplesK < N), the complex baseband
I. INTRODUCTION signal is described by
Although the Orthogonal-Frequency-Division-Multiplegi ] M= j2mk(s— (N +IN5)Ts)
(OFDM) technique significantly enhances the system perfos(t) = — > > Xje  ~t N (t—INpTy)
mance under frequency-selective fading channels, it iserml N 120 kex
able to synchronization non-idealities, including the bpin @)

timing offset (STO), carrier frequency offset (CFO), anavhergX are thellocations of th& d‘_a\ta su.bcarriers; far ¢ X,
sampling frequency offset (SFO). X i is either pilot or null subcarrietN, is the length of the

The previous works including [1]=[3] deal with the Coarsg_uard interval,Np the total length of an entire OFDM block

STO and CFO estimation in time domain before Fast Fourigi€n by Nz =N+ Ng, andT; the sampling intervali(-)
Transform (FFT). However, due to the imperfections of coniS the rectangular function defined as
pensation, after FFT, the residual part of CFO remains to be 1 0<t<NgTs,
corrected. Also, at this stage, SFO should be estimated and ni) = { (2)
removed; otherwise, it would lead to a phase rotation not
only proportional to the tone index within one OFDM block The multipath channel is
(inter-block increment), but also grows linearly for sussige I
OFDM blocks (intra-block increment)) [4]. _

In literature, several schemes are proposed to estimate or Wt 7) = ; he(8)8(r = 72) 3)
track the residual CFO and SFO in frequency domain with _
the assistance from pilot subcarriers [5]-[7]. It [5], Spet WhereL is the total number of taps/u(t)}i=o,1, .. -1 the
al. utilize the symmetric locations of pilots to estimateaF independent and Rayleigh distributed complex channelsgain
and SFO jointly. However, its performance degrades in tH&¢}¢=0.1,--,z—1 the timing delay of each path, arid-) the
multipath channels[]6] suggests three estimators wittnee  delta function. Here, we assume that= (7.
of the least square estimation (LSE). An improved weighted UP-convertings(t) to a carrier frequencyfr, the post-
LSE variant is proposed by Tsai et al. ifi [7] which requires tH-hannel equivalent signal takes the form

0 otherwise

second-order statistics of the qhannel state infprmami)(. _ y(t) = [s(t)e?> T 5 h(t,7)] + w(t) (4)
In general, these schemes mainly rely on the linearly grgwin _ ) _
inter-block increment. where the notation: stands for linear convolution, and(t)

This paper proposes a novel technique to make use of the complex, identically independently distributed L), ad-
intra-block increment spanning a number of OFDM blocks. Bjitive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) with zero mean and
dividing the subcarrier index into several regions, thelodt Varianceoy,; also, it is wide sense stationary (WSS), with
is capable of exploiting the pairwise correlation whichdsao independent real and imaginary part, and equal variance in
accurate results after applying least square fitting. Twimgs Doth parts ¢, /2). Now, assuming a CFQ@\f and a SFOy
differing in computation complexity are presented withithediven as
numerical variances derived. Af2L fr—fr (5)

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. Section a
M presents the signal model in presence of CFO and SFO. n=(Tg—1Ty)/T; (6)
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wherefr is the deviated carrier frequency ah@the deviated ¢. The cross terms are the main disturbance in estimation. In
sampling interval at the receiver. The receiveth sample in practice, the contribution of signal and chanrﬁéJlgkz) should

the [-th OFDM block is be replaced by
Tin = y(t)e_j%fm‘t:lNBTg-&-Nng—mT;’ n=0,1,---,N-1 //\\gﬁ,kz = ylaklylakzﬁlaklﬁlakz (16)
. . . . (7) where
After discarding theN, samples in the guard interval, the
g o Xk, keP

complex data for theé-th block and on the:-th subcarrier is . 7
[8] Xl,k = Xl,k, keX (17)
Ry = XioHiwa(Op) (ea‘w@kwfl)ﬂv . 327 ((INB+N,) /N)Ok 0, kel

FICL . + Wis ®) The notationP is the full set of pilots andJ the full set of

null subcarriersf(l,;C is the estimatedX; ;, obtained by the
whereH,  is the channel transfer function (CTF) in frequencylecision feedback device. H ; is the estimated CTR}% ks
domain;©y, ~ e+nk ande = AfNpT; the normalized CFO could be combined using a certain weightx, 1, given as
to the subcarrier spacingi(©y) is the amplitude attenuation
approaching unity and can be safely neglectedi; ; the N
inter-carrier interference (ICl) due to distorted orthoglity of {U% X [ L Weighted

2 2 2 2 0.2 Y
subcarriers}; ;. is the WSS i.i.d. Gaussian noise in frequency 1W Xty [P P X g [P [P oy St lified
domain with independent real and imaginary parts. Without \ nnpihie
loss of generalitye andn can be regarded as thesidual part (18)

of CFO and SFO after coarse synchronization or imperfeghere 0%, = E{|W..|*}. See AppendiXA for the details
channel estimation and equalization. of such selection for the weighteld, 1, »,. Computation of
weightedl'; ;, x, requires the second-order statistics of signal,
channel and noise, avoided by the simplified scheme. For

Define the full set of subcarrier index &= {k|0 <k < ¢onstant-modulus modulation, the weightBgy, 1, reduces
N — 1}, which can be further divided int@ equally-spaced ¢, o

regions (assuming eveN and @, and N is divisible by Q),

Ill. PROPOSEDTECHNIQUE

-1

denoted a¥ = K; UKy U--- UK, U--- UK where Ciky ke = ([[Hiw |? + [Hig, ] 030y, + o) (19)
(¢ —1)N gN whereo? = E{|X;;|*} = Const.. To obtain estimation of
Ky=Akl=—g — <k< g kel (9) 67, we coherently stack}, , by

Here, Z denotes integers. Ignoring disturbances of ICI, usingZf = O Vi kL ikika Moy i) 0= 1,2,-,Q

equation [(B), for thej-th segment in thé-th OFDM block, (k1,k2)€C,

the pairwise correlation is . ) ) (20)
T where(-)* denotes the conjugation of its argument and
1+k2=Nq4

q —
‘/l,kl,kg - Rlakl Rl;k2

k1€Ky, k2€K,y Cq= {(k1, k2)|k1 € Ko, k2 € Kg—y k1 + ko = Nq}

= {)\fﬂ_heﬁ?’é,v} — Useful Part N {(k1, k2)[k1 € U ko € U} (21)
+ { Xty Hioy Wiy €050 + Xy o, Hy gy, Wy gy e7%00nk2 K, s the left half of K, while K, — the right oneU* is the
+ Wz,lez,kz} s Cross terms (10) absolute cgmpler.nent of U given byK\U = PUX; ?n general,
the two-dimensional sef, # 2. ¢/ _, can be estimated by
where R o
0 =arg{Z!}, ¢q=1,2,---,Q (22)
N 2N — 1 L,e, g 1) q )< )
Nq:w7q:1127'”762 (11) ! ~ o~ ~
z Q The M x 1 vector8, = 6§ ., 61 _, --- 63, , " can be
Ny by = Xtk X1 ko Hi oy H gy (12) linearized into
N-1 6,=Ab 23
0 ., = 2e+nN,) |21l(1 + g) +27g + 7 (13) ! 1 X (23)
- N1 INe N where A is the M x 2 observation matrix expressed by
Oren iy = 7O, —— + 2m(—2_——9)0 14 T
le,m, k1 Ok, N + 77( N ) k1 ( ) A DO D1 . Dl . Dl\lfl (24)
N -1 IN N, =
Oen ks = 7T®k2T + 27T(%)®;€2 (15) w i -+ Vi Vi
andg = N, /N. Clearly, the extra phase rotation of the useful Di=m(1+g)l N1 (25)
part in (B) is irrelevant to subcar.ner indéx and ko; it is Vi=2r(l+g)+m <__> (26)
only pertinent to the OFDM block indexand segment index N



0, Region #1 Region #2 the numerical variances of ande are

) 0
2 = _ _ 2
’__CS arzi[Zl(J] Var {7 81 ZQQZI Uq { ;\io ' %} 32
ymbo — ’
+ # i} = sonigr — e s garar -1 G2
. 2
: : 81 ZQ: v [ ;\171 (21— M+1) }
: Var {€} = =l 1 0 Fa (33)
01 32N4(Q? — 1)2m2(1 4 g)2M?2(M? — 1)?
LY e r“s/bl M where
ymbo
el T T
H o .
L Z(kl,k2)ec ke - Weighted
gy L o EI T
M |+#-*TSymbol Fi,= Lk, (34)
/ | #1 x (O (ky k)ecq Pliky hy)
e — (k1 ,h2)8Cq 11 kp , Simplified
) k 2ok k)ecy Pl o (Pl kg ko T1)
Subcarrier index o = | Xk [P Hie |21 Xk [ Hi g |2 (35)
lk1,ko — 4
LS ™ LS ~ LS Ty
A C A C A
ﬁttlng 1 ﬁttlng 2 ﬁttll’lg ¢+ _ |Xl,k1 |2|Hl7/€1 |2 + |Xl,k2 |2|Hl7/€2 |2 (36)
#1 #3 #2 oy
%2 - U, =16N%[2¢—Q —1)° (37)
4Q% - 177
Y, =4N* |2 — 1 — @ (38)

7 € o
Appendix[A validatesF; ;| weighted > Fi.q|simp. @nd thus

Fig. 1. The framework of the proposed technig@elenotes the extra phase Var {7} |weighted < Var {7}|simp., Var {€}|weightea <
rotation caused by CFO and SFQ.= 2. The red dot and green dot form ayar {€}|S' The equality establishés and onIy if (If‘f)
imp.-

pairwise correlation pair. ) )
Al: the channel experiences flat fadifdl(;|> = 1/N)
A2:  constant modulus modulationy x|? = ag)

The 2 x 1 vectorsb, take the form Otherwise, weighted estimation always outperforms sifiepli
. estimation. To achieve the best performance, further aisgum
by = [¢q ¢4 (27)  A3:  equal and maximatardinality of each seiC,, de-

noted byNe, = N/2Q

wherec, = 2¢ + nN,; is the associated estimation erro . i
“q €T Xq I:I'he variances under conditions AA3 are

vector. By least square fittindy, is given by

e 18Q*
— — V =
b, = (ATA) ' A79, 8) VU = ST MG T (M = DN (QF 1SN
. . (39)
Note that both[b,]:1 and [by]21 give estimation ofc,; Var (2 6(4Q% — 1)
[]s,; denotes the(, j)-th entry ofA a vector/matrix. Here, we Var {€} = 4m2(1 + ¢)2M (M + 1)(M — 1)N(Q2 — 1)SNR
choose[b,]1,; and arrange alle, into the Q x 1 vector (40)
c=[é é& - é ¢t which leads to
whereSNR £ 0%0% /03, 0% = E{|H |*}.
c=Bp+x, (29) Remarks:
_ i) Apparently, an immediate way to enhance the perfor-
wherep = [n €|”, x, is the @ x 1 error vector, and mance is to raisé/, which leads to asymptotically decreasing
T variances in cubic scale. Nevertheless, if the applicaison
X 31 N, ... NEENE-D real-time oriented rather thanquality preferred, wheren and
B = Q Q q Q (30) . nq y pl ' n
2 9 2 ... 2 e should be tracked in the fastest manngrand should be

replaced by their minimums asin{M} = 2, min{Q} = 2.
is the @ x 2 observation matrix. Another least square fitting ji) If [B;]m is used for estimation,[(89) and {40) are
yields rewritten into

ii= (B"B) B¢ (31)

(8M — 4)(M — 1)(1 + g)?
. B . . (1+2g)?

The estimated; and € are [p);1 and [pi]1,2 respectively. A (8M — 4)(M — 1)(1 + g)?
simple sketch withQ = 2 is drawn in Fig.[1. Assuming Var {€}/ = 5 9 Var {e} (42)
correctness in tackling the phase ambiguity in the lin@ion (1+29)

process, derived in Appendix] A, estimation using either thehich are significantly higher thah (39) ar@K40l\increasing
weighted or simplified"; 1, , iS unbiased. On the other handsquarely with). Therefore, it is reasonable to ufe;]; ;.

Var {7}’ = Var{i}  (41)




iii) According to (10), statistically, the proposed techume D. MSE{€} with a Varying e
only relies on the independency and equal variance of tHe reaFig [ displays the deviation afISE{e} with a varying
and imaginary parts, and WSS assumptions of noise; it doee%nder SNR = 20 dB in multipath channel. Different

not require the_ power spectrum dengity (PSD) of noise_ 0 Bem Fig.[4, shape ofMSE{e€} is akin to symmetric, since
strictly flat (white), since the expectation of the crossmeiis comparing withe, the contribution ofy on ICI is minor. In the

ZEr0. full range, both of the proposed schemes outperform others.
V. SIMULATION

In this section, we consider a wireless OFDM system with: MSE{7} with Different Estimation Accuracy
FFT size N = 512. The guard interval isV, = 64. Thus, Fig. [8 shows theMSE{7n} performance with different
the length of an entire OFDM block &5 = 576. The total channel estimation accuracy in multipath channel. Empigyi
number of OFDM blocks isM/ = 10, and the total number the same philosophy of [9], the inaccurate channel estimati
of segments is) = 4. The carrier frequency is set & takes the form
GHz. The sampling period ;s = 100ns. For brevity and to ~
exploit the best performance of the proposed estimatores w Hi = V1= r2Hy g+ £Jik (44)

as other conventional pilot-assisted schemes, all subcsurr here  represents the estimation accuracy, ahd. the

are regarded as pilots; otherwise, notationsLij (17) must w&ditional complex noise with zero mean and variafce

used which varies with the accuracy of decision feedbalc?]f its real and imaginary part respectivelv. independeninfr
device. The signal is modulated from 16-PSK constellatio ginary p P Y. b

The channel consists of — 32 Rayleigh taps, which are ?{l,k- The weighted estimator degrades significantly when

statistically independent distributed with a power delayfie SEVere Inaccuracy -occurs, which hinders the performance
: o improvements especially in moderate to hi§dR region. For
decaying exponentially:

moderate to higttNR, the weighted estimator outperforms

E {[he[2} = L_elxp(—é/L) L 0=0,1,2,--- L—1 the simplified one Aunder differemt. Similar conclusion can
So lexp(—¢/L)|? be drawn forMSE{e€}.
=0 1 (43)

For the proposed estimators and the schemelin [7], CH MSE{75} and MSE{¢} under Mobility

is assqmed to .be known perfectly as well @&ﬂ unless Fig. [ exhibits theMSE{7} and MSE{e} in presence
otherwise mentioned. Mean squared error (MSE) results Y€ terminal mobility with SNR — 20 dB under multipath

used to benchmark the performance, definedVisi {77} = channel. Merely the CSI pertinent to the first moment of the

= 2 ~N -~ 2
Eh{|77—77| }QndeS.E{E} = E{[e—¢[*} whereE {-} denotes payjeigh fading channel in simulation=0) is assumed to
the expectation of its argument. be known a priori; for the ensuing frames, the same CSI
A. Comparison of MSE{7} is used which entails a loss in channel estimation accuracy.

Fig. [2 highlights the comparison &fISE{7j} among the The Doppler bandwidths with respect to terminal speed of
proposed estimators with other schemes In [B]—[7]. Nunaéric/50, 100, 150, 200]km /h are232, 463, 695, 927 Hz. In general,
result of Var {77} in (39) is drawn by assuming AJA3. In the performance deviation is insignificant if not imperdglet
the multipath channel, both of the weighted and simplifie@ven the terminal velocity reache80km /h, since the maxi-
estimator achieve the best performances. In the flat fadiftfl value of the product between the Doppler bandwidth and

scenario, the weighted estimator reduces to the simplified othe duration of an OFDM block 8.3 x10~?, a relatively small
Var {7j} provides a tight bound in modera$&\R. value. Thus, the CSI is sound enough to secure an excellent

: . estimation.
B. Comparison of MSE{¢}

Fig. [ shows the performance comparisonM$E{e} in V. CONCLUDING REMARKS
multipath channel.[]5] could achieve the best performance

\évhen SNR =7 dAB’ Wh'fzh canpot be sus.tamed Into hlghe(rjeal with residual CFO and SFO estimation. By dividing the
NR. Again,Var {€} provides a tight bound in moderai&'R. o X . "
subcarrier index into a number of regions and exploiting the

C. MSE{n} with a Varying n pairwise correlation, we estimate the phase incrementesw
Fig. [4 shows the deviation dfISE{7} whenn changes adjacent OFDM blocks, which yields accurate estimatioaraft

underSNR = 20 dB in multipath channel. For the proposed? + 1 times of least square fitting. Extensive simulations

estimators MSE{7} is asymmetric for negative and positivendicate better performance over several conventionait-pil

n due to the presence of a positive for > 0, the assisted schemes.

performance degrades gradually with a highesince the ICI

is increasing simultaneously. For a major pal, [7] and the APPENDIXA

simplified estimator entangle with each other. BIAS AND VARIANCE OF ESTIMATION

1For OFDM systems containing null subcarriebsQW could be estimated, irSt of all, consi_der _the casc_e of th(:j' Simplifimm,kz in
which is omitted in this paper. (18) and the statistical information &, in (22). For thel-th

In this paper, we propose a joint estimation technique to
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), subtracting the left hand side df_{22)which holds if E {R[A0]_ 1} >

element of6, (9! [Var {R[AG], ]}]1/2.

lem lien
yields In fact, each component I3{A¢/ ,} contains either
N ’ Wikys Wik, OF Wy, Wik, (See )) and therefore,
Ab} ., =0y — i, =arglZ] [ exp(0]. )] (A45) E{3{A¢!_}} = 0, which finally leads to the unbiasedness

. S _ - of pin (E{'ﬂ) since only linear intermediate operations are
If 7., is in vicinity of ¢/ ., using the approximation jnyolved.

tan(r) ~ x for z small enough, we may write For the numerical variance k6, we could use

S{Ag]_} Var [S{A0} 1]
I Ym bl & AGY T~ hedt A.48
tan(AGLW) %{Aef,e,n} A@Lm (A.46) Var | l,e,n] ® [%{Aﬁﬁém}]ﬁ ( )
whereX{-} and<3{-} represent the real and imaginary part oiff E {ﬁ[AH?’em]} > [Var {%[Aeﬂm]}]lm' Standard calcula-
the arguments. Expectation af¢f_  in (A.48) is tions yield

B {Aeq } g IS8, | EAS{AY ) Var [${A6], } = > oiy [ Hik [*|Hig,|* %

Lem R{AG .} E{R{A0]_,}} k1,ka
(AAT) (| X [*[Higps [* + [ X bo | Hopo | + o] (A.49)
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* and

2 __ 2 2 2 2 an
E R0 ) = { T X XYt PP 20

k1,k2
(A.50)

Note that, for visual clearance, we abbreviate the notation]
(kl,kg) S Cq with ki, ko. Thus,

Var [A§¢ [2]

Lenl & Flglsimp. (A.51)

where F; , is defined in [(34). Using the linear intermediate[
manipulations, we derivé(82) arld{33). Substitutfig |simp.
with Fl7q|w61ghted backward produces the weighted version of
Tk, &, In (@8) after lengthy calculations. [4
To prover; | weighted = Fl,q/simp., We invoke the Cauchy-
Schwarz-Inequality [10]. The essential steps are listddvbe
Proof: To prove

3]

(5]

[6]
X X 2
¢l7/€17/€2 (Zkhkz ¢l,k1,k2)
¥ = X ¥
Bk Ok ™1 2ok o Bk s (O o T

is equivalent to prove

>

k1,k2

3 (A.52)

(7]

X
¢l7/€17/€2
+
Dlpy ok, T 1

2
Z ¢l k1, kz

k1,k2
(A.53)

Z (bl Sk1,k2 (bl k1, k2+1

k1,k2

(8]

Now, using A(ki, ko) = % and B(ki, k) = (9]
l,kq,k
Dk ks Pl o (¢ffk1_’k2 +1), the1C2auchy—Schwarz-Inequality
gives [10]
2

> Ak ka) Y Blki ko) > QY /A(ky, ko) B(ky, k2)
k1,k2 k1,k2 k1,k2

(A.54)

where the right hand side df (Ab4) exactly the right hand
side of [A.53). The =’ holds iff

+
¢l7/€17/€2

that

Cc|H,

= Const., V(ki, ka) € C, (A.55)

] T. Pollet and M. Peeters,
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MSE{n} and MSE{e} under different terminal velocityM =

=4,1=5x10"%,¢ =0.02, andSNR = 20 dB.

we have the conditions A1, AR Therefore, we verify
ﬂ,qlWeighted > E,q|Simp.- u
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