arXiv:1606.00682v1 [cs.IT] 2 Jun 2016

Constrained Phase Noise Estimation in OFDM
Using Scattered Pilots Without Decision Feedback

Pramod Mathecken, Taneli Riihonen, Stefan Werner and M¥&tbman

Abstract—In this paper, we consider an OFDM radio link
corrupted by oscillator phase noise in the receiver, namelythe
problem of estimating and compensating for the impairment.
To lessen the computational burden and delay incurred onto
the receiver, we estimate phase noise using only scatteredaqgb
subcarriers, i.e., no tentative symbol decisions are usedni
obtaining and improving the phase noise estimate. In partialar,
the phase noise estimation problem is posed as an unconstmad
optimization problem whose minimizer suffers from the so-alled
amplitude and phase estimation error. These errors arise due to
receiver noise, estimation from limited scattered pilot sbcarriers
and estimation using a dimensionality reduction model. It §
empirically shown that, at high signal-to-noise-ratios, he phase
estimation error is small. To reduce the amplitude estimatn
error, we restrict the minimizer to be drawn from the so-called
phase noise geometry set when minimizing the cost function.
The resulting optimization problem is a non-convex program
However, using theS-procedure for quadratic equalities, we show
that the optimal solution can be obtained by solving the conex
dual problem. We also consider a less complex heuristic scime
that achieves the same objective of restricting the minimier to
the phase noise geometry set. Through simulations, we demon
strate improved coded bit-error-rate and phase noise estim@tion
error performance when enforcing the phase noise geometryor
example, at high signal-to-noise-ratios, the probabilitydensity
function of the phase noise estimation error exhibitghinner tails
which results in lower bit-error-rate.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we focus on the phase noise problem

bandwidth of oscillator power spectral density (PSD) which
in turn can be related to the oscillator topology and circuit
parameters[]9]. A small ratio of subcarrier spacing and

dB PSD bandwidth results in lower SINR, BER and ca-
pacity. These performance studies were indeed extended to
include other kinds of RF-impairments which are mainly 1Q-
imbalance, power amplifier non-linearities and jitter edi&0].
Numerous algorithms are available that remove phase noise
from the received OFDM signal. These algorithms typically
require knowledge of the channel. Some of the state-of-the-
art methods on channel estimation in the presence of phase
noise can be found in [11]=[16].

The phase noise estimation algorithms can be broadly
classified into three types: decision-feedback-basednsese
also known as decision-directed algorithras] [14],] [16][}{21
pilot-based schemes that use the scattered pilot structure
provided in LTE [12], [22], [23]; and, finally, blind estiman
schemeg [24][125]. Decision-feedback schemes estimatgsegph
noise using tentative decisions on the transmitted symbols
Using the obtained estimate, phase noise is removed and new
decisions on the transmitted symbols are taken which are
again used to refine the phase noise estimate. The process
is iterated over a certain number of times, thus, resulting i
a feedback loop. Because of this iteration procedure, these
schemes can impose a significant computational burden onto
the receiver. The primary goal in blind estimation schenses i
io jointly estimate phase noise and transmitted symboles&h

orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) whichapproaches typically use Bayesian filtering methods tdljoin
falls in the category of RF-impairments. It is well known thaestimate the desired parametérs] [26]. For example_ih [25],
the OFDM waveform is sensitive to RF-impairments whickariational-inferencds used, whileMonte-Carlomethods are

also include power amplifier non-linearities, 1Q-imbalarand

used in[24]. These methods, although statistically optiara

jitter noise [1]. Phase noise refers to random fluctuations ¢computationally intensive and may not be suitable in delay-

the phase of the carrier signal that is used for transmissioh
reception of the baseband information-bearing signakisea
due to imperfections in the local oscillators that genethée
carrier signals. These imperfections exist, simply, du¢ht®

sensitive wireless systems.

Pilot-based schemes that utilize scattered pilot sulsrarri
provide a computationally attractive alternative to diecis
feedback and blind estimation schemes. There exists pietho

inherent physical nature of these devices but, howevearit cof work where, using scattered pilot subcarriers, only the

be controlled by judicious choice of oscillator desi@n [2].

common phase erriICPE) is estimated while the higher-order

In the area of performance analysis, plethora of studiG®quency components of phase noise, also knowrinbsy-
demonstrate a performance drop for an OFDM system caarrier-interferencg(ICl), are assumed to be small and, hence,
rupted by phase noisel[3[Z{8]. The performance metrics tygiot estimated [27]=[29]. It is well known that, for satistfaigy

cally used are signal-to-noise-plus-interference-ré8tNR),
bit-error-rate (BER) and channel capacity. The trade-sff
typically between the OFDM subcarrier spacing awdB
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performance, the ICI must also be estimated. To the best
of the authors knowledge| [12],[22] and [23] are the only
available works that, using only scattered pilot subcesrie
estimate both CPE and ICI terms. One of the goals of this
paper is to contribute towards scattered pilot-based phaise
gstimation schemes that estimate both CPE and ICI terms with
high degree of accuracy.
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In this paper, for phase noise estimation, we use two new Il. SYSTEM MODEL
aspects of phase noise that have been recently discovered:
The first is the so-callegphase noise spectral geometry Inan OFDM system, an information symbol vector, denoted
and second is a new dimensionality reduction model thly s = [so $1...8n.-1]", is transmitted usingV. orthogonal
preserves this geometry when moving from lower to highéubcarriers[[30]. These subcarriers pass through a freguen
dimensional spaces. These two aspects of phase noise vgelective channel whose discrete-time impulse response is
originally proposed in[[17], however, used in developing éenoted byi[n]. At the receiver side, the signal gets corrupted
decision-feedback phase noise estimation scheme which hsthe receiver additive noise and phase noise. Assuming
high computational complexity. We build upon these ideaifficient timing synchronization, the received symbolteec
to develop a novel scattered pilot-based estimation scheiggiven by
without any decision feedback loop. We show in this work

that utilizing the phase noise spectral geometry in cortjanc r = VHs + n, (1)
with this new dimensionality reduction model improves the
estimation error performance and, hence, the BER. where H is a diagonal matrix composed of elements
The main contributions of this paper are as follows: {Hi}yop" which are the discrete Fourier transform (DFT)
. . of h[n], i.e.,
o As our starting point, we use the least-squares (LS) ap-
proach of[[28] to estimate the desired phase noise spectral N1

vector using scattered pilot subcarriers. We show that r7, — Z hlnle 9CThm/Ne |~ 0 1,... No—1. (2)
the minimizer of the resulting unconstrained optimizaton
problem suffers fromamplitude and phase estimation
errors which arises due to receiver noise, estimation frorhhe vectorn denotes the additive receiver noise which is
limited scattered pilot subcarriers and estimation usirffgaussian with diagonal covariance matrix whose diagonal
a dimensionality reduction model. We empirically showalues are equal te?. The effect of phase noise is represented
that, at high SNRs, the phase estimation error is sm&y the unitary matrixV. which is row-wise circulant with the
and the critical factor is the amplitude estimation errorfirst row vector beingd" which denotes Hermitian transpose
« To eliminate the amplitude estimation error, we imposef the column vectod. The elements o0 are given by
the phase noise geometry as constraints when minimizing
our cost function. The resulting optimization problem is a Rzl o=0ln]
non-convex program, and we show using the so-céled O = N,
procedurethat the optimization problem can be solved

equivalently using the convex dual problem. We "’,“S\(R/heree[n] is the receiver phase noise. In this paper, we refer
present a heuristic scheme with reduced computauoqgld as thephase noise spectral vector

complexity that achieves the same objective of enforcing Ideally, in the absence of phase noise ( i.e., whieil — 0)
the estimate to satisfy the phase noise geometry. and after using[{3), we havé — [1,0,...,0]" and, hence,

o We provide conditions for the S-procedure to be Iossle§; Iv., whereIy. denotes theV. x N, identity matrix
— AN N, c c .

for generic quadratic equalities. I_J17], the author uation[(1), thus, reducesito= Hs+n which is the standard

present the S-procedure for quadratic equalities speci : . .
. . : : DM system model with no phase noise. In practice, phase
to their problem. In this paper, we build upon the ideas . . . .
. . noise is always present which rend&f¢o constitute non-zero
presented in[[17] and generalize the S-procedure fqgf,
. ; I orf-diagonal elements.
generic quadratic equalities. We use the S-procedure t0

prove optimality of our proposed optimization problem.

n=0

e—_](QTFkn)/Nc’k:0’1,..7NC_17 (3)

n=0 ¢

The paper is structured as follows: In Seciidn Il, we presentl. BACKGROUND: PHASE NOISE SPECTRAL GEOMETRY,
the OFDM system model impaired by phase noise. This shall DIMENSIONALITY REDUCTION AND S-PROCEDURE
serve as the foundation for the rest of the paper. SeEfibn 1lI
covers two particular aspects: The first aspect summaittiees t In this section, we dwell on three particular topics which
findings of [17] which are the phase noise spectral geomesfall be used in later sections to develop phase noise esti-
and the phase noise geometry-based dimensionality reductination schemes. In Sectign 1IItA, we present the geometry
model. The second aspect dwells on the topic of S-procedwfed, while in Sectior 1I[-B, we present a new dimensionality
for generic quadratic equalities. We use the S-procedurergduction model that takes into account this geometrigagets
later sections to prove optimality of the proposed phasé 4. Finally in SectiodII-C, we present the S-procedure for
noise optimization problem. Sectibn]lV presents the predosquadratic equalities which shall be used to prove optiypalit
scattered pilot-based phase noise estimation schemesif-Spef one of our phase noise estimation schemes. The results in
ically, two new schemes are proposed with the first being tiSectiondTlI-A and1II=B were originally derived in[17] and
optimal scheme while the second scheme is heuristic in @atunence, we summarize the main points. The S-procedure for
however, with reduced computational complexity. In Sectioquadratic equalities in Sectign III+C is a generalizatidrihe
V] we present numerical results of the proposed estimatiapproach used in[17] which was limited to quadratic equmetio
schemes. specific to their application.



A. Geometry ob and practical especially when the phase noise processws slo
. - . varying. Unfortunately, the model of](5) does not guarantee
From [3), we see thab, is the DFT of <5— which that o obtained from[(B) will satisfy[(4).

hasconstant-magnitudéme-domain samples. Inct'uitively, we ]
could expect this time-domain property to manifest in the 2)_The Geome_try-preservmg Moc_jelh_[ﬂ], anew mgdel
lating  and~ is proposed. This is given as follows: The

frequency domain in some equivalent form. This is indeed the

case which is easy to show and derived[in| [17]. Specificall (re]ctoré gcquwestltslproperiltﬁszrorr:_ ?. snlzg?rd(j|men§|on?l
it is shown thatd always satisfies ase noise spectral vectgrthat satisfies -dimensiona

equivalent of[(4), i.e.,
"}’TPI"}’:AZ,ZZO,l,...,N—l, (6)

where A; is the Kronecker delta function, i.eAg = 1 and \yhereP, andA, are theN-dimensional equivalents @; and

. 1 .
Ay =0, 1=1,2...,N. — 1. The matrixP;, = (P1)" is @ A, respectively. The vectod and~ are linearly related as
permutation matrix defined by th€. x N, matrix P;. The first

column ofP; is given by theN, x 1 vector|0, 1,0, ...,0]" and 6 =Ty, (7)
the j-th column is obtained by circularly shifting the vectog, hqre theN, x N matrix T
j — 1 times to the bottom. Fol = 0, we get the unit-norm .
property, whereP, = Iy.. T = FTF', (8)

Equation [[1) provides _the relation betweenand s for _where the respectivE andF are theN x N and N, x N,
any OFDM symbol. For different OFDM symbols, we obtalerT matrices and the columris of the N. x N matrix T

different realizations of the channel matiik, V andn. Thus, must satisfy, for all = 1,2 N1
although'V or § vary from one OFDM symbol to another, ’ P Te
from (@), we see thad is always drawn from a particular set. cis s p o = R
This is useful from an estimation point of view because we T T =1, t;Dit; =0 for i # j, Z t,Dit; =0, (9)

now knowwhereto look for §. =0

where the diagonaD; = FP;F. In comparison with the
conventional model of[{5), the geometrical model imposes
restrictions ony and the transformation matrik. The role of

The effect of phase noise can bempensatedtraightfor- T is to preserve the phase noise geometry when moving from
wardly if we had knowledge af. We can then form the matrix lower to higher dimensional spaces. Because of the geometry
V and performVir = Hs + Vin to remove phase noisepreserving nature df’, we shall refer to it as thphase noise
(we use the fact thaV TV = I.). Thus, the critical task of geometry preserving transformatiar PPT. In reality, many
estimationis to obtain this knowledge as accurately as possibi®ssible choices of PPT exists and in the following paragrap
using which phase noise can be compensated. we provide one such example that we shall later use.

1) The Conventional Modelfrom the point of view of a) Piecewise constant PPT (PC-PPTJhe transforma-
estimation, estimating the entire vectbmay not be feasible tion § = FTFf~ can be interpreted as follow#'~ is a
since the dimensionality of, equal toN,, can be large. For N-dimensional time-domain vector which is interpolated (by
example, in LTE,N, > 100, and it can be as large @848. In T) to a higher dimensional vector and then transformed to
practice, system specifications enforce stringent reméres the Fourier domain. Such an interpretation is valid for ghas
on oscillator performance which effectively result in talble noise since, in general, it is a low-pass process. One of the
and slow-varying phase noise processes. This has the effecsimplest interpolators is to simply repeat the elementshef t
larger concentration of power in the low frequency compasertime-domain vector, i.e.,

20[n]

§'Pé=A, 1=0,1...,N.—1, (4)

is of the form

B. Dimensionality Reduction

represented by the top and bottom component afhile the 1. 0 ... 0O
high frequency terms represented by the middle components ~
of § constitute only a small fraction of total power. We can, - N.| 0 1, . :
thus,modeld as follows: Tpe = ~ | . o R E (10)
L UR 0 ... 0 1x
0= ONC—(m-i-k)Xm ONC—(m-i-k)Xk 7= LPY? (5) R
Okxm Ik wherel n, is an% x 1 vector of ones an@ is the vector with

N . .
elements equal to zero. We assume without loss of generality

where 0 'S th_e matrix of 2eros of appr(iarlate d|men3|on§hat% is even. It can be easily verified Ehritpc satisfies the
The matrixL is of dimensionN. x N, N = m + k, and~y conditions of [9) and, henc,. — FT., F' is a PPT
comprises of theV low-frequency components. Thus, rather ' pe 7= Tpe ’

than estimatingd, we estimate the smalleN-dimensional . N

vector v and then use[5) to finally obtain our estimate of- S-Procedure for Quadratic Equalities

4. Note that from[(b), we set the high-frequency componentsThe S-procedure is a method of replacing a set of quadratic
to zero. The model in{5) is commonly used in the literaturi@equalities or equalities withlmear matrix inequality(LMI).
related to phase noise estimation. We shall also refek tolt is typically used when solving primal and dual optimipeti

as low frequency transformation matrix or LFT. It is usefuproblems [[31]. In this paper, we concern ourselves with



only quadratic equalities. A good overview of the topic foRemark 1. The regularity condition implies that there does

quadratic inequalities can be found In[32]. not exist any hyperplane passing through the origin such tha
Consider the following quadratic forms: all points {q(x;)}}, lie on one side of the hyperplane. This
A, d, is seen as follows: For any non-ze® € R, taking
q(x) =x' (le Cl) x,0=0,1,....L—1, (11) the inner product w.rta on both sides of@l), we have

Nt _ M pi@Ta(x;)) = 0 which implies thata™q(x;) > 0
wherex € C™ . Define the sets: or alq(x;) < 0 for all i = 1,2,...,M is not possible
T H M H T
_ ’ e QL .xecN+1l (1p) since {pi}iiy > 0. 'I_'he special case di q(x_i) = 0 for gll
Q {(QO(X) 0 (x) L 1(X)) x } (12) 1=1,2,..., M impliesrank (Q) < L — 1 which contradicts
N = {(97 oE_I)T stg< 0}7 (13) with (20). Hence, for any non-zera, we must have

where0, ; is aL — 1 x 1 vector of zeros. Now consider the a' q(x;) <0, a'q(x;) > 0 for some i and j,i # j. (22)

following two statements: Remark 2. The regularity condition also implies that the conic

o Sligo(x) > 0 wheneverg(x) = 0 for all [ > 0. Thisis  hyll of O is equal toRE~L. This follows from RemaiK 1.
equivalent toQ N A = @, wheren denotes intersection

and( denotes the empty set.
o S2: There exists constantg,l = 1,2,...,L — 1 such
that Theorem 1. AssumeQ satisfies the regularity condition. Let
) Ao+ Y05 mA do+ X0 pd cov (Q) denote the convex hull @. If Q NN = 0 implies
A=\(do+ ZIL:T pd)t o+ ZZL:? pe, ) = 0. cov(Q)NN =0 then the S-procedure is lossless.

We now have the following theorem on the losslessness of
the S-procedure.

Proof: First, we note tha NN = ) implies the sets are

14 L
(14) disjoint. Also, the setsV arecov (Q) are convex sets. Thus,

We say that the S-procedure is lossless if the statements;sT s _ ¢ implies cov (Q) N\ = 0 then there exists a

and S2 are equivalent, i.e., S1 implies S2 and S2 implies %perplanepassing through the origithat separatesov (Q)

We now have the following Lemma: and A [31], [33], i.e., there exists constanis such that
Lemma 1. S2 always implies S1. aly <0, y €N, (23)
Proof: S2 implies that, for alk € CN*!, xTAx > 0 and aly >0, y € cov(Q), (24)
after using the expression &, T o
I wherea = [ag,ay,...,ar_1] . From [23) and definition of
x) + x) >0 15 N, we must hgvezo > O Now ag = O. is impqssjble because
(%) lz; pan(x) = 19 the regularity condition assumption. This is seen as fol-
= R : - L—1
TS0 f c 16 lows: First, defln_e the vectat with components aga;}
py=0lioryeq, (16) Assumeag = 0 is true. Then at pointsgo(x;) q(x;)T]* €
wherep = [1, p1, p2, . . . ,pL,l]T. For such g, we also have cov(Q) with {x;}, as defined in the regularity condition,
ply=g<0,foryeN, (17) (24) becomes

which results from the definition ol. Thus, from [IV) and a'q(x;) >0,foralli=1,2,..., M. (25)

(18), we see tha@ N N = ) which is equivalent to S1. B Equation [25) contradicts witfi.{(22) of Remdik 1 which is sat-
Unfortunately, S1 does not necessarily imply S2, and onigfied because of the regularity condition assumption. ldenc

depending upon the type of the s@tit may imply S2. By 4, > 0 is necessary. Hencéyr all x € CN+1, (2Z4) implies

imposing a certain type of structure @, the implication of 1

S1 to S2 can be achieved. The followirggularity condition ar

imposes such a structure @h First, define the set Q%) + Z ai(x) =0 (26)

- T . o o .
0=1qx) = (q1(x),q2(%),...,qr1(x)) :xecNttl ~ Writing p, = 2+, and after substituting the expressions of
{ &) ( 1), @2(x) p-a )) (1}8) qi(x) we obtainm), i.e., S1 implies S2. After using Lemma

. [, we have S1 equivalent to S2. [
We form a matrix

(19) IV. PHASE NOISE ESTIMATION SCHEMES
In this section, we present scattered pilot-based phase noi
estimation schemes that take into account the phase noise
Regularity condition 1. There exists vectorx;}M, # 0, spectral geometry. I [23], the authors estimate’") from

Q = [a(x1) a(x2) a(xs)...q(xu)],
for some{x;},.

where M > L — 1, and constantgp;}*, > 0 such that scattered pilots using the LS approach. We can equivalently
apply the same approach in the frequency domain for estima-
rank (Q) =L-1, (20)  tion of &. Through error analysis, we show that the derived LS
M estimator suffers from amplitude and phase estimatiorrrro
Zpiq(xi) =0. (21) We improve the scheme by enforcing the phase noise geometry
i=1 as constraints when minimizing the LS cost function.



A. Unconstrained LS (ULS) Estimation 0f [23]

SNR. Usingl[(3P) in the expressions fivf andb while making

Denote thatw = Hs. We assume knowledge of the diagonaiSe of the representation @f in (8), we can re-write[(34) as

channel matrixH. Let w,, denote the/K x 1 vector of pilot
subcarrier symbols which can be obtained frenas

wp = Kw, (27)
where the rows of théd{ x N. matrix K are orthogonal and
given by the unit-vectors} = [0,...,0,1,0,...,0],j €

{1,2,...,N.}. Let V denote our estimate of the matri.
An estimate ofw, can be obtained froni{1) as

w, = KVir = KRJ, (28)

whereR is column-wise circulant with the first column vector « _ ¢

r. The j-th column of R is obtained by circularly shifting:

b, = FT (TTET El P.E.E, T) T'E B! E/F K w,,

(40)
where the projection matriP, = EJFTKKFE,. Writing

asE, = diag(F'K'w,) in @0) and using the fact that the
diagonal values o] take the forme=7?lil, we finally obtain

61 = FCF14, (41)
where theN, x N, matrix C is given by
(TT ElEl P.E..E, T) T'ELEl E,. (42)

j — 1 times to the bottom. It results from the assumption that In the ideal case, we would lik€ = Iy, which would

V1 is unitary circulant with the column vectar. We use a
basis seB to representd, i.e.,

6 =Ba=Tvy+UgG. (29)
Let 4 denote our estimate of. Then our estimate of is
5 = T5. (30)

Essentially, the ternU3 in (29) represents the unestimated

part of §. A good choice ofB is when most of the power is
in the v term. The estimaté can now be obtained fromw,,
by minimizing the LS error betweew, andw,, i.e.,

J() = [KRTY — w, |3 (31)
=4"™M~4 —4'b — bf4 + b'b, (32)

where M = T'RIK'KRT and b = T'R'K'w,. The
minimizer to the above cost function is given by

¥=M"'b, (33)
and, after using(30), the LS estimate &fs given by
6is = TM ™ 'b. (34)

1) Error Analysis: In this subsection, we shall see the
how the LS estimate of (34) is affected by: dimensionality
reduction represented tl; limited scattered-pilot knowledge
represented b¥X; and by receiver noise which is embedded in
R. The overall effect is introduction of amplitude and phase

estimation errors in the LS estimate.
First, we observe that the circulant matiR is given by

R = F diag (F'r) FT (35)
= F diag (E¢F'w + Fin) F! (36)
= F (E4E,, + E,)F' (37)
= FE¢E,, (In. + E;'E'E,) F' (38)
= FEyEEq. F', (39)

render complete knowledge aof. However, the following
reasons preven® from being the identity matrix:

« Effect of dimensionality reduction: WhelV < N. we
have, in generalrank (T) (:r() = N. Thus,
when N < K and for any choice oK, E,, and Ey,,,
we have thatank (C) = N.

Effect of receiver noise: This is captured 8,,. For
example, in the case wheN = N, and K = Iy, , we
haveP, = Iy, E, = E,, and [41) reduces to

= rank

o1, = FEZ1FT6.

snr

(43)

From the expression oEg,, we observe that in the
presence of receiver noise, in geneff;! # Iy.,.

Effect of scattered-pilots: The quantiti{’ denotes the
number of scattered-pilot subcarriers. The LS estimation
of the N x 1 vector4 using K scattered-pilot subcarriers
imposes the inequalityv < K < N.. This results in
rank (C) = N.

The non-identity nature o introduces amplitude and phase
estimation errors which is seen as follows: kgt denote the
(i,7)th element ofC and x5 = F'é,.. We then have

o200 [NeZl o
fulil = S | 3 e (a4)
c =0
Kli] (01 —wli)
= N 45
N, , (45)
where k[i] = |(ZN“0 cije! 9[1179[j1>)| and wli] =
arg (Z?ﬁgl ci;¢/0l1=001) ) is the phase estimation error. The

amplitude estimation error is given lyi] = 1 — k[i] since
ideally x[i] = 1. The total estimation error is given by

Ne—1 ¢—29li) 1ot
D lsli) = I = 55 | 2 (elil)? + 2[i)(1 — cos(wli))
i=0 ¢ ¢ " =0

where diag (x) is a diagonal matrix with elements of the Ne1

vector x as diagonal values. I {B5), we substitufé (1) and +2 (Nc -y COS(W[Z'])> } (46)
use V. = FE(F' to arrive at [36). The diagonal values =0

of the diagonal matrixEy are ¢l i = 1,...,N. — 1. From [48), we see that the estimation error is more sensitive
We denote asE,, = diag (F'w), E, = diag (F'n) and toe[i] thanwl[i]. This is because it varies quadratically withi
Eer = In. + E;lEV—VlEm which captures in some sense thand, hence, can grow unbounded, while the variation with



6 whereP* and P} are the real and imaginary parts Bf and
are given by

(&)
T

~ f’l + PT ~ i IST — f’l
T setas PPT PZR = Tlap} = % (48)

—&-Tsetas LFT

~
T

In @7), we have imposed](6) as constraints, however, elabo-
rated the equations in terms of its real and imaginary parts.
This is done so becausg P;4,1 > 0 is a complex function
since the eigenvalues @, are complex valued. Thus, the

i constrainty'P;4 = 0 can equivalently be expressed in terms
of the real and imaginary parts of the quadratic form as done i
(41). We also point to the reader that only half the number of
constraints are enforced ih {47). This is because the @instr

ywdensity

Probabilit
N

~ ~ t B
: : . . 4TP4 = 0 implies (ﬁTPz"/) = 0 implies 4" Py_;5 =0,
’ (49)

Fig. 1. Empirical PDF of the phase estimation eroat SNR equal t30-dB. = ~ . L.
The respective PPT and LFT matrix used &g. of (I0) andL of (8). where we used the_faCt _thﬁ’tl_ = Py_;. The implication al_so
works in the opposite direction. IE_(47), we assume tNais

odd without any loss in generality.
. o ) _ The optimization probleniP) is typically referred to as the
is bounded because of the limited range of the cosine fumc“‘brimal problem From [4T), we observe that the constraints are
The estimation error is minimum at the value§] = 0 non-convesin nature. For example, the unit-norm constraint
(implies «[i] = 1) andw[i] = 0. Thus, assuming,[i] to be 414 — 1 describes, mathematically, adimensional sphere,
small, one way of impr0\_/ing the estimation error is to ensutgq such an object is a non-convex set. The remaining con-
#[i] = 1 which results inc[i] = 0. For example, we can straints are also non-convex because the matricésin (48) co
normalize the samples cfis[i] which ensures that[i] = 1. gtitute both positive and negative eigenvalues. The emjaes

However, this is not the only approach and in the next sectiqgy p, are {75 }¥-1 and, hence, the eigenvaluesPf and
we present an optimal way of ensuriag] = 1. This approa_ch P! are {COS(QﬁTnlSl:]:[:_Ol and {sin(2Z4)} V-1 respectively.
of improving the estimation error works well only wherii] - This non-convexity of the constraints rendéf) to be anon-

is small. We show empirically that, at high SNRs, this i8onyvex programMost algorithms used in solving non-convex
indeed the case. Figuid 1 shows the empirical probabilifysgrams yield local optimal solutions.

density funtllon (PDF) otw at .SNR 0f30-dB. We see that 1) The Convex Dual ProblemA suboptimalsolution can
for any choice ofT, the PDF is highly concentrated aroun e obtained by solving the so-calledial problemto (P). It
the value of zero. For example, even at the low probabili '

N : b ily derived and is gi 31
value of w = 0.2, the estimation error in percentage, afteran ¢ easily derived and is given by [31]
settingx[i] = 1 in (48), is close to1%. (D): Maximize 7

N1

—1 ~ ~
ot <M+A1N+Zl L I

b —-T—=X\]

B. Geometry-Constrained LS (GLS) Estimation (50)

In this section, we present an estimation scheme that
eliminates the amplitude estimation error introduced by tivherer, A,z andg; are the variables to optimize. In general,
matrix C. To do so, we utilize the geometrical model ofhe dual problem yields an optimal value different from that
Sectior TI-B2. We first require that we choodeto be a PPT. of the primal problem (in fact, it is never greater). The dual
We then enforce[{6) as constraints when minimizifigy). Problem is always @onvex progranwhich have the property
After obtaining an optimal estimate of, our estimate o, that every local optimal solution is also a global solution.
ie., o = T4 also satisfies[{4) (sinc& is a PPT), thereby This property eases the search process for algorithms and,

eliminating the amplitude estimation error. The optimigat N fact, numerous and efficient algorithms exist that solve
problem in terms ofy is given by convex programs in polynomial time. In certain situations,

the dual problem can yield the same optimal value as the
primal problem, i.e., a difficult non-convex program can be

(P): Mmanze J( )T - ra equivalently solved using an easier convex dual program.
st ¥'y=1,Py=0, ¥ Py =0, Let 7°,A\°, o and 37 be the minimizer toD). We obtain
_ N -1 our suboptimal estimate of by solving the Karhush-Kuhn-
l=12,...,——,  (47) - L
2 Tucker (KKT) necessary condition for local optimality (P)



which is given by which equivalently is expressed as

N1 Maximize T

M + NIy + i a?f’lR + Blop} 4..=bh (51) s.t J (%) > 7, for all 4 satisfying s;(¥) = 0,
=1 - (58)
N1 + s.t s0(%) > 0, for all 4 satisfying s;(¥) = 0,
= . (59)
cnnlies A — R I
implies J4 = | M+ A1y + Z asPr+ 6P| b StIIAN =0, (60)

=1
(52) wherel =1,...,L—1 and the constraing (%) > 7 in (58) is
equivalent tosy (%) > 0 in (B9). We obtain the final constraint
where X+ denotes pseudo-inverse &. The minimizers after observing that the conditiofy(y) > 0, s(%) = 0,1 =
7°,X°, o and By are obtained by solvingD) which is asemi- 1,..., L —1is equivalent to[(60), wher&/ is defined in[(IB).
definiteprogram (SDP)[[31]. SDPs are convex programs ardom Remark13, we have thét is a subset 0©. Thus,Q N
efficiently solved using interior point algorithnis [34]aBdard N = 0 is a sufficient condition fodll N A = (. We, thus,
solvers are available that solve for such programs, for gk@m replace the constraint ifi (60) to obtain
Erc)tggrﬁs[?zeé,]’ﬁfse CVX, a package for solving convex Maximize 7, st QAN = 0. (61)
Denote the respective optimal values (@) and (D) by If conditions in Theoreri]1 are satisfied then, after using (53
p* and d*. We say the dual problem vyields suboptimal and [54),Q NN = ) is equivalent to the LMI in[{50) and,
solution whenevei* < p*. Such a situation is referred by thehence, the optimization problem in{61) is nothing but theldu
term weak duality Whend* = p*, also known by the term problem of [50). Thus, we see that solving the original ptima
strong duality the optimal solution is equivalently achievedproblem is the same as solving the dual problem and, hence,
by solving the dual problem. In the next paragraph, we dwell = p* implying strong duality. In the following proposition,
on whend* = p* and show that strong duality holds for theve show that our seQ indeed satisfies the conditions in
optimization problemg?) and (D). Theoren L.

2) Strong Duality Betweel{P) and (D): In this section, Proposition 1. Q satisfies the conditions of Theor&in 1.

we shall use the S-procedure described in Sedtion]lll-C for _ )
proving strong duality between the primal and dual problems Proof: See.Applendlﬂkl. ) i h u
For our application, we set the matrices[inl(11) as follows: 3) .Computatlona_ Cqmp eX'Fng now discuss the com-
putational complexity in obtainingy,, of (B2). The esti-
mator requires the coefficients’, \°, oy and g7 which are
(‘3‘? do) — (1];/{ b ) 7 (‘}1 dl) = G}Z\T] 01) obtained by solving the SDP of {50). SDPs are typically
0o “ -7 1A - £3 solved using interior-point algorithms, and in[34, Chayit#],
(53) the complexity of such methods are discussed. Applying the
Ay 4y (W, 0\ complexity analysis to the SDP i (50), the resulting number
t = t JA=2,3,...,N (54) j ; 15
d, « 0" 0 of computations igO(N*?).

where W, = PR, = 23,... Y and W; = C. Normalization-based LS (NLS) Estimation
Pl vy 0= 41,8242, N. Comparing with[(Tll), ~ One drawback with the GLS scheme is that its complexity
we have thal. = N+ 1. Define the respective quadratic form®f O(N*®) can be high depending upon the valueéf A
and the set as computationally attractive alternative to the GLS schemae ¢
be obtained by choosin@ to be a PPT and exploiting the
R A f A, d A time-domain equivalent of16).
si(¥) = <_1) (le cl) <_1) 1=01....L -1, We require thaty satisfy [6) whose equivalent time-domain
(55) Manifestation is given by

n:{(so(ry),sl(ry),...,sL,l(fy))T:ryecN}. (56) |x[i]|=%,i=0,1,...,N—1, (62)

wherex = F'~ and|c| denotes absolute value of the complex
Remark 3. Letx € CN''. Sincey € CV, we havell C Q, numbere. Thus, given an estimate ef, for example, the LS
where the se® is defined in(I2). The matrices that comprise estimate in [33), we normalize its time-domain samples to
the quadratic formsy, are given in(&3) and (&4). have constant magnitude and transform back to the frequency

We are now ready to see how the primal and dual problednﬁ)mam to obtain a refined estimate 9f The overall esti-

. . mation procedure is shown in Taldle I, where two possible
can yield the same optimal values. We re-wiife) as approaches are used depending updi i chosen as a PPT

o A . or not. The normalization is performed by the diagaNak N
Minimize J(¥) st s1(%) =0, I =1,...,L =1 (87) matrix Xy whenT is chosen as a PPT and diagonalx N,



TABLE | simulations is the Wiener process which models well free-
NORMALIZATION -BASEDLS ESTIMATION. running oscillators. We denotgqp as the phase noisdB
bandwidth, and the quantity = f*—df is a measure of how
fast or slow the phase noise varies within an OFDM symbol.

| | |

| Steps | Function | Steps | Function | Alow value of p indicates a slow-varying phase noise process

| 1 | #H=M'b [ 1 | ys=M"'b | while a larger value indicates a fast-varying one.

| 2 | % = FT4,, | 2 | 81 = Ty, | The phase noise estimation _schemes of th_is paper require

3 | % - Xnin e . — o, | knqwledge of the channel. This knowledge is acquired by
i estimating the channel. We refer the reader[td [11]-[16] for

E Auts = Fals | 4 | Xnls = XN Xis | some of the state-of-the-art methods on channel estimation

| 5 | Onts = TH e | 5 | 51s = Fxps | in the presence of phase noise and frequency offset. In

| I ) |

this paper, we use the channel estimator [ofl [12] which is
computationally attractive compared to other schemes and a
the same time takes into account the effect of phase noise

matrix X v, when'T is chosen otherwise. The diagonal value9uing the estimation process.
of the normalization matrices are
o 1 ' A. CPE-based Interpolation Scheme (CIS)[of| [12] and [22]
Xnli,i] = NERGI 0.1,....,N =1, (63)  \we now briefly summarize the interpolation schemes of
o 1 _ [12] and [22]. The goal is to develop a non-iterative scheme
XN i, i] = mal =0,1,...,Ne = L. (64) for phase noise estimation for data OFDM symbols. Such a
o phase noise estimate is obtained as follows: The CPE of the
In Step 1 of Tabléll, we obtain the LS estimate which, iyrrent and next OFDM symbol are estimated using scattered
general, requires/*> number of operations. We then transfornyiiot subcarriers. The average value of phase noise in the
the LS estimate to the time-domain and normalize the sampi&grent and next OFDM symbol is then obtained by taking the
to have constant-magnitude. Whéhis chosen as a PPT, itangle of the obtained CPE estimates. The mean phase noise
suffices to only perform normalization in th€-dimensional yajues are then interpolated to obtain the entire phasee nois
space. This is because after normalizatidn;s (Step 3) realization between the mid-points of the current and next
satisfies [(62) and, hencey,, (Step 4) satisfiesL{6). Thus,oFpM symbols. A linear interpolator is used in both][12] and
duis = T4y, also satisfies the phase noise geometry in 7] |n fact, it is shown in[[I2] that for slow-varying phase
N.-dimensional space whel is a PPT. The added numbemgise processes, the optimal interpolator, in terms of mimn
of computations is mainl2N log(\V) which correspond to mean square error, is the linear interpolator. The CIS sesem
the two N-point DFT operations for moving between timeyre simple and computationally very attractive. However, f
and frequency domain. However, whahis not a PPT, even moderately or fast-varying phase noise, we can expect an

after normalization, there is no guarantee #iat will satisfy  nferior performance which is verified by the numerical fesu
the phase noise geometry. To ensure that it does satisfy when

T is not a PPT, the normalization must be done in ffie B. Discussion

dimensional space as shown in right half of TaBle I. This"
comes at the cost of higher computational complexity which Figure[2 shows coded BER performance of the proposed
is two N,-point DFT operations. phase noise estimation schemes. The ideal performance that

can be achieved is shown by the triangle-marker dashed curve
which corresponds to the case of zero phase noise. The
squared-marker curve represents the case where only CPE
We now present numerical results of the proposed phasempensation is performed. This method works well only
noise estimation schemes and compare them with somefaf extremely slow-varying phase noise processes. As seen
the state-of-the-art scattered pilot-based phase ndiseag®n from the figure, the best performance is achieved by the
schemes. In particular, we compare our proposed GLS aBdS scheme and is close to the ideal performance. It also
NLS scheme with the ULS scheme bf[23] and the CPE-basedtperforms the CIS schemes &f [12] andl[22] as expected.
interpolation schemes of [12] and [22]. The GLS scheme constraints the LS estimator to adhere to the
The system parameters set for the simulations are as fphase noise geometry. As seen in the figure, the ULS scheme,
lows: The number of subcarrieré. = 512; subcarrier spacing which is the unconstrained LS estimator, has an inferior
fsub = 15 kHz; bandwidth is7.7 MHz. The percentage performance compared to its constrained GLS counterplagt. T
of scattered pilot subcarriers is set 8% and symbol con- NLS scheme is a suboptimal solution that also achieves the
stellation is16-QAM. The channel is Rayleigh fading with same objective of delivering an estimate that satisfies liase
four exponentially decaying taps, and coherence bandwidtbise geometry. As expected, the NLS scheme has a better
is set t0800 kHz. We use al/2-rate convolutional encoder performance compared to the LS scheme.
[133,171] with constraint length of. For decoding, we use a The BER performance of the phase noise estimation
soft-decision Viterbi decoder of decoding depth equal te filschemes can be explained by examining the PDJ6f 82,
times the constraint length. Phase noise process used inwhere d is our estimate of the true value @t In Figs.[3a

Operations~ N2 + 2N log(N) | Operations~ N3 + 2N log(N

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS



and3b, we plot the empirical PDF ¢ — ||2 for SNR of 10°

30-dB and10-dB, respectively. From Fid. Ba, we see that Bl
GLS scheme exhibits thinner tails in the PDF compared t o —-GLS
- cis E

other schemes. The thicker tails seen, for example, in th®
scheme results in a higher BER as verified in Elg. 2 at ¢
equal to30-dB. In Fig.[3b, at the lower SNR af0-dB, for all 102+
schemes, we see that the PDF of the phase noise estin
error is spread over a large range of values, thereby, nlegt o |
in a much higher BER. 107}

A moderate value ofp = 0.02 was used in the simule
tion results shown in Figd] 2, 1Ba afdl3b. It is of practi 104F
interest to see how well the proposed algorithms perfornn
the practical range of values @f This is demonstrated i
Fig. [, where we plot the mean-square-error (MSE)Aof 10°
i.e., E[|9—~?] as a function ofp. A small value ofp
indicates a slow-varying phase noise process in compa 10° w w w w w w
with the OFDM symbol duration and vice-versa. As expec wowoe 1 200 224 26 2830
and verified in the figure, MSE of, in general, increase_ SNR[dB]
with o. The best performance is obtained by the GLS schemgg, 2. comparison of average coded BER vs. SNR for the pespeshemes
with CIS performing the poorest. This is easily seen sinee thith N = 8 and ¢ = 0.02. The transformation matrix used B of {0).
CIS scheme obtains the entire phase noise realization asinn
linear interpolator. As the value efincreases, the phase noi
realization is more fast-varying in nature, and a simpledir
interpolator does a poor job of approximation.

We now compare the effect of the transformation ma
T on the proposed phase noise estimation schemes. Fij
shows the average coded-BER for the ULS and NLS sche »
with T set to T, of (I0) and withT = L of (§). From 10
the figure we see that fdF equal to PPT, the ULS and NL
schemes yield a lower average BER compared to the
whenT is set as LFT, especially at high SNRs. We can a(
explain this behavior by examining the PDF|@— 4|2 which B
is shown in Fig[Ba, where SNR is set 30-dB. From the 10
figure, we see that whe is equal to the LFT of[{5), thi
empirical PDF, of both ULS and NLS, exhibits thicker ta
compared to the curve§ equal to PPT. Also plotted in th
figure is the GLS scheme. Note that for GOSis set toT,. . ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
of (I0). These thicker tails eventually cause higher BEF 107, 001 002 003 004 005 006
observed in Figld5 at SNR equal 89-dB. Figure[6b show: 0
the empirical PDF at SNR equal 10-dB. As can be seen, for _ _
any choice OfT, the ULS and NLS exhibit similar behavior . & Senbeion oLISE o oo o oprepossd ceeyes w2 o
especially at the tails of the PDF. Thus, we can expect simila
BER as evidenced in Fifg] 5 at SNR tf-dB.

The effect of the transformation matrif can also be ) )
visualized by looking at the estimated phase noise reaizat wise constant interpolator. In bth the figures, we _obsdmt?t .
We illustrate this effect, for example, using the ULS schem#SN9 the CIS schemg, the estimated phase noise regllzgtlon
FiguresCZa andTb show, respectively, the estimated phét%@ Imear appro>_<|mat|on of the true phase noise rea!|at|o
noise realization wherT is set as a LFT and a PPT. ForS S€en in the figure, for the set value of= 0.02 which
comparison, we also plot the estimated phase noise raatizaf €SU/tS in @ moderately-varying phase noise process, nkarli
using the CIS scheme. From Fig.] 7a, we observe that {Rproximation is a poor estimate.
LFT matrix L of (8 allows only for smooth approximation
of the true phase noise realization. This is because the Imode VI. CONCLUSION
in (8 estimatesN low-frequency components. For example, This paper presents scattered pilot-based phase noise es-
in the figure, N = 8 which implies eight low-frequency timation schemes for an OFDM radio link corrupted by
components are estimated. On the other hand, in[Eig. 7b, please noise. Pilot-based estimation schemes are at&dativ
observe that whefT is set to the PPT of(10), a piece-wisalelay sensitive wireless systems when compared to deeision
approximation of the phase noise realization is obtaindiis T feedback schemes which can incur significant computational
effect arises because the interpolation matrixid (10) irags load and, hence, delay onto the receiver. This paper builds

=#-Only CPE compensation
== Perfect y Knowledge
-A No Phase Noise

107

MSE
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(a) SNR equal t&30-dB. Observe that the PDF has thicker tails whBns
set to LFT, thus, exhibiting higher BER in Figl 5 20-dB SNR.

(b) SNR equal to10-dB. Observe that for ULS and NLS, there is no
dependence of the PDF tails on the choiceIfthus, exhibiting similar

BER values in Fig[lb at0-dB SNR.

Fig. 6. Effect of T on the empirical PDF 0f|3 — &||? for the proposed scheme®,,. of (I0) is used as the PPT addof () is the LFT. The number of
estimated components i§ = 8. The value ofp = 0.02. The GLS is also plotted for comparison. It is always implated with T set to a PPT.

upon earlier work wherein, using the least-squares priacipestimation error performance for the estimator that ables

phase noise is estimated from scattered pilot subcartiess. this geometry.
shown that such an estimator suffers from amplitude andgohas
estimation errors which arises due to receiver noise, aitm

from limited scattered pilot subcarriers and estimatiomgis
a dimensionality reduction model. We empirically show that The proof follows on similar lines as iR [L7]. From Theorem

the phase estimation error is small and the critical facsor[j) we need to prove the following:
the_ amlphtude estimation error. To eI|m.|nate t.he amplltudgl_ The seq) satisfies the regularity conditions, i.e., its conic
estimation error, the least-squares estimate is enforoed t | . spans the entir®@ -1, whereL = N + 1

satisfy the so-called phase noise spectral geometry. Noather P2. QNN = () implies cov (Q') AN =0

results demonstrate superior bit-error-rate and phaseenq}ve' begin with P1 '

APPENDIXA
PROOF OFPROPOSITIONT]
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Fig. 7. Comparison of the estimated phase noise realizatitinthe actual phase noise realization. The valueVof= 8 and o = 0.02 with 30-dB SNR.
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Fig. 5. Effect of transformation matriT" on average coded-BER whé&h =
Tpe of (I0) is compared withT' = L of (B). The value of N = 8 and
0= 0.02.

A. Proof of P1

{cos(2Zr)}M- " and {sin(2Z2L)} ), respectively. We are

now ready to prove the regularity condition.
~ T
Choosex; [flT O} ,i 1,2,...,
T
T \/N} , i.e., we choos@/ = N + 1 points. We note that

> L —1sinceL = N + 1. Making use of the eigenvalues
of P andP/, the pointsq(x;) and, hence, the matriQ of

N and xy41 =

(19) is given by
1 1 1 1 —-N
1 cos(zﬁﬂ') cos(%) cos(w#l) 0
Q= |1 cos(ZmNZD)  ou(dmlN_1)) cos(ZWN=DIN-1)
0 sin(zﬁﬂ') sin(%) sin(w#l)
o Sin(2n(21\11\771)) Sin(47r(2]\1]\771)) sin(2T(N=D(N—1) ) o
(66)

From [66), we note thatank (Q) = N since the rows form
an orthogonal basis. Choose constafits}’2, = 1. Then
SIMENH pia(xi) = 0 since the elements of each row sum
to a value of zero. This completes the proof.

The setQ is described by the quadratic forms Bf{53) ang' Proof of P2

(&4), i.e., The setQ is defined in[(IR) and described by the quadratic
I 0 W, 0 forms ¢;(x),l = 0,1,...N, whereq/(x),l > 0 is given in
a(x) =x! (01}[ _1> X, qi(x) = x! (()Tl 0) x, (65) (B8). The quadratic forng,(x) takes the form
_ PR _ N+1 _ M b
where W, = P, 1 = 23,...,55= and W; = go(x) = xT (bT )x. (67)
P! Cnal =N LA p 2 N Let {£})Y, denote -

column vectors of theN x N DFT matrix F. First, we Consider the set

note that the permutation matri; is circulant and, hence, T N1
diagonalizable byF. The eigenvalues oP; are given by QN = {(QO(X)a Q1(X)=--~a‘JN(X)) Hixl[2=1,x€C }
(68)

{e7”" }N-1 and, thus, the eigenvalues & and P/ are
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It is related toQ by [37], [38] space of rank equal to one. The vector describing this space

(and satisfyingv = 0, ||v|l1 = 1) is given by
Q:{ty’tZO,yEQN}- (69) 1
v=—1, (77)
Let cov (Qy) denote the convex hull of ;. We define N
wherel denotes N-dimensional vector of ones. Definas the
con (Q) = {ty ‘ t>0, y € cov (QN)} : (70)  vector with elements; = \/v;. Thus, atk = FX¥, whereX.
) _can be any unitary-diagonal matrix! W;x = 0, for all [ > 2.
First, we observe tha® C con (Q). Secondly,con(Q) is -
a convex set since it is defined in terms of the convex set
cov (Qn). We, thus, have Proposition 3. For anya > 0 andb > 0, such thata > b and
a+b=1, we have
cov C con 71
(Q) € con (@), (D infimum (%A% + 2Real (Xc)) <
sincecov (Q) is the convex hull of@ and by definition is the 5
smallest convex set enclosigg With these facts in place, we infimum <5<T Ax + \/jQReal (iTc)> ., (78)
have the following relation: a
R1. 9NN =0=Qny NN =0. where A = 0, c is any complex vector and the infimum is
R2. cov(Qn) NN =0 = con(Q)NN =0 = taken over allx satisfying(Z2).
cov(Q)NN =10,

- _ o Proof: First, we note there exists a& satisfying [72)
where= plenotes gquwalence and=- denotes implication. ¢, 1 thatReal (%ic) < 0. For example, from[[72), the
The equivalence in R1 follows froni_(68) anf [69). The

T “components of the row vectdi 1 take the forme_2", where
implication in R2 follows from [[ZD). We, thus, see that it ] i VN '

Onv NN =0 = cov(Qn)NAN =0 then, after combining e’ are the diagonal values of diagonal matrix. SinceX
R1 and R2, we have the required result. We now show tHz@n be any unitary-diagonal matrix, set = Z(FTC) -,

this is indeed the case. where Zz denotes angle of the complex numb:erlThus,
Remark 4. For unitnorm x, ¢(x) = 0 only atx — 1eal (OTET]}TC) = —|[Flefs < 0. Thus, we have
[miT\/ﬁZ]T’ where||x|[2 = 1 and [z] = 1. infimum (X' A% + 2Real (Xc)) =n —¢ (79)
Proposition 2. For unit-normx, ¢;(x) =0 for all / > 1 at b b
. infimum <5<TA5< + \/;2Real (i%)) =n— \/;e, (80)
x = {\/ascT bz} X=Fv,vIv=11]=1 (72

wheree > 0 and 7 is the minimum eigenvalue oA. The

wherev,; = \/—% a>0,b>0,a+b=1andX can be any result now follows since: > b. n
unitary-diagonal matrix. Let con (Qx) denote the conic hull 0®,y. We now have

T the following proposition:
Proof: Write x = [\/EXT\/Ez} . Sincex should be of

unit-norm, we have|x|s =1, a > 0,b >0, a+b =1 and
|z] = 1. Using [6%), the conditiom;(x) = 0,7 > 1 results in

Proposition 4. Let 7 < infimum (x'Mx + 2Real (x'bz)).
The point[0,1,0...0]" ¢ con (Qx).

Proof: If [0,1,0...0]" € con (Qx) then there must exist

= S

}fTYfowf)’ (73) [0,£,0...0]" € Qy for somet > 0 [37]. We show that this is
x'FDF'x =0, (74)  impossible. From Propositidd 2, we haygéx) = 0,1 > 1 for
y' Dy =dfv=o0, (75) x of (Z2). At such anx, ¢;(x) = a — b and, since we require

L 0,£,0...0]" € (Qn) for ¢t > 0, we requirea > b. Now, the
wherey = Fix with components denoted by; andv = quadratic formg,(x) of (1), for x of (72), takes the form
[lyol? [y1/*...lyn—1]*] . Inthe above equation, we used the
fe}ct that W; is diagonglizaple with .the DFT mgtrix wh_ose (%) = a |xIMx + \/E2Real (Schz) —br >0, (81)
eigenvalues are contained in the diagonal mabixand in a

the vectord;. Combining [(7b) for all > 2, we have where the inequality results after applying Proposifibnn8 a

1 cos(2E) cos(47) cos(22V=1) the assumption that < infimum (x"Mx + 2Real (x'bz)).
: : : : : Using [B1), we see thd0,t,0...0]" ¢ Qy for t > 0. This
1 cos(ZENZL))  oos(AmNo)y cos(AHN= RN 1 O 9. completes the proof. L]
o sin(F) sin(4§) sing 22522 The proof of P2 is now complete with the following
: : : : : proposition and after combining the relations R1 and R2.
0 sin(2TNZDy ANy (2N DIV L), -
(76) Proposition 5. Oy NN =0 = cov (Qn) NN = 0.
where we require that > 0 and||v||; = 1 becausé|x||> = 1. Proof: The conditionQ y NN = () impliesqo(x) > 0 and

It can be easily seen that the above matrix has a non-zero (k) = 0,7 > 1. From Remark}4 and Propositiéh 2, we have



q(x) =0forl >1onlyatx = [\/O.5iT\/O.5z]T, where
x and z satisfy [72). At such arx, the conditiongy(x) > 0
implies

0.5 [x'Mx + 2Real (X'bz) — 7] > 0 (82)
= 7 < X'Mx + 2Real (X'bz), (83)
= 7 < infimum (ch Mx + 2Real (inZ)) , (84)

where the infimum is taken over all values &f and z

[16]

[17]

(18]

satisfying [72). Thus, after using Propositiah 4, we hawé®l

that[0,1,0...0]" ¢ con(Qy). This implies that theorigin

is boundary pointof con (Qy). A necessary and sufficient[20]

condition for origin to be a boundary point is existence of
point that does not belong ten (Qy) [37]. Thus, Oy NN =
) = con(Qn)NN =0 = cov(Qn)NN =0. ]
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