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ALSTRACT ¢ The «vnar iati cyquations of several digital signals transmitted
ithrosgh Rayleigh fading channe! have been diivived for both nondiversity and
diversity ricoptione. And wsipg thoie cgnations,  the error rate  performance
has been evalwated  and roprescuted fo giaphs.  Comparing the performance of
diversity receptioe  eith fhat of geudicernity reception we kuow to what amount

of improvement in «r:or pe:furmance can be ubtaincd by diversity techniques.
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