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Error Rate Performance of FH / MFSK Signal with Space Diversity
Techniques in the Environments of Interference and Rayleigh Fading
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Abstract

In the environments with interference and Rayleigh fading the bit error probability equation of
FH /MFSK signal has been derived and the error rate has been evaluated. And the results are shown
in graphs and discussed. The degree of improvement of error rate performance has been found out in
space diversity technique. From the results, we know that maximal ratio combining is very effective

for Rayleigh fading and interference,
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