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Abstract

This paper introduces nonlinear estimators with reduced complexity, and proposes the Bussgang blind equalization

algorithm employing the nonlinear estimators. The proposed algorithm utilized the facts that the Bayesian estimator is well
approximated to the sigmoid estimator in initial stage of equalization with closed eye and is well approximated to the
threshold estimator under open eye condition. The proposed method adopts selectively one of the two nonlinear estimators,
ie, the sigmoid estimator and the threshold estimator, according to channel distortion level at each iteration. As a result,
by using the sigmoid estimator with reduced constellation, the proposed scheme, as it is applied to blind egualization of
high-order QAM signals, simplifies the computational complexity extremely, and enhances the blind convergence capability

and steady-state performance.

Keywords : Deconvolution, Bussgang blind equalization, Bayesian estimator, Zero-memory nonlinear estimator.

I.LM &

A% Ad% e g AxdolA
o <3 A29% AgE, BE F, A
L EEER LA
7 o

A
o,
2 B2 M (deconvolution)ol] & FaaH o] w A|

=
3

" A, FFUS N JRFNEI
(Dept. of Information and Communications,
Gwangju University)

HAadAk 200598€8Y, +AYEY: 2005110925

(U7

ir

Q2o =%
CRERSS

FASL 1 & 79

> o
lo

I8 o2

(LA

(system identification), Al=%lo] ]3] W

o]—"‘ A& S 3Hequalization)Z} 3},
135 E1 Ag Add 93 o€
A7) Y &3] AR EHE UAE
Al ZotollA FHdstA &8

l:g o > o
r{o

Moto M
z
it
é

> Borlr oo
[

o i

) r>~

mi

”

vo [oF
St
£

a9 10 4% A% Ads 37 928 g4
24 299 J14dY 2 deignh 2

Ade d=8 A= ALFA Fconvolutional sum)



178 AN FEY0| HedE HMdY
s, X, | Blind $,
————3»| Channel Equalizer »
O8 1. CIXIE 841 A|lA”le] J|ACy 2d
Fig. 1. Baseband model of digital communications
system.
o8 Foldth &, A4 29 7,2

[}

Tp = 2 hisn—i1 n=0%x1,+2 -

i =— 00

- (D

ojty, 47|A s5,& AF Azoln pE AdY g2 &
gg vehdoh
Ade ™2 $7 hol U@ ol FHY A2 L

9 d™x Ry A,

(o o]

E w;h,_;

4 =~ 00

= 51 2

78 ROlth 5,2 ol vl J™2clTh. o] w, o4
Q) M2 e} & Aolzt Fooln, 48 A3 Ax
¥ %A 2ATY, 22 A FRAN Bel9 o
Ux YL FUHEE A¥s YHE TASE Sl
T N P N A
oA +AHAGE B9 FHe THest o] FolAnh

L -~
—i;Lw T, _

714 y, & ndA BE £ S8
Aste Qdula gEe gEx
2L+ 1°jt}

4 QezyH, 4HY JHx ggo] fidsinz
Yoo AVE 22 5,9 AL E Fube] flgol £93
o 2822 )& tgog & 4 Ut

@

_4

AlS
AR

oy, 2

o]

s 4
9

rir

ot
szn

of o)A 5,2 A9 NF 222N FY EEE 714
o, y, & AvA PE 9] ZAE ALES doeA A8
4 F$(convolutional noise)o} &l ), ALFA &S
o EAe Ad FFo] FASHA AAHA Zsla BF
e 9nyt 9, ades AE3A Fee g9
90 AF3he A¥7 7H4(intersymbol interference:

#7718 ME8 Bussgang EBI21E §3}

(948

2y

ISDE yehd
37t FE3] AYPH] S =23d
£& Yo ol BAto] 0°q FolE A
gxz ZAsEd? = A2R4 ZeY g8 U
E < (probability density function: pdf) fy(v,)2 &
3 g

AR

E

4
<t

=

®)

1ol A€t

Ba9l= §3Kblind equalization)= A4 Ade <
2SS 4A B3 AFAA 229 FAH B4
89S o83t Add Q3 dd As
1317] 3 Hednt. EgQl= 5}7]‘_
A 7]'*‘ Ye¢} uAY 347 2 ¥43 ¢udFE
2 o|FojA 1Y 24 Iz F3v]9 'T”“"J
Aotk Ade JdE2 H At MAC)BE EERIE F
st A = el 23 AL T8 A= YH 2
At g3t & W2 "HY &Y y, & 7719 9]
218 %2 7)(zero-memory nonlinear estimator)ell <17}

d9] 2
g_

H

!'N

= ple

R A

sl dlojg] Ade] g 24L& A, o] 24¢ 3
£ $HoE uFse BN 94 A3 e, Has

Z1E o3 dEE HFIh aEE o0

A% e,

Cia=

€, = yn'—g(yn) (6)

7t "ok A71A g( - )& F719 wAdd #4710 29
2¢} o] Fej9} M dY 4717 d2€ 7= 87

/ Yn

w, >

g() -

+ —_—
en
LMS

ag 2. gofele §3Ple =
Fig. 2. Blind equalizer structure.

>

v




2005 118 MXIZs8H3

€ Bussgang 587]2} @t} o] o F1q wjAdy A
71 g( - )& AAsA AYst= EA)7} Bussgang 2
A= F3719] AHslo] @ho| Hr}

o] = = 71&9] Bussgang H-7¢
3t 7190 H8HE vdY 49 EAA
Az AsH Bl 3o 73 vMg
71& Agdaz ). 53] #o]x F37)9
Karaoguze] 2A19¢] Znz R Ax Bg4ol
dEstd A2 Ay FA71E fE8 D, oF
& EERIE 53 ¢nES Agd. Aeg B8
E 38 ¢1u8EFE 14 QAMY] A& Al Chenol Al
Qg g Fol iR e ANt ERA Y F7td A A
st BARYe Fuse 13 QAM Az S
88 gl

I7d9A Bussgang EERIE T80 AMSHE H]A
g 2379 2 ZAE, MF9A At 71EE, V3

A A A 1@Ze, oy VAN 2EL 99
ig=3
IO. "My F=37|
Bussgang E91= F3l= F7]Y nlAdy 47
53 13 FA % higher-order statistics)g g3 2

2 AHgEE AL Exoz d)? 7)Z9 Bussgang
718 Folq 2 g Aoz Sao e EVe wz
3l Godard %1#=%, CMA(constant modulus
algorithm)™” S| 9t}

Sato € FNAE M-ary PAM(pulse amplitude
modulation) Al2"oA F317] 8L 27 MNEE 7+
F3d. F, (NE FAAE signum T Hele) vjAg
FA71E AH3.

Ells,l*]

_TE[IS %

9(y,) = 1en (y,), 7=

| 24 A% (6)

en=Yn—9(¥y.) = y.—sen (y,) ®)
7t 99 74 sgn (- )& signum Folth
Benveniste$} Goursat® o] Sato ¢118Z< QAM A&

Ho2 st gutslatglon, ol 24 A5 41
@ E(reduced constellation algorithm: RCA)e] Bt

=2X M 42 H# SPH M 6 2

(949)

179

797} Btk RCA®) WIAY 4715k 03 AsE 242}
©9% (1002 Folat,

_ _ Elis, 2] _ Ells, 4*]

g(yn) - RICSgn (yn)} Rl - E[lsn,Rl] - E[lan”
9)

en=Yn—9Y,) = yo— Ricsen (y,) (10)
A HellM y, =y, g+ iy, & FET TEINY &Y
Sn, g7 S, 15 27 A 22e) A5 9 8% 4R

'é'
o
=

vtk csgn (y,) =sgn (yn, ) +7sen (v, /)=
¥, o 3 B4 signum F<olth

Godard &85 HA £8E 3710 24 &

o|i & 7|Holth Godard LREFAME 28 A3F
o] AZ pAF #F GuyF RAEHE 13
o FAAE 48 45 R, 89 Aol Aol dig 7
o2 FojA= vlg FFEREH 24 A3 o
o2 HAPL
- Els, ]
= p—2 p __ — n

en =Yt (vl — R,), R, 2o F] (11)
adeg uad 34 g(y,) L

9(y) = yu[1 =l P2 (lylP — R,)] (12)
7} 9ok o714 pE dispersion AFolth p=1¢]9
Godard €318]&-S Sato ¥aglEoez o

CMAE A% 220 BAFE o gste] NE 229
=4 Bse oz 338 NI CMAE
Godard LRAZNA p=29 A$o] HPah =

CMASIA o3 NEsh w4y F47)e 247
— 2 _ — E[lsnl4]
9(¥a) = Yo Y (lyl — By) (14)

o gej7} Ak
Bussgang %79 ¢38FL 78] vl st
e Aol dou, 5dsA FAE vl F47)
& N8 23 A3 E 228019 wald 5o 9w



180

Hoja AT wAY FAH7I7L L7, o]g Y3
Wlo]=2 %4 7|(Bayesian estimator)7} A5 3 glth

1. #jo|= FH7|

a3 2014 58719 &9 y, 025 dolg € s,
o g F4e 2 FHolth y, % 34 s,AH09
2 B¥ AF LA (minimum mean square error:
MMSE)E A3 7leed 4tod, o AA3} 7|&e
Z7 37 3% 7)(conditional mean estimator) E H|
o]z 477 B

Hojz ZAsld] Wd AAF §=E Haykin®#
Karaoguz?o| 71&5lo] Qlom, o7l A A%
AN 73 [, 1A o]F AE A2e) FY #

Z 7H33HA o2 A7 gy (- ) E,

Yot Un) = Els,|y,]

_1,,0 Z(Yo+ o) = Z(ya—co)
e Ty Qyn—co) — Qynt o)

24,) = =<, Q) = [ Z(u)i

(15)

2 FAYH, 71 A5 o AEFH FE9
1-o0’2 Rog. 5,
=l o3 Z2A€

Bellinioll ¢}8} A<t¥ Bussgang 7189¢ u|4y %
A712 oz FA71E AMEEH, ol BAH BRI
A FA A7)0 22y AR S84 Ho)= F
ANE FEE T U= Wlel 7] WEA 2AE}
g3}

Haykinol w24, #lo]= 33 (15 Ad 3o
A& e y,o dd A BA(threshold decision).2.
2 9 2 o7 NE 22(+1)9 A

:\.Ei}', CO% Cy =

9(y,) = sen (y,) (16)

olt}. 4, A HTo] Z W= (15)E ANE FolA:

A4 SEH0| HEBE HMY 2FT|E A8S Bussgang SaRIE S3t

A 1R o] = A7) (sigmoid estimator)d] o}F ZANSE

1

2 (N€ (158 4 sl a8y A3 A5

(950)

244

ast Be (159 EA43 YABIEE curve fitting method
o oa 234 @yt ol A AFe FEd w
H3th o] AL AA SEAME HolE Fx W 9
AT FEIVse, B3] 13 QAM Fele] 25 o
PN dP vEE gaz ag¥ :

olg|gt UdS& st A3l Karaoguz® Al1Eo|=
2471 (11& g&sgoam vz :47] (159 2
At gty on, ol Fdo] Jhsslith

2. Ho|= £H7|9 2AIS}
=377 Ade) g5 ZAEE AT 7Y,
Qe GERE y, & 7teAg X2 2dY Ak 7

A 22 (a,0,)9) A% 19 8L F A
o B¥ o) EAE YHWT 282 g0l AP pdf
fY(yn)‘E_

— Dy —(yn_al)z/ﬁof+_p2— — (g — 65)* /203
fr(y,) T T

(18)

ot d7|M p,E F AY Az B4 FEo|H, o 1
Al Axre 7 BYXE R8T F p =p, =12
olth. oj & F 7MEAIG R HAL vEhlE 24 #
oty dF AL /AT & JRBE 0, =0, =0%
¥ & ook 23e2 F Jd 228 (—q, +a)d
34, (192 tgez gt

o) = g (64T I ) (1)

29 y,020H 5, 3L FA3 NFoR y,
o Y@ pdfs AMgste B]& F4(cost function)
Jw)E Q07 Zo] ARF:,

J(w ) =— Ellogfy (y,)]
o E[I%_{e_ Gn+al2e | o=l —aV e )]
(20)

23719 & AZA 0,9 A8 Jw)E AzseE
dugEoF [ MS(east mean square) &S AHE

3 53718 AAgEe AL tEoE



20054 118 HX383

1Ei,n+1 =11}1’,n_l—142£Aﬂl
3wi,n (21)
_Q};z n " HEZTy, ] =01 1} ;L'—l
A AN w, = B9 P A, @, = A A
H ope 58 Aol
4 euzyy W) _ o g ogsim, 44
awi’n
A5 pE o°2 AT, 24 07} e,
e?ay,,/o’
"’"%[(W)‘*’”“’*[WJ(*’"‘“)} (2)
7 o] AezRE HdY 247 g(y,) & 32
Z FolAy, o] A|Ro|E F49 FHyrt ")
_ 1—e 2ay,,/0”
9(y,) = G—H_e_m (23)

A (23)2 Dl we 24 (o = a, 8 = 2a/0%),
A71N et F AW 229 Y F, o= AHLAG F
e B4 fog mE duF AN gAds A
JHEg o] s

o] A7& QPSK Alxd"loz 3337 9siA (23)

< 9,9 AT 2 35 QR g8 AEHoz Hgd)

W g(y,)e gees 2 2 g}
9W.) = 9(Wnr) +39Yn 1) (24)
o W g(ynr) o g(y, ;) 22 The3} 2ok
— “20%,3/‘72
9 p) = a1 =
1 + e Yn,r/O
o (25)
N 1 — 6_ Y, 1/ T
g(yn’l) =a 1 + e 241%,1/02

aeE2 QPSK AsHd g
o 9 A% AN Ae

o7 A5 S35
72t (9)3 (202 Folth,

en=Ynr— 9(Unr) +ilynr—9(y, )] (26
1Bi,n+1 = "Bz n_l"'enx:z—i: 1= 0) 1; 7L_ 1
1))

==X A 42 A SPH H-6 &

(951)

181

9 AdAM g B z, ;9 FA E2F(complex
conjugate)Z 2|13t} A (26)—(27)°] Karaoguzol ¢
3 dutsle w49 A (generalized decision directed:
GDD) gugjz¥oz Aotsget.

A GDD7}F Chendll 913 13 M—QAM A|&#] o
2 -G, o4 AsE (B2 FoiHTh

q q b s
kz] z(yn_ akl)e— Y — awl* /20
e, == (28)

q
6_ Iy — akz|2/2172
/Z =1 E:

“H Z\_]O]]H Qs 1< M 7“-0’] O]i}%l ’\\_]_:‘-Z

H(signal constellation)& YERN®, ¢ = v Mol A
(28)0] Chenell 98 7H-AIb 3 <3e]E(Gaussian
clustering algorithm: GCA)12.2 Rt ik 4] (28)0]
w2y 93} A5 FHo] M—QAM A3 3 el M 4l
Hel 93t 7hsAde] o2 mHH & #EAE S5
Z3ol M 79 AHEEE HEHAE 7MsAo] BT
1A 1Yz b BAeg 03} AS
= Ao] tietd] g2 AFE g5 A
o vgo] At A5 e AL A B &
o] FZFo] "Basle] £ £27t AstHE A
A o,

k,l<gq, &

molE 3472
aet ol gde 1%
—zwu FA% 57 S29 A 2
Sat7] SAs) A FuFAAE A9
AsA B oA v AY ABE o] Fo]
489t 199 27] Sl
@ A 7 AR e 4 A5HE FHoE
she 23°] 349tk
o9 M—QAM 454 el %

e, Aol 2471 9 s %a

Aol da 2z g A3} o

L
RES )

ol &
=

73) a}u}.
o] M—QAM

1= &4 N353

ofk
oX,
w2 m]o

|

¢



182
"o}
_ 1 _— e_ 2R1yn,R/a'2
9(Wn,z) = le
T (29)
9(.%,1) = le

A71H R& 9= AdE 4
At R JFAe] Av]d] AF3Y, P £H9 o
A9 A=E vehd

ANZE Ay F47] (208 &3, o4 JNie
(30)2.2 At}

AZHo2AM ) 7H¢-

e =Ynr—9War)+ilUnr— 9@, )

1—e 2Ry, n/0" .
=Y~ RIW + 5| Yo — By

1—e ZRﬂln,t/‘J'2

)

(30)

1+ 6—2311!",1/02

ol2 GCAY (R vl B, M 7o) Aol o3 o
F2 yehiE A% 3 g 45 2 95 42 27 5
U] A4 ke T glo] At BRA4el 23 v
£HHALe ¢ F Ytk A Q0N E BEE 53
£do] W) FYol7 ZASZRE HEYYS FBo| ¥
AHQT & S8y 2gozxe Wa dold IS
£ 7hte] Qe A Hl3 AuiF oz $37] 7HER) A
Aol @ Jgg o= A olgag. A LuF
AE A5HE A4 4RH 35 A2 47 d& 5
N2 ZagozA 94 A3 Ao oA 42 29
o] ZA, ARH o ANFE 2UH S 27] B
d= 44¥ B4¢ AsEA g Ao sFssi

g, &4 A5FL A4 AaRo= 247 (29)
of 9% St AP wat Nz gIFe A 7
iz £ 2ol Ay AR Rolt au} o
ZANAE (9% A% A83d 22 J5Fe 34
& Az dudBe F4dE 54 Asjgn =
4% $9] MSE(mean square error)7} #AZth B4
BolA #A MSEA =28y dsiME JA F37)
(threshold estimator)& AHg3joF #i'? 1zjonz &
2go] G ZAAAE Hlo|= 2477t A F47]
of ZAEHE AHS ol gt A AL SYEES
gt g F 2ol g 2AAE (29)9 (30)0]
Zzt BD% ()2 AL

1=
—

A4 20| BESE MY $H7)8 ALS8 Bussgang B2A0IE S8

(952)

2

argmin

g(yn,R) = dec (yn,R) “aq € Al Yng— GiR |2; lsi=g

i 2 ;
g(yn,l) = dﬁc (yn,l) = 3:gén§1l yn,,]'— ai,[ I", lé’Zéq
3D
€= Ynr— g(yn,li') +7J [yn,I_ g (ynl)]
=Ynr— dec (yn,R) +.7 [yn,l_ dec (yn,I)]
(32)

9] Aol A dec (- )& HAA A B3 (nearest symbol
decision) 7]l 93 FAEL ulsi, 4= Ad &
2 o5ae vehdt 4 (29)-(32)7F A Gz S|
9.

Agt BaAZAAE 53 B Fo A gFo] 2
e N1Rol= AN A o] 2 W 9
A 3472 dud A8 7|5S A & 53 2]
o & 230l 94 AHA 2z e uddYE 3
g3, T HAY 24718 HeH o g IE
e tey 2o

Ats S37)7F sARA S37] 249 A% IS}
253 AN 79AL B ZAEL S8
zge A5d F9o 2P A} olgd 2
Ne A5d Fguads 5371 289 9ix¢) ge A
gAol Mg Te Fese T oadd 237 2
Age AE 223 adAolu,

aeyY 58 x7)dE A A2A9 AREA Feo|
A ABE L ARFM Feo] oA w7
o BEsE ARz 537] £do] A5A F90 23
¢ PAsA Ean nF AXE Fez Yy
a¥EE olfd ZAMN A T ALl vjA
g 247] 7o) A% ARE A= AL HlEHH o]
o mekd A FugZedNE A T2 A 53
719l o] AR} SIS o]4FT. = 2F ISIE
AAH 71F W viEse] T aHAPYe Agdez
Ag3) 2% ISIE (33)e2 Fojagy,

-~ 2 - 2
_ Zlhi,n* wj,nl — lhz,n* W ; plmax (33)
n " %0 2
lh; ¥ w

7,nimax

181

.

L

AANA {h *w,,}E AdH F31E st AA

Azd gE2 $9S vehld, *E ABEAL FIG,



2005 118 HXIZ&3 =2 X 42 2 SPH H 6 & 183

A Aol dspd, AF 58 Al isi, & G0l "ok
AL PPoA = Age J|Eo] He ISIY 4
k(threshold level) isiy, & ZA¥HAo=2 AAsHc
isig = 488 USAE A 4%, A5 ¥4, A3
o Feul F o9E 80 o JFE W) B H

A9 ofFgol Ak 2 isiy, T AIRE HHY

39 7] EEQE ¥ 5A4& U= o] &3] 93
7bed e gdz Mg devt o T3 Ao
ol= H|H¥o] F3E ANNH ISI o] T
(lower limit)o] ®t}.

ol =&9 d¥l s LuddFY HEL isiy ol
e A9 god, 29 #e UF A4 A
A3 UF 4 A8sA) Ho, F & Yo F
A 42 oA 9A B4 duygFoz A3
A Hel F3717t #9skA EZ3AY MMSEY =93}
A 78 5 ok =23 7Y g UF A d3sa
Ui A dEsH HAY £2 A3y 93 18I 9
o =gatA] Bate Agh) Add £ ok =
Z o] Z#3} g ool AFHHU 5 £x9 A
B3E Aol & Aol Qitk o] =79 AY =27
e 27] ISI #d tfs] -10dBAA -14dB A=<
HedA 2AHW Hdd Ao ARG

U
—_

doh Mo
olt

Iv. &% 33 % 23

At FuEFY HFe RILFEL 53 el
Mfen, ds e g8 Mg 4y AEEHn e
CMA¢} v st 2ojdgd AL8d gz Ag
AEdZ Ad 1€ 2-tap delay line 22"2e a8 )
d 2t 6-tap delay line 22™e &35t F o5
AE Adel W8] 16-QAM, 64-QAM 2 256-QAMS]
A} AZHE AMRSIE T, 3719 Zeole A 1o
A 23, A 2004 122 AAIRC AE ZAEH
(signal-to-noise ratio: SNR)E 16-QAMel th3l
E,/N,=15dB, 64-QAM % 256-QAMe} o3}
E,/N, = 25dB 2 AAs}gr}

3171 2gdA9 A7 ISI9 A3 &
A% S HE vlasdot. 94 19 3 4

&

(]

5

Lo
off o I

4 B oye

Zke] ROy zAd WE F{ ISI 45 ®th
50,000 =31 Aol dfs] 10059 =0 A

IS| Performance with Channet 1, 16-QAM, SNR=15d8

)
2
z ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
3 I
B
® 40l 8. - L oo s Lol L
; Constant Modulus Algorithm |,
S R e e
2
<
-]
B
E 200 - -\ - - o - . oo
@
2
W ' Prbposed Algorithm
30 | . . . ; . . . .
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 25 3 3.5 4 45 5
Number of fterations x10*

a8 3. 16-QAMol| cfst ZHE Az ZHY HjuW
Fig. 3. Comparison of residual ISIs for 16-QAM.

5 ——

I REHERRRRIS HDAHRRNS! 1, 64-0AM, SNR-2508

Ensemble Averaged Residual (S (dB)

@ 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 &
Number of terations

a8 4 64-QAMol| CHSH R A2 ZHM H|W
Fig. 4. Comparison of residual ISls for 64-QAM.

—

IS1 Performance with Channel 2, 256-QAM, SNR=25dB

|

@
g osih
P .
B ' Constant Modulus Algorithm '
[ . . | | "
@© - . """"‘ "' S
3
L) Y
2
<
K T
o
€
[
LY
w
_Proposed Algorithm
40 . . . . ) . . . —
o 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5
Number of lterations x 10

a8 5 256-QAMoi| et Z&F Aezb 7R d|
Fig. 5 Comparison of residual ISIs for 256-QAM.



244

HI|& A88 Bussgang

o
e

AL SEYo| HestE 8 E

184

(b) Mgt eue|

=
[=]

(a) CMA

Fig. 6. Comparison of equalized signal constellations of 16~-QAM.

s

.

T T T T T T

icii(bia

adearsn

10

4

2

svapern

2

-4
b) ®et g0l F

-6

8

10
8
6
4
2
0
2 - -
-4
£
-8
0

AreuiBew

38 7. 64-QAMol| st

Fig. 7. Comparison of equalized signal constellations of 64—QAM.

L ANARM AN NN -

FARALRTRAUGRS Y
SUPRTIR AN LRQNR4A
AN TARARRBLPIRENY
L I A D

R 3 i st T

RSAVARUN RSN BAS
tcv,p&n.?vw uwnuw

T anbabhnavutbaeng

SHURBRUABNRNSS

S RASARANLERARLARN -

AR WMKR YNG4
ARLLDHATRBRAB OGRS
BALERLRLRTBRGRHE
PLERT LU SRRV NG

- NASRANERIRA GRS -

25

15
10
5
of - - -
5
10
15

Keuifew

38 8. 256-QAMoll cf

Fig. 8. Comparison of equalized signal constellations of 256-QAM.

(94)



20059 1189 Mxt3&s ==X M 42 3 SPH X 6 =

3o ol A ISI 2FHE HEE FTste] Y
o EE 239 o4l CMAS AL dag|E2
TS £F9 27] £ $28 /AU, AAEH 4
oA & ztolE Hola itk CMAE 319 modulusE
AHgste] Aol HlAg 71 o8 SV v
A7lE ez Jdete] YAH o PAFeAM o4 &
o] AAH, o= AFHe] BAR BFF B A
o ¥ha At dnFoXe £ Y] 48 A= w
& F HAY 23718 dgHes AH8Fons 27
s 7 £59 ASE 2H3A dowA FFd
BolA o #dg A AR

ggos &9 A3HY & 2P st 14
6,7 2 8 Z+Z 16-QAM, 64-QAM % 256-QAM 4l
330 s CMASH At L3 o3 F3hd A

sde UEhIQTh Sl $BE Sdd ¥
0000 52 A8 olFe] 10000 AR 2AHAY, F

ofF Ad E SNR =Z3A 16-QAMT 64-QAM
ANEH9 A4, CMAY g3 538 AZHE ¥ 5
o] o AL dgloy sfd A 3 33HE
As A FF3ATE vt 256-QAMS] A g-ole
B3o] &3 23S i ol YA A NEAH
< Bk 3H AU gngdEFE EE A
2g& 353 A g Add o4 9443
A3 oo RoAF e A2 Ry At
BEE A4 HHS 54T S By £
He Atz F4A oM Al Wy Al A
2 &(symbol error rate: SER)-S W& ALS= 7|tjdt]

Hr

Rt o
(A 12 TS | g

fots

tlo

V.8 E

o] = A& Bussgang EFRIE 53} garE]Fdl
HE7bsen At ERXAdol deste ¥ FAE
aNstL, o8 & 53 dugES Adsh A
¢k gnFE Wlojz FH7I7F £ BFO
ZIlole AlaRols FH72 ZF ZASEY, &
o] @4 =AM e dA FAVIA A HE A
o] &3ttt At WM E & EFY AHd
F A8 F4718 HEHLE ARt ofee Al
Bole FA7|Y FA& AsHE EYFo=A 1A
QAM 21359 EFRIE S8l A& Al ALt Bl

FA%T 57 S50k AREE Ae TS AN B

v
(o

ool

2ot o2t ot

L
LU

o

(956)

185
FAE Fo) wesdD BAO RS Y 54
B 45 ARset
Z1EH

[1] Simone Fiori, Blind deconvolution by simple
adaptive activation function neuron,
Neurocomputing, vol. 48, pp. 763-778, 2002.

S. Haykin, Adaptive Filter Theory, 4th ed,
Prentice-Hall, 2002.

J. Karaoguz, "A generalized decision—directed
blind equalization  algorithm  applied to
equalization of multipath Rayleigh fading mobile
communication channels,” PhD. Dissertation,
North Carolina State Univ., 1992,

S, Chen, S. McLaughlin, P. M. Grant and B.
Mulgrew, "Multi-stage blind clustering
equalizer,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 43, no. 3,
pp.701-705, 199%5.

Y. Sato, "A method of self-recovering
equalization for multilevel amplitude -modulation
systems,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. COM-23,
no., pp. 679-682, 6, June 1975.

D. Godard, "Self-recovering equalization and
carrier tracking in two-dimensional data
communication systems,” [EEE Trans.
Communications, vol. COM-28, no. 11, pp.
1867-1875, 1980.

J. R. Treichler and B. G. Agee, "A new
approach to multipath correction of constant
modulus signals,” IEEE Trans. Acoustics, Speech
and Signal Processing, vol. ASSP-31, no. 2, pp.
459-472, 1983.

A. Benveniste and M. Goursat, “Blind
equalizers,” IEEE Trans. Commun,, vol. COM-32,
no. 8, pp. 871-883, Aug. 1984.

(2]

(3]

[4]

5]

16l

(71

8]

[9]1 S. Bellini "Bussgang techniques for blind
equalization,” IEEE Proc. Globecom, pp.
1634-1640, 1986.

[10] O. Macchi and E. Eweda, "Convergence analysis
of self-adaptive equalizers,” IEEE Trans. Inform.
Theory, vol. IT-30, no. 2, pp. 161-176, Mar 1984.

[1110. Shalvi and E. Weinstein, "New criteria for
blind deconvolution of nonminimum phase
systems (channels),” IEEE Trans. Inform.
Theory, vol. IT-36, no. 2, pp. 312-321, Mar.
1990.

[12] S. C. Bateman and S. Y. Ameen, "Comparison



186 AN 8R40 EstE HdY £HI|8 A8 8 Bussgang ESI2IE S3 2dd

of algorithms for use in adaptive adjustment of
digital data receivers, IEE Proc., Pt. I, vol. 137,
no. 2, pp. 85-96, 1990.

[13] G. Picchi and G. Prati, "Blind equalization and
carrier recovery using a  "Stop—and-Go”
decision-directed  algorithm” IEEE  Trans.
Commun., vol. COM-35, no. 9, pp. 877-887, Sep.
1987.

KA N

2 d AN
A4148 SPH A5Z F=

(956)



