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Abstract

A Study is presented showing the effect of car—
rier phase error on the error-rate of a PR(class
1,11,1V) shaped SGAM digital radio system,

A simple upper bound on the probability of err-
or as a function of phase error is derived and ¢~
omnpared to one another,

The result is that if carrier phase error is 1-

ess than 3® there is no serious degradation.
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