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Multipath / Tone interference effect in Land mobile FM communication system
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ABSTRACT : We have analyzed the performance of land mobile Avualeg wnd Digital
FM systems which are affccted by multipath and cochamnel tone iaturfercuce.
Through the numerical calculation, the results are shown in graphs as fubctious
of modulation index £, interference to signal amplitude ratio P, modulating
frequency p, time delay 1, , Tading index m, (NR and CIR . And then we have

compared with each other and discussed.

3
e
bt

Hgol 2 Ase YR §Fo D1 ehdEI RN QX

et AYHY ael gzh owe
X

the 3 ol debeh

FHs el zhn ek a9
AT 4l BA WAk wEFS TYF Ll Spu (t)=5coslu tBsin pt]
MGz dt S MY BHeE Jaf Alame
<t S dme 0%
of §i olgl,
e Yo wgsho) Aot
% 1% 2 4o AFsuE s
B=~p—r Wz 2] 4
sle obdR PN #43t gor of o Ay Ao o o 4
B B o
AGHE FaE N o AP chFR U TAAY
bw: Huj Foha Hol
T4 d¥E st gk dAE M
FSk g4 WSK W g ddsidoq, oz
HH 2REAE ALAE JhAv HE 98 d%Peg -2 oAE M AR
o sUHE FAHY FUULE AHE oY) (1) FSK Q%

FSK 129 BHNE g} ol bl

~214-

kel YHam Ay Falp WRTE oldm

88680

LR

(1)



sF(t)=Scos[(wC+b w)t] {2)

k

MSE st ey EHAL S Wrd

”
(oS

sM(t)=S{aI(t)cosw tcosuct

R

+aQ(t)sinw tsinw t} O<t<T (3)

R

%, s oUns UE
Yo g A gt

apttlan (el T Lol 3y
Wechiofqe) grY Ux

{, | PYuQ 289 0 Spuce Al

L Yy dssh 1 Mk ul

2 3 [23
LR SRS

P2 AR Y EPFIE TR Frgel 07

Held 22 HEL ohEH Wol BHEG
n(t)=nc(t)cosmct—ns(t)smwct (4)

7] 4, n_(t)shn (t)o] HEUTEFE el i

-
=L

s
Qo olge] HEUEGPL 242 by A Pk

n?

1 [o]
p(n_) =-me——exp (-x—3) {5)
c ¢2wcn 20n
2
) =k —exp (-2 ) (6)
Ping) =7yys—e*P (“353
2, a2 HE Fuy
oy

ohdRa Mo adiae] TULTItR U
Aarzol ofs) Ay Uwspuitineg ¢, ¢o A

Ay vz Ayegti?

-215-

s

Fult!
i (t)Q

FM
4

a® L oA vd TU Pyl F2 by
Multipath interference in wobile radio
communication system.

oy (t)=Spcoslu_(t-t,)+8sinp(t-t,)] (7

RS BT A
Al M ogAelAe dEE B4E T94 AU
SasnE U3z YUY JYE vE U AE
2EE wvz AYEd.  wud 43 U S 9

UYL we ush

m.2m-1
p(s) =22 —eyp(-082) (8)
rim e

®OT (e gehgs
R F L

Q=52 ¢ glely g P& dE YT HY

w o tosely zj$
E-.a
0 e
m=30
o m=20
; 4-& \ [ m=10
s l— m=5
2 Ve
&
; %
-
H A
o i
44 -
)
1y
@,e u /{j# h—J

d f 2 3

The Envelope of Signal X{=5/%)

a2g Lom- 22 3Y
n - distribution curve.



4 - 2. Tone T 4

FAMY Tone Bygshi vhgH gof THAG
ift)=Icos(wcm¢}

I PR RRE
pos YA 4

-
{

Tystel AY 92 AU

p(¢)=§l_ P I T Y 4 (10
™

b.ogEE Ly A4

Bt ebdEor PN o4

FM
Receiver

rit)

sFM(t) Multipath pr——t @ { t )

opt® 7 FM A B9 vy
Analysis model of Analog FM <ignal

1 3

oo R Ml r

9g s 2ol hehd 4 e

R

Ty

rit) =Scos[mct+Bsinpt] +SDcos Iwc(t-t,,)
+Bsinp(t-t,)]
=S(cos!’1 (t) *ocos‘?z (t)}
=Alt)cosy(t)

2 A(t)=S/T+p2+2pcos¥ (L)

) -1 _psin¥(t)
pie) =y (e)etan” PR ta s

‘Ht)ﬂ’2(t)*‘l’l (t)

sD
bt UUT W HPUT N

FHUE riy7h ol AAHY Limiter o} Discriminatord

e 7o) g dblb) o v,

dy(t) . 4 -1 _psin¥{t)
Ts -wC+chospt*dt(tan ]+pcos\i’(t)} {12}
A Bst FAe g2 oo (1§ WA
22 4Eg AZsY HE2EY dTeoow dew
%] "t

(13}

e(t) =Awcospt+pC,sinB

- n
it C°=-22 L_-%)—Jl(nz)cos(ne,,)
n=1

-pit-ta
B=ptt 5 )
eni—mcto

Z=?_BsinL§“

EREIE BRI

Akd gstd oy

40
g2
St A S [ Y )
Al S S B #3
I s e
20 e I ——
o
| [ NS YN
e
0 -
; /I.
= f
!
= }
& -20f—+
i)
2
o
o
3 ol
-40 T
i
i
-60
p=3000 Hz
t,=1.6833x10 Y{eec]
-80
0.7 0.96 1.22 1.48 1.74 2.0
1
o
29 4 ohEE Vg GFL WO ohdw o P UD
R
PerFormance cavve of Analog FN o signad affected

by multipath interferonc:

St o]’] 3 OFM o]

OFSE npol

cow hfxl Largest
ot

feld Decision
cos et b

ry¥h b FSE o aro)e) s wd
Analysis model of FSK reveiver
e el o7 ESK uale)

ae s gul’!

/5%,

462

T obud o gwdee

21
PE~2erfcl

n
tEE B YN YYE B FK UxY PR
ea HEwel T £gHU N(1HY UTY

-~ 216~

B

ioof ke o

[——a~out put

280 Aef ol



- BENo] o Yz & ot g Ue] Fo¥e 4
P = "P .p(S)dS 1t CNR=10[aB}
eF o E'P E;:Q@:'i:*'——-—_
HE-2 e rsK
3 @ M \ usk
1./ SELmey) (), GF) - (mek) § CNR=20(4B] :
2 2mm T (m) 2m 10€-3 \ \g
. ,
. .3, _%rF 5 a4 A ~
2Py (1omss Zi gt as) 3 » -
GF 2 CNR=30[dB] "}
o let-5 N ]
2 ™
& \
av o 1066 3 rsK
T eop o E "33 UEE Qg HE wea B g \\ MSK
non “ e \\
i AE HYgw )
NS
1060
2ONSE ) \\
196-9 rSK
. MSK
1 2 3 4 s
!"(ll m
Gaussian
noise & 2¥ T ooEE T4 Y¥E v g N Uz
2§ B4
Error performance of Digital FM signal affected
by myltipath interference.
1Y 6. MSK 4009 a4 =l
Analysis model of MSK recciver.
6. Tane 74
g e ol At MSK g 250 o8 UM § -1 ofE FH Wy
3 e gud gunes gg 2w
t)
=4 s2 SFM(U fIL\r( Re:eMiv ———elt)
PE--Z-erfc(v 320;) (16) er
gz gl d¥g ¢ NSk Qmel #Hy o4 it
egde  Cher wade A¥ wgud N6
Q8 ohdEa FH 4o s B
NBVE SE u - 2E o) s BEE st LS Lo Analysis model of Analog FM signal.
ol o] W}, ‘
eeed SU MY Tone By 020 AYE VL ohFE2 A
Popt| PppiS)dS QBe 983 ol ey
eF 0 E
r‘t’=5C°5[“ct*BSinpt]'rIcos[ucu@]
2
1./ %crr(medsy 0 TTOGE - (m+k) .
=3 Ten Tim- 1t Tem ! Slcosy, (t)+pcosy, (t)]
2 =A(t)cosy(t) 18
b ameks oSG 07) (1o
271" '2'16m+nRe
GF .
o a T Alt)=SY1+p3+2pcosY (t)
7 ferTZe? BT T4 IE v 2 v(t) =y, (t)+tan ! psin¥lt
o B5 A 1 1+pcos¥ (t)
‘i’(t)=‘l’2(t)-‘l’1(t)
I
p=g ¢ ZHAR d HPAze NZu
Suabsh ATl e o AW T3E a2 T s
b Qlet.



d442% r(t) 7}
200 gqusre WL o wonA e

o] A2 Limiter 9} Discriminator

-1 _psinVv(t)

1+pcos‘l‘(t)) (19)

dy(t) _ a
3 -wc+Aucospt+dt{tan

A oAN BEH Fap gEoc % L) § WAool
a3t H42E A7idd HEF 84T L 9EH
Zol 9.
e(t)=awcospt+ | (=p)°J, (s8)
s=1
-Scos(pt—s@) {20)
G200 0f oa) $2] ALT ABE 1€ 9. of vheaich
60
et ——1B =4
PR S o S
—T
T 1B 2 3
Vs e ———F
30 L =2
7 - . T |8=1
S —
0 /
= //
=z
0 -30
; /
-
2
a
5 -60
o /
-90
p=3000 Hz |
-120
0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0
i
]
3¢9 5 A Tone Bye] JFE PO ohm o P
RETIRISE ¥
Performance curve of Analog FM signal affected
by cochannel tone interference.
6 - 2. ¢ FM 4
(1) FSK )
1(t)
s_(t} Receiver|
F Fig.5 = Qutput
ntt)

2 10, FSK 4417219 sy =
Analysis model of FSK receiver.

Ats FEH Y A Tone 24
EIREDIEE R FRETE DERS

nL.o.
T

o) J%E
29 1.3 et

Q-ch
ﬁi
0NN N
\\ERROR \
REGION
N'
(3
R
N "
(4
N, » I-ch
N N0 5
2
N \\
& N
threshold
level
S ¥ RSk el Y odeldm
Compusite  phaso:  diagram of  received FOF
signat.
BRI - B L S T T B R A 2 - Rl
Golobyt oelvl b dui wpobd. HE opT o eg el
ohg A ol g
2 . /2
b aree /28 2oisera 21
e17an ), 3 g coselds fe1)
SZ
a5y 2 ¢ v
R G 20} vhgah o] 35 vy
2 . o T
B:% vy ah o e dege
L2 MSK g
1{t)
Receiver| .
SM(U Fig.6 }e—p Qut put
n{t)
LR 120 MSK =aloje] s wg
Analysis model of MSK recviocr.
Aga e FQ oAd Tome THULZ FFE
e MK ATe) HE FYNL sdeldEL 19 137
s



Q-ch

: VAN

2913 U MK e gy sl
Composite phusor disgram of received MSK
signal.

TE oA Y U WE Re] WU oy Yol
Eo7HY ozt w8 wely, wKk 05 HE a2

PE 2o g el fEE.

1 2n " ﬂ/ﬁg
Pefﬂjoerfc‘z/:;; S cos¢)d¢ (22)
sa
¢, %G%3g3 HEu o 4e A

—

SN B A TR I3

M oRA ALY FAHE 28 1o

e} 9l
1
1061
1962
| CNR=10(dB]
10£-3
N_"q—v--———__._
10(aB]
EIOH
wd
;‘;m—s — N
g ble iy ~
& 106-¢ 1 { '\ N J
P LN DN
& toer Tt 3 <I13138)
u IREIREAN
196-8 - i A ~
- T 7
“25 as)
1063 20(aB1—2¢ aBT 115 [dB]4
25(dB}
§ 5 W 15 ] P »
CIR[dB)

¥ W By Ald Tone el AL ¢ vlaF FY
139 o g By
Ervor performance of Digital FM  signal
affected by cochannel tone interference.

-219-

.3 &
#2) ALE 23 Y=g B4
Aol UBE VYY FUE Cg FE Foj7 AT
A tool e} WE A4 A8 HHA EAbGE g -
T Ued, 9 M Tone BHY g wg
A4 obdEa PB4 YUy Bydz Wz A4
A7 Frheted ek 4% Adel Hug BAg 4
t}.
YA P ddold BEe B4 B My Tone
TUY YR PE Aee: Fola A RF MSK
ol FSK gynet 4ol pisut Ag ¢ 4

2 gleh.

ohgz FM

34
144

T2y

Philip F. Panter, Modulation, Noise and Spectral

Analysis, New York @ McGraw - Hill, 1985.

Donald L. Schilling, Principles of Communication

Systems, New York : McGraw - Hill, 1986.
3% B 2 42 hpay s aleay ged

Aold BAsteli AW clAT T4 YA o4

T4 UITUNY SAGSYRY EEY, 1997,
4 1.5 Gradshteyn and I.M. Ryzhik, Tables of integrais

of series and prodncts, New York ® Academic Press,

1980.



