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< At Aod daglEe 71E FCOM €1al&9 {28 9d Al (Euclidean distance) 3k o
A1 Bayesian Likelihood &2 ¢<:(fitness function)e} 7}$¢-A|¢t 7FEX7F FE4" #Hulg wjEgx
(partition matrix)& ©]-83t, B Y A &Yooz FAH dogdEZRH HAFY Q2 &8 AH
gk(optimal channel output states)ES A% FA3L oA FAE A9 =3 A gE=Z 9|4y
Ade] o]dA Ad Ae)(desired channel states) Wl E] S8 FA3tal, o] & Radial Basis Function(RBF)
3719 F4d(center) 22 Loz X4 dHolg JES Zopdg. HAFoMs £&Y ol A
S 7FEAIE F-go] F7HE dlolEHE AFE-3le] 7]& 9] Simplex Genetic Algorithm(GA), lo]H.8 =
e o] GASA(GA merged with simulated annealing (SA)), & A EHHJYW MFCM 53
O S vla FA3HeH, 7FAet 15 A7F 44" MFCM_GWE o83 Ad53717F 4d 3
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.M =2 A B (channel impulse response characteristics)&
A1, o]o] wat 5317 AFE 278 & A4
qAd B4 Al2HA A= dolg AErt 4F =) Gh(decmlon-duected)ﬁ’ré] oz As £
g F7I2 $AHT, AE Ad gy AR TE B3} olgt= diFRFHQ whHo g 49

(multipath) £ 2ol @ AP Paktime  Eelole fdssdy Bot $He AF A5
dispersion)2 F41€ Als.7te] Z A (overlapping) o] Y 87} ol E wWozA
&z, ole e AL ABT AL Ao G4 WEel A B @ o e A7t o7
7H4( inter-symbol interference: ISI)o] g} 3§t} oA ot [21[3].

ok

ol B3t 7t HE & Z& X 088 71 % Volterra kernels [4] ¥ Maximum
S7HNRH FAol AEEEE AYVFLEN & ikelihood (ML) [5] mrg-—ﬁ- o] 43 N AY MY
A ol gug A5 S Bddted B2 o o] ZAo] I YEAHQ EFolg}k & 4 ik d
=& o7 A7le F8F 9delg. AYrt 1 A%t Volterra kernels 2 o] &3 Fauty & 1 A

A A FF BASt= vlAdE ISle vAdE 5 A Qo] By o g 913e, a3 ML A
ANz Y B8 A5E A A7 [1]. g S Ad ASFE FATIAN Y Mg
olHT HldY IBIE FE3tx 14 AL 75 Dzo] GE AbR Aol Baw e HEO
stAl 3171 A= Hlﬁﬁé Ad 37 943 BAHoz Ar|Ho] Sttt 1 Yex = 4l
°let. E22 o3 wAY Y S} 48 2

AEA Ad 3 ML dHolHE $41817) g Ad 2ReA AE s Support
ol #4537 R 71E AlEP(reference Vector(SV) $371[7] & HZ ATHALY o]
signal) & FA3IL, FA FoXe $4 F9 71 g mR adgAgdel dF ARANH B3
F AZEH T8 A3 E ol&std Ad EA ANHRAZ L aFskT Q) oje g uhEE v
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34 Lin 52 AUlde=E vldy a4E537]9
THE A3 & 5 e Y-S A LSHATHE]
59 =fdAe vAdd Ade #x B As
g AFAoZ A= YAl A A28
B #A2 zd &4 A= Ft(optimal channel
output states)-& FAst o]E o] &3l v
Ade] o]dd Ald Abel(desired channel states)
HEE FAFo=zH $£48E A3E B4 & +
AU AT o] J v A= A H FHR) H A
Y AQde »dHd & FFAASE AL =
AA T v F37]e Adesol =3 Ad &
g A 3ol Ao FAHLEEA o3 ZA FH
2 4 3tk Lin 52 Ade &8 A8 L F
A3l71 98t simplex GAE A|¢Hst 1, 29
v dlelHe|= FHEH o F1A ¢aelFU GASA
(GA merged with simulated annealing (SA))[9]
9} 7129 FCME 7)4% MFCM (Modified
Fuzzy C-Means)[10] 5°]| ¥ & 5o} EeQl= v
A8 AdFsrlol dist B2 A% Aol olF
oA foh 28y 29 F9FE Bo] 2 M3
o M= FHE &9 AH ol s FEx
o} &K i AE5HQ sdo] A3 A
ol

2 =gdAE odd EAPSS 32a] 9
3la] 7129 FCME B8 = vl E a'd 53l
A3 E WIA MFCME] ¢xeElFd 7+
Alet  7}ER|(Gaussian weights) & A &-3
MFCM_GWE A|¢t3it). Agtd MFCM_GW2
A9 4SS FA gouWMR vAY Ade
HAHo &9 A g ddFe=2 & FEx
o WE 22 FAY F Ron, o|FHA FHL
Ad 28 M GER olF Ad AH HHE
TAA%. o] Ad FE HEHEL FANSE K
3= RBF §317]9) T4 o2 SEHo2N
T2Hoz 73 uHy EeRls Ad F37]
E 73 F Y. d8dM= olgA 7R
Ad 53719 simplex GA, GASA 183 =%
[10]9] MFCM & o} &3 A9 53179 Ao}
&3 HolM Heg& A5 v 2434

Il. RBF S2}7|E o|&& v MY xMLS3L

Nonknesr chmnnel o )
Linesr portioe  __ Nonligear portion NGl | 49
il:l_ L) " o, k)

e P O e O E1
! o] o, Oy -y )

o Equalizer

e o §

”_._ : ) Slicor ﬂ-_—

a8 1 B|MY MY S A[Afe] =

A8 g 53 A2"Ee 29 134 2o} o
Y 2138 sk) = A8 EE H(z) ¢ 8|48 B
 Niz) & 749 v4d8 A9s Fdo A5
o, 4 ()T Q2 X8 & 4 Uk

y(K) = 2h()s (k=) (1)

v(k) = D,y(k)+ D,y(k)* + D,y(k)* + D,y(k)* (2)

A7l p = A9 A4, Di € i HA B4 F
2o Aot} A4 2549 sk) = o] A%
d {+1}°l8 BFn FHEFHY X E 7MY
1 71RZT AEE A Blo|E FHAIL JAS
e(k)7} 718 329 yke= 4 B)F 2o &
d & 4 Utk | -

y(k) =y(k)+e(k) (3)

ulok q%

bl ss7le A4dn B9 A9
M=+ e Mz e ddel 7 Ao
e AR 4 @) 2ol B9 F + ok

s(k)=[s(k),s(k—1),"-,s(k—p—g)] (@)

EF HolE ASAL Fgol 27t HA) B

S3lv)e 4 WEe A ()% o] F9 Aot

g0 271 94 @ 4 WE yk) £ 4
__'I.?_

6),(7) 2ol Y; Yy ¥ /e APz Us

& k.
Y= {y(®)ls(k—d) =+1} (6)
Y= {y(k)ls(k—d) =—1} 7)

savle) dge Feo FhE £4 A%
y(k)E 7Igte g A$E AZ sk-d)E EFF 3
Rolthk o714 y(k) & ZolE 7H5-AI%¢ Fsol
F7150] emz ol @ “tel(desired
channel states) W B & F410 2 719AIQ0 FXF
AR sGed)el G FAAE e S
go] HE y(k)7t FAY AQ Y, Y, T, o
do &3l=uE A3 e Aa4 FA= A4
& 4 oy, ayez HFHo FIE A3 vl
Z ZA o]&(Bayes decision theory) [11]8 &-&
& 4 gled, 4 @) 9= 54 2 F Ik

1 E) = Sexp(— [ y(B)-y" [12/202) ®)

i1=1
— Yexp(— | y(k)—y7* | */20%)
i=1

R  fplylk)) =
ih-a=sno)={ 1B o
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i ¢yileaz Y)s Y, 2 L—}E}LH-“; o]
’z}’ﬁi Ad e Ag Sl O A= n', 0’
= 7HAIQE /59 B4 %?col‘:}- LIRS
Agdel Ad A HEEQ ¥y 9yt & Ad
£% Ad Zt(channel output states) Z FAE
o g & ey O AAE 3 Fo &7 Folqlt
2 =®dA= 4 @A FEE HH Ho)=
273 o|8<% RBF YEYIEZ FHIHUTE Unt
Q1 RBF A% £ f(x)= 4] (10025 594
2 4 UrH12]

o)1 0’

41(10)-4 LIRSE: ’%T @(m)% A3 exp(-x)
2, pE 20, 2, 283 75X ArE 1, U
Ag 12 AW RBF A7 3-94

of TAE FH3ZH Hjo]zx AA o]
e 71AA Bo-

. A2 == &t} ZH(Channel Output

States)n} O|AtA x| Alef(Desired
Channel States) HiE o] AMDE 32|

B ERqME A4 AT sk-d)E
- 8|4 RBF —5;}714 w*—cq =4 gro= Ay
el ey ooy ) 2890 gk A %}
% p=l, ‘6‘3@}71 24 =1, A1zt A d=1, 21
a9 19] wAE A4 D1=1, D2=0.1, D3=-0.2,
D4=0.08 71+ A H(z)=05+1.0z ‘o] Yr}
T AR, ZLol g A% £4 doME 8
AP =8)e) spd Ae) WES 2% %
3719 29< s(k-1)o] "} o] FELS E 19
Uehggich.

¥ 19 o)A A2 A ME [y(k),y(k—1)]

2A37] 9

E 1 AY &8 Al 3

= “Ad &8 AH gk(channel output states)'?]
{al,ag,a:,,,%}(a'l—l 0500, a2=-0.4500, a3=0.5000,

a4=-0.600002Z 748 F U< AL ¢ F AT
It o g g=lojir d=lojyd Ad Aef WE
(alal), (ala2), (a3,al), (a3,a2)= ¥, S, (a2.al),
(a2,a4), (a4,a3), (adad) £ Y, & vehich 18
i d=091 A%+ (alal), (ala2), (a2,a3), (a2.a4)
= Y'E, (a3al), (a3,a2), (a4ald), (adad)= Yj,
E gEI ol s Ad 48 &9 }-}
oloﬂ daid dfgol H= 4¢ A 4ol Y
[8]. 1= AEX}FpE AT JHASHE A
Sl ARl oA Ad A HE e Ad
&8 g o FAT & U0 AE, vAAF
Aqde Bele 53 FAle A" AIERR
B o2 HHo Qg &9 A %S Fohl=
e HAE AE E 5 Ak

2 (11)ol A el o} = Bayesian likelihood
(BLy= A9 A9 &9 JH o2 74HE A
9 A 98 A7 1 e 3 it dus
Aol Lin Foll o3 Fo] HUH8].

L-1

BL=[Tmax(f3' (k).f5' (k) (11)
k=0

o 7]

f5 (k ZGXP — [ y(B) =y 11 */202),

-1
n,

=Y exp(~ | y(k)—y: 1| */25%)

i=1

fz (k)

o) L& £49 Holge Yojojnh wed &
ZEAA Agd uelFolx HH9 Ad F¥
Fel e 2] 98k A (1)) logarithme 3
3 FHY 4 (129 FFE 549442 &34

£

L—1

FF= Y log(max (f5'(k),f5 (k))) (12)
k=0

242 OlAME #'d Afef WE{ote| M

g Age : H(z)=05+1.02"Y,D,=1,D,=0.1,0,=—0.2, D, =0.0,and d =1
14 A8 871 €] o] AFA d AlH| WE 537 &9
. . 3 1:11 ).1- o2 N

s(k) stk~1) s(k-2) | y(k) y(k—1) _H[ua {jv‘iai{%} slk—1)
1 1 1 1.0500 1.0500 (a1, ar) 1

1 1 -1 1.0500 -0.4500 (a1, a2) 1

-1 1 1 0.5000 1.0500 (as, ar) 1

-1 1 -1 0.5000 -0.4500 (as, az) 1

1 -1 1 -0.4500 0.5000 (az, a3) -1

1 -1 -1 -0.4500 -0.6000 (az, as) -1
-1 -1 1 -0.6000 0.5000 (as, a3) -1
-1 -1 -1 -0.6000 -0.6000 (a;, as) -1
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V. 7FRAQF JFEAIS =231 HMS]

- [ I_‘|I....
Za|Ae| Z02|E (MFCM_GW)

=&[10]9l A AAlE MFCM &¢1gEde v
AY Ade Ad &9 A" 3L 2] s 7
&9 FCM € 12|Fd F 71& A7 F71 HA
o HA Y Ad &9 Ful g 2o =2
Fed BE AW A HHS AT 24
= GA(construction stage)e} o} A FAHE A
d e 9YHE FoA  Hoe] Bayesian
likelihood (BL) 52 &4 S 7Ixl& A= HH
& Foljl= DAl(selection stage)Z e & U
o} 3429 § 19 vy AL 89 Ad A
HEE 7HA Y ol FAd= 409 &8 - g
o] EAFt. vk HAH Ad & e gt
{apapaga,}ol I FR 82 {c,cpnepne,}E
71E& 9] FCM duglEoz ZA3
{ap 0050, }9] 2+ 2240 {c],cz,c3,c4}%- vl
A7)e 2% Col me} 124@y2)e 2] ohe A
d AH 9HES 78 & Ak olHF vig =
& Ce= MFCM9 W& A £5& 3 ¢
Z AlF A C(1)=1,234, C(2)=1243,..
C(12)=3,214 o2 vlg ARNEH. dE &
C(2)=1,24,30]H 0,9 ¢, =, a,° ¢, &, a9 ¢, &,
a3 a0 & G2 Ystd ® 10 93 A
g A" WEHE 7Y oA Y 12749
Ad e HElE Fo Bayesian likelihood (BL)
ZAESG gre]l A7l He AH HEHE A9
3 o] FCMe] $4 ¥WHE 83l 7|&9 &
nEF w2t A2 A4 PP UE 3o
ol F3]A FE Us tAr] FCM2] 414 E
& FcH o|&HY AFgA ol FAHAUHE
¥ 19 A AEf JAEHE T3 Ad 29 A
B Zk {al,ag,a3,a4}°ﬂ g3 =L TH 94
{evepepc} & AT (Y AN Qe e ¢
0=, 0,8 ¢ 2, aFE gE, 283 ¢, F 2 A
3H. o] H}A L2 Bayesian likelihood &7 g}
T gol 9 o) HEEtA g uf 71A] HH531y
sty & A MFCM ¢xzg]gol gt
o= w=&[10]eA S F Y. dAgl
MFCM2 94 9 Ust SHHUHE 7= 7
AoA 7]1€E FCMY fZdder A"E
(Euclidean distance)S- o] &3 o 2 71-¢AI¢H A&
of o3 HeFgg Bl

B =2 A ActE MFCM_GWolX= dul4l
qd Ut sAYE = A(13)7 (14)o] e 3
= AAG 71218 BEA 7|23 o +go 2N
A9 4&S HU3 Y 4 Joy o]l= 549
AEAME & eI

pimen_ xR Iy () —y ™ 1%/207)
ik -

(13)

i

Zexp(— I y(k) —-y,(m) I 2/203)
i=1

L
ymH ) = N Uit Vy(k) (14)
E=1

y; & FCMe] AWz %19 MY A
HES2 859 I AFE n, (Bl n, =8)9
T o2 = A Fee B4 grolth Ate
MFCM_GW ¢ 2)Ze] 374 e thea 2o

begin
save arrangements of candidates, {c|,¢;,¢;, ¢4} to C
randomly initialize the candidates, {c,,¢;, C3, (;4}
while(new fitness function - old fitness function)
<threshold value
for j=1 to C size
mapping an arrangement of candidates,Clj] to
{a,, a5, a3, ay)
construct a set of desired channel states
based on the relation shown in table 1
calculate its fitness function (FF[j]) by equation (12)
end
find a data set which has a maximum FF in j=1.C
update the membership matrix U by equation (13)
derive a new center set by the U using Gaussian
Weights in equation (14)
extract the candidates, {c},cz, Cs, ¢4 from the new
center set based on the relation shown in table 1

end
ernd

V. AlEZf0|Md & d5EN

B Aol A AR JH-AIQE 7HEAE A ST
MFCM-GW  ¢1g]F29 452 Simplex GA,
GASA, MFCM ¢ 13253 bl A5
AP HLE vAY AdL F A9 AdE, A
AA 2L =Z(8]A AH8-2 Ad= 38 & 1
o veht glom & 3 JhY Ad =&[13]
ol A AFS-g 23} B E AR oad 2ok

A 2
H(z) =0.3482+0.87042" ' +0.34822 2
D, =1, D,=02, D;=00, D,=00, and d=1

G714 g 29 Adatg pe= 2, T37IAST q
=1, 233 ARG dE 1o} 2822 Fe
o] glv= ¢ vHdE Ag 29 A 3719 &

o s(k—1) o], 1674(27"" =16)2] o] 47 )
3 g dE(n,=16)9F 82X =58,
a1,a0,05,+,05) Ad &3 e S 7Hh

B A3 A vy Simplex GA, GASA,
MFCM, MFCM_GW <3g&8 2% 4 (12)9]
A Aeg BAFSTE o|83tdg HEHY &8 A
B 3e =g AddAe FE92 100070 €
A% ANE, s(k), (1 E& 1) B 47 o
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£ & #94|(SNR=5, 10, 15, 20, 25)o dja) 2tz
103]9] SP3 A S Adlistd Hages Ad
E Atestdoen FEs nvuEdS 93 2
A4 AE) s Simplex GA, GASA, MFCM,
MFCM_GWE &30 =2 A3

E 2= US3 ZSstelAg Ad 1, 24 o
Simplex GA, GASA, MFCM, MFCM_GW<¢] 3 7
She FHEEE UG, X 2944 B F AR
o] MFCM_GW$} MFCMol Simplex GAY
GASAKRTH Adizoez wzA HF 9 &9
A gl =Ede B 4 9lod ol F ¢
&9 723 gdaegd 7|1% Ao g wdHT.
T3 B =FdA A3 MFCM_GWE 389
Ad 4(GNR=5, 10)d s gz F Hfd =
FoAM WME 8 £ & Byt

E 2. Simplex GA, GASA, MFCM, MFCM_GwW<| =i
£ Me| g2 e o8 & (THY - seq)
~ MY A P-4 28G, 2G RAM, Matlab ver 7.1

Simplex MFCM
Channel SNR GA GASA MFCM GW

5 419953 422703 03016 0.2594
10 422578 421203 0.1750 0.1688

Channel 15 490000 421953 01532 0.1609
20 423781 423860 01516 0.1531
25 420125 418531 01547 0.1781
5 502610 596953 33172 13187
10 599703 597000 20844  0.9750
Channel 15 606172 59.8954 16891 07063

20 602391 600985 3447 0.8922
25 583183 58.0703 1.6569  1.4969

J83 B APdAe A2 gmazes &
Ad Ad 8 dH % AS=E ¥usy] 9
3l 2(15)9] A el¥ Normalized Root Mean
Squared Errors (NRMSE)E& A4Mlgx o =4
Ade 39 29 YdErd ok & AFelA A
# 7h$Aet 7}EAE HEY MFCM_GW7l
Simplex GA, GASA, MFCME T AwtZ oz T
A A ZROH NRMSEo] Woke A% & &
QoM B3 Fgo] A% AHENR=S, 10)]E
2 Fol7t 8 30| e o & ok of
A A= MFCM_GWe 94 33 Ug ¥
AMEE ek BRO) AR A1FAT} A
Ho2H 7hastA =H AT

1 L vy ~q2
NRMSE= —— \/ mi;l”a a; | (15)

o714 av HH 28 A old, = F
A 28 FE ol me AY HAH(m=10) ©)
t}.
Y 32 5db A3elA sl 1,29 $A9 A5

£ 21525 H MFCM_GWE 34§&319 54
Ad 28 A BEZ 7FAE AH HEHE Ko

Z3

WRMSE of Channall mod nosss

L]

.....................

e oo e AT
u-rhﬁ-ﬁ:_:“g_‘ . = SymaleE 4 |
~— ‘-.\:‘\_’{_‘ e 22T ] b MFCM s
A \ e | wrouow [F
~ \ 1
Aaf " 4
e
e ! LT - ]
. 5 .
N T N E
.

) -
= Py P ¥l -
N r 22 \\.

. . . " 26 . N .
155 ] e 1] = L3 10 = n F-]

a8 2 x4 1, 20 thEt NRMSE

o2, RBF 53718 o]&39 Z+ Add O
3 HE o2& (BER)S =3 3ot HHe Ald
A HE S d ¢aeFeE 3 4 Ad A
]SS Zt7 RBF 5381719 T4 1 BERES
ZzARs9ey 1 Aae E 39 vehg gk B
=& AAE FFEAQE JHEXE FHES
MFCM_GWol &3] 749 slI'd A} WeE o]
€3 RBF 53719 dgjgo] HHY aid A
HE S o] &3 dHE&T 7P fFAES B 4 U

ot

3 . 3 —|
o" .y * F
2 “w  e4 ? 1
T RS
1 ‘:_}. ?-:; o el
Hid r-i" A, . s n
. G- vihe XL
R Rl
5“ ‘a 5 P o)
- 9:‘.' ;‘.'s‘.‘h' -
z o *\,f"% R . -..g,;. ]
Sris ot g m 00
e BN
1 1. o dnidn® oo 1
.f"‘.}e.“:‘.:f ~
bt P T
2 . ) 2 & OPTMaL | ]
. O MFCMGW
g 1 [i 1 2 3 N 2 1 a [ 2 3
fkd
ith
3 - 3 —
.
ay M EC [ A
2 ,_;" 2t
. e
NP
L A
1 e’ 1 a a a o
MEA
= - e o
g ar [ a
[ ! ]
1 o &
-2 b J ry r
3 R . . . . N

a3 3 #AME()2t A D2(ot2h)el il MSEL

MFCM_GWZE FF& e Hef #E

E 3 A4 1, 20 st W BER
MFCM

optimal Simplex
Channel SNR states  GA GASA MFCM CW

5 1518 1521 1539 157 1521
10 452 498 471 469 449

Chamnel 15 92 024 025 023 023
0 0 0 0 0 0
% 0 0 0 0 0
5 1193 1224 1249 1198 1191
10 411 468 487 465 486

Ch%“nel 15 101 157 134 1 ]
20 009 242 228 009 009
2% 0 0 0 0 0
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¥ =FdAe E=RRI= vdg Qg 535
A7 7H-AQE FEER7E HRE A8 vA &
A g3EEE AUdsidth. Atd
MFCM_GW ¢112]&FE o| &g 2R H 33 v
AFAde Fxo g 247 glo] 448 4
SEREH AY Ad €9 4™ 3#E F331d9 &
gRIE ¥y F3E 7HsstA st 3 &
AgH A2 ¥H2)Q) Simplex GA, GASA, MFCM-&
o] &3 F35l7|9te] vIAANE AEE, FY&T,
2|5l BER HolA ¢ Y53 en 53
ol A Aoz B dueFd HlEtd 1
ool 458E Bt gt 7H-AIRE 7HFA
£ H83 MFCM_GW ¢ 1aZ 7|¥le] RBF &
sl7le EeRl= vldd g 534 g 88
2 sid $iolzt & + A

=2
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