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ABSTRACT

Narrowband signals can be treated like a single tone interference at the receiver which demodulates wideband
signals spectrum overlaid at the same frequency band. In this paper, the single tone interference is effectively
suppressed by the use of a multicarrier DPSK direct-sequence(DS) spread spectrum(SS) with maximal-ratio(MR)
combining instead of notch filter, which is hard to implement. A noncoherent DPSK system is considered because

it is more realizable and does not require any complicate phase tracking, compared with a single carrier system
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subject to a constraint of constant system bandwidth, and their performance comparisons are validated through

simulations. We also propose a suboptimal-ratio(SR) combining which yields uniform and tight low bound on the

performance of the MR combining, and then system parameters are optimized by theoretically evaluating the low

bound, since an exact analysis appears intractable.

.M &

2 olFEFMEA A a7 FFHHA A
Faeg AdHor AMgsua ste A4 "s
AlE R Atk 25 EtA[ 2"l X = 7Moo zhe
A A2l g S A[1]E Hu g Al 28
% H(overlay)dte] AR 3hs A7t Bol Ra Fa) 3l
tH2, 3] o< 3t ‘%“—‘l° M Agat g ad
of A, A H & o] fHojvte ¥ o7 FHol
At

& Al e Yo Al2dg FHE AL
o oA NEE Gy FA NN GUE 4
(single tone interference)2]x @ 283t} ojo ©e)
€ S AAR] Y8l dirE ez gl gabiby
o Nl FHo] o2& WX HE E A g Fe

Shiro Kondo& 3 =8 [3]o) A tl g gHakl4]of 1
AFeh Aol chdubdo 712 MR 43441
o il o] AbRsle] @A 7HIE AAY 5
Ae 7t S Bk 1+ o] 43l PSK H 2
&AMt RE Bzt s dXdgz YR
O}, A o] FFA AGEA M A zhe] wja} wpH
© A4S FA3717F 4A @t wheld 2 =R
£ noncoherent DPSK([5]8 A}&-3t olal g 94 &
Aol W gl Bt "4 &) Al 48 & Algtstd )

teytEs s T golwAE NEEM
FE WARE MNE GE g AMEEE o A9
b0 g dEeth o Aed vkt et o
AEo] Ao AAHoar Ny FFHL 2t
g gatuko) 2 o] 85 et wety B =8
AN vhdntdm A ddnkda Aj2d o)
22 27 YR g AFstd 45 g vtz g
o %o FAHE Halgdth B =M 4
tholHAlE] AdoA HAeo HFE Bojv MR 4
b ’\F%?‘ﬂ“ﬂﬁl HAAA 538 MBS #
HellA Ageeldg B3 UdFTsdr FARHS

st ot TLHL} MR A{7)4S ALEs Ooy

762

S AHA A2 gl g4HDS/SS) Wl e HEL S
S A Ao R FoErE dwd] oy o
A, B9 AdolA] MR 28749 nELE9 low
bound& 7}X™ BIEQ &FME Y (uniform)s}m
< 2Htight) 5] 7l @}2k7b+= suboptimal ratio(SR) 2§
&S MZol AgEA, ol AEF gdntgy
DPSK thigtatl o] 20 &8 olg4og %
o] MR Ag71%8& AMES A2 oy b
£ A4sted Bop 452 9o

. AjAs] 9 2" 2l
ek} noncoherent DPSK 2 A1 A~ )19 g

£ 29 19 vhehigle,
old, NN B E g A 2t

AA] 22 H] 9] =24l 7]

rit) = \j 2Eb 1203) Z cos{w;t +0;) +acos(w,t +0,)

i=1

+w(t) m

(DM Epst Tre 7 HIEF U 8} H2Eo]
A, 6y GYE 9 e JeEhlie, ot ose
zhzt A A 39 QY E 79 FHAF 5 E A
Atk B3, o GUE M40 DEoln, p)E A
Lo, wit)e 7H WA 7he-2 FgogA EA
H EA4.L G0, No/2)olth. 6 iA A Z o 4 &
Haol 2, 00, <2noll A dYFEXE ZH=t) (1))
A HAE A& acostwst +0)5 A Yt
0 GUE A9 A3 SERsRA 0,0 389
S5 E 0,9 vhAVIR 2 0< 0, <2n0l A FUEEE
pAsa= s

Z05 YoM GdE S 2P 24 2E Y
g 5 et

29 2 SUE 2Rl MY A3 F A A
o SRE woli, GUE Y FHAFTHFE
JHA A5 FulFiigel p(—1<p<1)o] g}

[



BX/DUE ZAHAALZ A% il DS/DPSK A 299 534

r(t) < > f,,(t) I

DPSK | zy(Ty._|
@s, o ﬁ/

[ DPSK | Za(T)

L @f:

p() DPSK
@ Ju

Y

gm - M® maximal ratio

2! 1. ghehit4: 3} noncoherent DPSK DS/SS 42417].
Fig. 1 Multicarrier noncoherent DPSK DS/SS receiver.

single tone

f interference

p=-l p=0 p=1

t t A aa—

f /. 5 s

DS waveforn

Te
38 2 AFAdAA el SAE 4.

Fig. 2 Single tone interference in the transmission channel.

i) 7T

113 3.27 DPSK Ez7).
Fig. 3 Binary DPSK demodulator.

o] F et o] X7t WAt wet A2 A%
o} gzt
¢ 3227 DPSK 827124 & 4407)0|t}2].
A9 e GHU4E NI 2N S Pt

rEy=p8) - ()

= 2T Z cos(w;t +6;) +aplt)cos(wst +6,)
b i=t

+ () wit) 2

DM fste AFTe 93t HAoy ddE 7
AL $AEASE 4+ Ak

29 394 Ztztel A2 g Az AIEL 7z F
T MEYY F L,UE A" opdy A9 §
7 914 ) 327] (phase comparator)ol| Al A1 A1 5 9] 3
g o AN pANEY BEgte
Az ete] gatol 2 HE4® AT E AAEA Ao

o] A

. 458M

A DPSK EX7|0 A2 EAHIX £

‘1'0] AEEALS o NS e g5t 7o
r(t) & r(t) = \’ 25, i)(t)ﬁcos(wt+0)
+ acos(wit+ 6) + w,(¢) 3)
r(t) & y(t—T,) = v ZE” (t)ﬁcos(wtﬁ-ﬁ)
+ acos(wit+ 0) + w,(t)
WALR] ‘T& olHA B el HAalse Aaatst gl
A Ao ol H AL I JHANSE, Ve AL
g shE g

R LS L BRI
DAgel WA b s FeT BUE DY

763



WELEESER LI "97—4 Vol.22 No.4

(Ao A3)o] EA

i)Adel Adsdusist 288 =g @SHe
Az A5l 4T 4%)

i)W Enttt A2 08 F=5 A

a8z, MY AN 7 A2 =9 H(indepen-
dent)e] 7} #18, M/l &} wiERtES MR 7}7} A5
(orthogonal)sf ok gt} =, w;e= vhd-3) ool ghr}
z

= g, T NNLE - T o 1y.T
w; = mo + (i I)NTh = mT + (4 DTC

@

ANM mE FFojR, N HEY Filsize] J
(chip)2] A& 2)w| 3, T chip®] Aj7h b4 oIt}

jojel kA whbute] oA Z A F ) dHin-
phase: ¥ zhx) &8-S &7 Aot

T,
fo r,(t)\} % cos (wit) dt

= \/—E_bcosek + N + W (5)

Il

Xtk

7™

T,
fo ap( ) cos (wt+ 6,)\’ —72: cos (w,t)d!

Ty G
fo pBOut) *%—.;cos(w,et)dt

et

It

Wik

223 heed A AL 77 98 5949
Illex‘_‘ 71";;_"8] 3]’?‘;,

1 N~ G+ DT,
a7 Ze ks
cos [ (wy—wpt+ 6,1 dt

SN DU T =/
= e 2T, ,«Zz"o wy— Wy (6)

{sin [ (wy—w(i+ DT+ 8;]

—sin { (w;— w)iT.+ 6,1}

otk @AM cE AHAA2OI L, wesh wB o
Lk ELL!

764

we 2w, + (k= DL

w e w+ (J-DEE +p 2 —1<p<]
V)]
olaL, (6)4] 9 = ThH o2 Foj A
‘/— sm(-—i)
(R T
NZI ¢ L%(Zﬁﬁ+ﬁ 20]) 8)

i=0

@A {8 27 RGN P22 AT ), [pe
central limit theoremol ¢Ja] ZAlA o8 AR 719

2 BRSO Fo AL W) A,

w071 FolAE W, Lol BAY EA421e
SR JEdg=
E{li:10,3=0, 9)
ar { I | 6;}
sin(-22) |
. z;o {—é- + %cos(Zz’irp + m — 26,)}
(xp 2 (10)
& - sm( 5 )
20 7" _7_;2 - a(k—))
) cos (Nmp—26)) sin(Nrp)
(v + sin (5) )

A0 L 0,0 o3 HFg At

()

_72f.11 — n(k—))

ZNI%
Var{hg) = a4T1,

E asz

(n
ofth. (1NNl A Npol A7l E TUE ZH el A2
d 2 Jep kel o8 AL & F ATk

AR gbgato) AR TN FHGEAHILL

x2e= VEs cos 0y +war + D (12)



O] T, war® Iax®] BAME 742 No/29} o i 2 1129
SA A 5434 2o

o]l 3 9] 2w 9 Hquadrature: 3 2} y) 2F g2
tgeg Fojzic},

Ts ] .
Vi = fo vy \’ T sin(wyt) dt 3
- Eb Sm(&k) + Wypy + Iu.y

ol wiy®] BALE No/201 3, Iy & LA E AW 3}
R ohe3 2t

L mp
Ly = af 2T sin( )
2T, I p(h—))
2 (14)

N—)
- T o sinimpt - +26)

i=0
{c}7) 27 APA| AL 7148 o, [ §Y
BHA Ly TAE O 2 central limit theoremol] 2] &
ZAR 7t8-2 eI o) ol BAIREAL S

NS} 543
E{I]ky} = 0
2
Var(hy) = 2N o( %) = N
ar Ty e 4Tb _7‘;2 _ ”(k_‘]) = a ko
{15)
a7t 2 AN T AT Y 2 yas
you= — \Ep sin O +waky + oty 16)

o] L, Iuy?l A HEAN L Lot sttt

B. HIEQE 24

249 39 s g 4% ZT)e ded 2
o}

Zi(Ts) = 21T) x1(T5) + 316(T8) y24(Ts) a7

| Mg thehitgst DS/DPSK Al=9 e} 3 ¥
EQ&L YH O g thg3} ).

BX/QYE AAAE A7 ks DS/DPSK Al 299 4% E4

P, = P[ggkzk(Tb)<0|H1] = PIZ<0|H;]

M
W HL 10| AFHUALuolT, Z= L g4 Zu(T).
k=1

(18
(18)2] oA A|2elo] Wi AL o5 Aok (T8 A
)

z = g‘ & (X160 + Viavap)
+Xgp s e Vop
ﬁl gk(( xu:z Xk ) 4 ( J1k2 ka)z

o Xk e Yok 2
(Fug ey ()

(19

HEQSEAE ol 718 (1949 M€
A Y g

Z, & glgkzﬂey zZ, & ;gkzqk,
Zpt Zh Y Zh, Zpa Z0 4+ Zh,
X1t Xox

Zu o (BUTIBY 7, 8 (JuT2y
2 2

Zq N (xu;mk )2' Zm a ( ylk;ka )2

dutH oz Z7H (IOHAY FAAE A%, P T
&3 M.

a z,
P, = fo PZ,(Zq) J“mPZAZ'(Zp | zq) dZ,qu (2])

a8, Z,9 Z7h SEAY o QDAL BN T
@3 FojAck.

x Z,
P = [ Polz) [ Pz dzydz,. (@)

wEtA, YAV EL &S 7387 A8 Z,9 ZJH A2
=YQ7te gqlslel gk Zp9 Z7t SEAE &
At A8 2tzhe) BEYEHF Prle) Prlz)E
Fafol BtB B WA, Wik, Wiky, Wokx, Wiy, Tikx, Niky,
Izer, TayZboll 242} A B(correlation) Al 7} EA 3=
78] JXE Fels)of grHy, 9, 10, 11].
Ztze] A aAE s G Ao
765



BREESHRE 974 Vol.22 No.4

D Wik, Wiky, Wax, Wiy ZtZH-2 zero-meano] 1,
A FES F3EHH o).

i) Dee®t Do, JieSt Day, Ty Foke, D9 Dy
714 diYel whet A2 Egolrh
23, Lt Dy, D% byl 334 s o
&3 2o

L9t Lyl 43AAE 73,

2HE

&) 7 (16)4] 2

sin(—’zm) i
-’52 ~ (k-]

2
Ellulis! 6,) = 57 T2

N—t N-I
- Y Y Eeye) cos(z'7rp+—7§2-0/)
i=0 j=0

sin(imp+ —’2@— +6))

(%) |
—72@ — n(k—1D

o’ TS
2T,

N-I
i=0

E(lwhs) = [ ElLuli!8,)/,(6) d,

2

_ AT Sin<—7_2r2) 1 —cos(Nnp)
2Ty —72;2 — a(k—=J) 4sin(—§‘a)
(24)

T, L ¥t Dy} B BBAE HEH Y

E{ ke iy} = Ed Lo Doy} (25)

olth. QA 3 (25)2 A NaeSt iy, TR ToawSt Loy
Atolo] @At EATE & F Ao 7,9 7,9
SHARE PN AN, E{Zpkr Zors 106}, BAZ pier Ity |
Oty EAZpby Zopa |0k}, BAZpey Iyl 00} & T3 2}2}9)
AHAAE 734,

x1k+x2k

E{ZyeZu! 6} = E{( N FUSER | 6,)

= ‘i‘( Varflmlﬁj) + Var(wmlﬁj}

~ Var(lul ;) — Var{wyl8,) )= 0
766 (26)

5 ( %sin(imﬂ-—gz) + %sin(Zﬁ;)) :

o,

x1k+ Xk

E{ZwZu| 8 = EL X2 16,

= T EUnIxl 0} — Ellulyl8:)) = 0
@27
ot} vha7hA 2,

E{Zpky Z x| 06} = A Zpioy Igpy | 06} = 0 (28)

olc}. whatA (18)4 ¢} W Ed & P& Q223 7
o PE el s GEULET S P99 Pulzy)
‘Z"‘ -“IT-SHO): 631’]' O]Eq] P?,. (zqkr)g‘}' P?,.,(zqky)“f :‘%7}0]
a Nk

0o] 12, B-Ako) g =

+~ o 7tz BgREE

zherth
UEeg, 2049 Zpd EUEFSF PrleaE
T8} A Zowx?t Zapy®) FTHA T p2E P8 of S},

E {(th,“ Zdﬁﬂ’ )(2‘,"»\-_ Z—/l;))

02,02z,
(29)
_ 1 —cos(Nzp)
4Nsm(~—£)(l +-= ]:7” )
Ny

‘3, 7:;;kx =K { qux} N Z(Ikv =E {qu_v}

(29)4191A E/No7} 10dBo] 22 —%— 7} 20dB w (5
2a° N

No
2a’N,

E=MXEy°|3 Eviz BIET o1 #]), < (10

, N
logN —30)dBEZ K F-A g o w 2(— 2°N 7} A
k

s A= o,

0p = 1 — cos(Nmp) (30)
4Nsin<—7.£2)

ojth. thg 12 (30)2] 9} pp& N=127, N=25504
T3 Zojrh



WX/OYE FHAAE AQ hed4 ) DS/DPSK A 298l 584

1 -0.8 2.5 t 4
() N::= 127
oApk
.
4
(b) N :=: 265

T8 4. FBAT
Fig. 4 correlation coefficient p,

2HE B po WAV [~1, 19X p7) 0.018
e pol |97 2010 o] B2 o, & 028 AL
8t Zpt Zyy’t SHYL NHEE 4 A2 5
] debd, Zed BHEAE F4e

Pz = *z‘lgexp(**%) 31

ojth. 31 e Z,ol Huv(maximal ratio) g,5 I
@ qulet\?

Zop 2 8224 32)

E A, ;e

ET,

By =
A

(33)

olth Wt Zpudl $EUEHSE bt B}

& o
Prlzg) = ﬁfﬁ exp(~ ﬁfﬁ 2qu) (34)

A e) dUE 7+4 2 unintentional 7+ ol 8} 714 3
3, & F 3] stationaryst, 1 AZ L M) el
72t RN FH7VESOD MY o, 342 &
d §<+(characteristic function)& Th-&3} 7hc}.

quﬂ( v) =
1 _—

k

. 2E,\T,
/3=

(35)

ZoppsSt Zppy®) FHRAS g Q9 BAFHY 2
HER, Zpp? Zoy7t N2 EHBAZ 7S o, Zp

9 $EAFTM)e

Prlzp) = 312 exp(—

2k + Eb -1 V Ebzgk
2 4

(36)
ojtf. B W Zewe 20229
Zow 2 812y @7
B2 R, Zpd) FEAEYTE
Prulem) = 2E T e""( zzzm zﬂ*)
Zgp
exp( 20% )10( = ) (38)
oitt. 2213, Zowd) S E
- 1 iE[.U
Paulo) = . 2B, T, exp . 2E,T,
I—7 T 0 1- e
& ]
(39

olx, Wi Z29 EAYSE

o] &8fo]

19217 (35), 39)8 <

167

)



WRLEE S AR L 974 Vol.22 No.4

v, = I

1
= I+ 402 4Eb2Tb2
0]-4
. (40)
exp ]th —jav
. 2E.Ty
1 - jop-22tle
O

& F=E F A0 vEAYE QDAL o ok

Pe=fomfmwz(v)dvdz

@)Y Pue FAAA ez Aite

@)
2 %+ st

| — ]
dsEN

C. Suboptimal Ratio Zi&l7|&9|

MR AfriEd Fu4 tholyAE xﬂ“dwlow
Schwartz 25218 wrE2A 7188 HA9 A% S 2
v & =& A AkE ohdutdal DPSK Aliﬁi}
o] Y7o M HE AL ol AT e YA F 2
FOE TR W FEUSYFE 787
= sl ook M BE A FEULnIFE 7

317] 9438l noncentral chi-square ¥ &9} central

chi-square EEW o <) W29 EAgSFE 7
3t
o 7)A o]g&H e 2 Kio] 7}5sH A FA o MR

A%71£0101& g3 aebga A sele] HlEQ
&L vl S dH(tightys] o™ FY(uniform)st
Al Fol7ke (29 6, 7) suboptimal ratio A 7]
dal A" H5g BslnEy MR 487148
ALEE Tt rE ) Al 2" Fg delvigES 3
Hatate Aol rhEsit. 2, Ydste A Ad
HEo 2 && TR ol ejdgglel By 4A
T & AX, MR A7 e 452 Afolrt A
goerg MR A%7]149 low bound8A] v Ed &
e 78+ Aok

(G349 g8 the o)

4 42

& (42)

MNZ A, Zyp'S Zop & THE 3 o] Ao
c}.

Zo' & 8k Zy Zow = 8% Zn, (43)

768

ofwl, 33)4 4 (38)4]9) &
3t 2ol deojR11).

Wegre s

m!

Poilz) = §exo[~Z55)
Py zgw) = %exp(~%zm) (44)
()il e

weha By 2

ﬁ(Zm ~Ze") (45)
o, W Z79 B P g 2
Vzlo) = ﬁl 1+l4 2 exp( 1£E;§u) (“6)
of A2 HAMNEQ LS
Po= [ [ w0 doa”

- droo[-4)EE L8,
@, 4t = f{
. a5 \m

L (-2 go(ﬂ)"(k:ygl)m(— 2"

V. Algajojd o Zat 13

19 49 M GAE Y T4 A prt ool 2
HEFE ddA s phd F718 02 AR 2, prt |
Fo—el 2HERE patd Fr1422 00 S
th N=127, 251604 Hl pegk-& 0o 23 912 o)
A Aol g N = 127015, el wk4st) wf, p=0.0059
AM A pefk 03628 AATH 1Y S5& AWGN A
oM 4B A g7t 0 o}, Holgk 0.362% o 9)
DPSK A] 2:¢) €] A EgolHde R 43 v)is
ol

1Y 6% GUE Y o A& ISR @ E o)
Qb ool 4tk vto) ujEd 388 A Beojdom

A



B /GYE ZAAAE A% b4 DS/DPSK Al 29 9] A5 EA

1-camer i
SR =00 A= p =0000

N=127 —Q—D‘ZDSGZ

18l 5. AWGN oM AaA S peol ©hE A Fula

Fig. 5 Comparison of BER performance with varying p, in

the AWGN channel

4-camer | N=127, J=3
—a— p= 126127
—v— p=00 —-e—- p=60A27
— e p=2127

T T L. T T =T SE— -

s
ole«

ISR (dB)

% 6. ISRY) mh& chvtd ool 4004 A) 299 4

sHl 2
Fig. 6 Comparison of BER performance vs. ISR between
I-carrier and 4-carrier system

Asu|E g Aot o71A ISRE (o?/2)/(MA?/2)°]
tHE, ATy/2=Ep). 12l3 E/No°] 10dBY @ P2
Aggoldes 7 E=MERA thehutd: vl
& ool $AAY e ddnukga £ A8 /Mt
ok wd gdubgalo] gilo]l 5 N'& vyt
9] A FAolE ZF, N'=M* N(N=v}ehikduto
g o] Fabo] H)oln}. 4uknbgatoll A GrA E R 9
9)x] J=30|3L, p=2/127, p=60/127, p=126/127%

—x——  1camer, N=511, J=1
e 2-Carnes N=255, )50
b e Accaitiel, N2127, J%
e g BcarTier, N63, J<5

E .|
L [N ]
o' b
1 - —
\\ -
1w0?
X
P 10 L]
r i
i \N 3
1w0* M
10—! i )] 1 A L 1
0 2 4 3 8 10

E/N, (dB)

38 7. E/Nedll @ ddwrdate} dantg ok, 4, $9)
NS B
Fig. 7 Comparison of BER performance vs. E/N; between
I-carrier and multicarrier(2, 4, 8-carrier) system

—~—u-—— gimuiation of SR
T, T e
5 —a-— simuation of MR

bten | T 2 ) GUATREL Supu |

o

S

L 1 1 L

EIN  (dB)

8! 8. E/Npoll m-& 8hutdrup Al 2l e] A gl
Fig. 8 Comparison of BER performance vs. E/Ny between
8-carrier systems.

A&tdrt. ISRe] 0dBo| A 6dB% 30dB7}A) Z7+d
o ddwtdut= F438] 4ol s, adkd
Al 2= -& @ntatA o st E Tt

19 7€ ISR} 20dBE A Ho| Sle A9 E/Ng
of wel dAntd el vpdytga A AFe] HEQ
& AEg NEHeldeR FF uag et 14
6ol Mo} N2 ddvtdae chutgae &
g Eo FAdslct. A& suboptimal ratio 2§}
% 9] o|&3tolch Tol Ayt Wotd s E Jwel ¥
4Es d F drh

769



R E%ME s '97—4 Vol.22 No4

29 8olA ISRo] 20dBE w4 Eo] v A$ E/
Nooi| whe} 8 cpbubda Al 289 458 AlE
ol o g MR A% 7% (—e—)3} suboplimal ratio 2
) (—+—)2] o) 233} suboptimal ratio A g7 %
o Al g ol A —=—)E FEu w3t}

v.g &

B =50 & thgbul 3} noncoherent DPSK 2| %]
Al die shabiba] g Abg-ste] AA o] FF A AW
o] Gd& A A #E AeEHE Bt 7)F
o} bAoA = Gl 7HE At 9
3 UXHEE AMS oY, B =RdAe vdeks
o Alxdog WAHE el T4l dast AsE
FAFES BTk 2y, o8 H o g MEREE T
g 5 A 2ol AE SR A& Ao
MR ZA37|&& AMSg gunbga AlLgle] og
selelE9 HHsE rtesied st £ o]
ZEAN Aoy Ao duid prEHo| oy
PLLZ =7} ¥ 3¢+ noncoherent W28 Al43lo
woh " Al g At

g#agd

1. R. L. Pickholts, D. L. Schilling, L. B. Milstein,
“Theory Spread-Spectrum Communication,” IEEE
Trans. on Commun., vol. COM-30, pp. 855-884,
May 1982.

2. R. E. Ziemer, R. L. Peterson, Digital Communicat-
ions and Spread Spectrum Systems, New York:
Mcmillan, 1985.

3. S. Kondo, L. B. Milstein, “On the Use of Multi-
carrier Direct Sequence Spread Spectrum Systems,”
IEEE MILCOM 1993, pp. 52-56.

4. J. G. Proakis, Digital Communications, New York:
McGraw-Hill, 1983.

5. Simon Haykin, Communication Systems, New Y ork
:John Wiley & Sons, 1983.

6. M. Schwartz, W. R. Bennet, and S. Stein, Com-

munication System and Technigues, New York:

770

McGraw-Hill, 1966.
7. Anthony D. Whalen, Detection of Signals in Noise,
New York : Academic Press, 1971.
8. A. Papoulis, Probability, Random V ariables, and
Stochastic Process, New York : McGraw-Hill, 1991.

9. George L. Turin, “Introduction to Spread-Spec-
trum Antimultipath Techniques and Their Appli-
cation to Urban Digital Radio,” Proc. IEEE, vol.
68, pp. 328-353, March 1980.

10. L. B. Milstein, “Interference Rejection Techniques
in Spread Spectrum Communications,” Proc.
1EEE, vol. 76, pp. 657-671, Jun. 1988.

11. 1. S. Gradshteyn, 1. M. Ryzhik, Table of Integrals,
Series, and Products, New York ‘ Academic Press,
1980.

12. 914, vhebub4t DS/DPSK W4 & o] 88 o
AE A AN #dgE AF, AArskg] =8, MY
Ao shae, A AE st 1995

Y = M(Jong Sun Eum) A 3] 9

1994 29 - A A o gt Az}
& &k} BhAL

19961 29 1 A& A o 8o A =L
&8t A A}

19961 28]~ A : §F2 79
WY HAAEA TS A 7

4 a7
A Lok UAY o] 5%, AE e CDMA A~
L RERE NP

Z & 2l(Dong In Kim) A3
219 AMBE HFx



