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Abstract—At millimeter wave (mmW) frequencies, beamform-  flexibility than DBF) is often presented as an attractiveicbo
ing and large antenna arrays are an essential requirement to [5]. Moreover, ABF has the least power consumption and is

combat the high path loss for mmW communication. Moreover, - 5 attractive beamforming choice whenever the advantages o
at these frequencies, very large bandwidths are availableotfulfill dicital ina techni t ired

the data rate requirements of future wireless networks. Hovever, gita processmg echniques are not required. . )
utilization of these large bandwidths and of large antenna &ays In this paper, we argue that the general perception regardin

can result in a high power consumption which is an even bigger the high power consumption of DBF is not always true when
concern for mmWw receiver design. In a mmW receiver, the the total power consumption of the receiver is considered.
analog-to-digital converter (ADC) is generally considerd as the  paer there is a certain range of system bandwidth (deitab
?nost:]goxvg(r:cggvsvlé?lc\l% ball?]gl()./zlg g]r:?j pc?)?ﬁ‘;‘a?:r?haglilozgfﬁ)wer to fulfill _the requirements Qf certain key functi_onalitie$ o
consumption of the complete analog chain for Analog, Digita future wireless communication) and ADC resolution (to @voi
and Hybrid beamforming (ABF, DBF and HBF) based receiver any significant performance loss) for which DBF results in a
design. We show how power consumption of these beamforming power consumption lower than HBF and comparable to ABF
schemes varies with a change in the number of antennas, thewhile providing the flexibility of digital processing, whic

number of ADC bits (b) and the bandwidth (B). Moreover, we . . : .
compare low power (as in[1]) and high power (as in[[2]) ADC makes DBF an attractive candidate for mmW receiver design.

models, and show that for a certain range of number of antenns,
b and B, DBF may actually have a comparable and lower power A. Related Work

consumption than ABF and HBF, respectively. In addition, we  Recently, energy efficient designs have been studied, par-
also show how the choice of an appropriate beamforming scheen jcyjarly focusing on how the system capacity varies as a
depends on the signal-to-noise ratio regime. function of the ADC resolution. In[]6], an exact nonlinear
|. INTRODUCTION guantizer model is utilized to evaluate the optimal capacit
for a 1-bit ADC. In [7], considering a MIMO channel and an

The millimeter wave (mmW) spectrum (30-300 GHz), diti o ; del (AONM .
where a very large bandwidth is available, is considered a&4ditive quantization noise model (AQNM, an approximate

prime candidate to fulfill the data rate requirements of ffeitu model for ADCs), a joint optimization of ADC resolution and
broadband communication][3]. However, communication mber of antennas is studied. In a recent work [1], the astho

these frequency bands exhibits high pathloss. To overcbize tstudieo! how the number of ADC bis and the bandwid;h
high pathloss, spatial beamforming using large antenreysir (sampling rate)3 of ADCs affect the total power consumption

is considered as an essential part of a mmw communicatif(% ABF and DBF based receivers. They studied the optimal

system. b and B which maximize the capacity for ABF and DBF only

Analog, Hybrid and Digital beamforming (ABF, HBF andfo_r IOV_V power receiver design while also s_howing _that DBF
DBF) are the beamforming schemes being considered [ ith similar power budget to ABF may achieve a higher rate
Traditionally, digital beamforming is a popular choice, a an ABF when the channel state information is available at

it provides the advantages of digital processing techrsqu € trans?ntter.f Egcl::ently, 'Itn h[zt]> to ;urthﬁrt retducg the pow d
(such as multi-user communication, interference canteta consumption o a switch based architecture 1S proposed,

formation of multiple simultaneous beams, etc), thanksito tWhere at a particular instant only a reduced set of antennas

use of a separate RF chain and analog-to-digital convertepual to the number of RF chains) is selected and connected

(ADC) per antenna elemenit![4]. However, the utilization oP the RF chains. However, the reduction n the number of
Atennas also reduces the antenna array gain.

many antennas and the large bandwidths at mmw resultd Lo the b : Knowled h ’ . K
a high power consumption, which generally makes DBF less 0 the best of our knowledge, there Is no previous wor

desirable for power constrained mmW receiver design [5]. adt B%n;pgres JheOtal. pov(\;er _confsumé)_;[cifon of A?F’ HE’;Fh
reduce the power consumption, a hybrid scheme which pér- b ¢ ased receiver design orh : eren; va L;eSASCt €
forms beamforming in both the analog and the digital domagjr’m er of receive antennal,nr, the number o

with a reduced number of RF chains (at the cost of low its b, and t_he bandwu_jth. In this paper, we prowdg a
comprehensive comparison of total power consumption of

The work of Michele Zorzi was partially supported by NYU Wss. different beamforming schemes while considering both high
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Digital
peamiormer . DBF always has higher power consumption than ABF,
however, for smallb and B the difference is relatively

small and therefore, in those configurations, DBF may
Figure 2. Digital Beamformer . still be an attractive option, also in view of the much
greater flexibility provided by digital processing;
« in comparison to HBF, if the ratio ofNgr and Nanr

power [2] and low powerl]l] ADC models. Moreover, we remains constant* and B* for DBF both increase with

dl'?ﬁutis Z]SCrelanoln?hlp ofdtL]e s!?n?fl-t(;-n:)r:se rr\a’qo (ﬁNR an increase iV 4y
w € resolution and how It affects the choice ot an - yha yariation inb has a more significant effect at high
appropriate beamforming scheme. SNR than at low SNR

B. Our Contribution Finally, the choice of the appropriate beamforming scheme

In mmW receiver design, the ADC is usually considere@epends not only on the total power consumption but also
to be the most power hungry block. In general, DBF, whic@n the SNR regime. Although the qualitative trends among
requires a number of ADCs\(4 pc) equal to twice the number different beamforming schemes are rather predictable, the
of receive antennas (separate ADCs for each inphase &#@cise quantification of these relationships and the tesul
quadrature phase signal) is typically assumed to result Rgsented in this paper are useful to precisely charaeteriz
maximum power consumption, while ABF witN4p = 2is the regimes where the various beamforming options are to
the least power consuming scheme. On the other hand, HBE preferred.
requiresNapc = 2 X Nrr where Ngr < Nanr is the
number of RF chains, and generally is assumed to have a
lower power consumption than DBF. Common mmW receiver architectures for ABF, DBF and

The commonly accepted conclusion that DBF suffers fromBF are shown in Figurds [] 2 aftl 3, respectively. The total

high power consumption is the result of implicitly assumpower consumptiorr,; of these beamforming schemes can
ing the use of high resolution and wide band ADCs, th@e evaluated as

therefore dominate the overall power budget. However, the
power consumption of an ADC is directly proportional to Py’ = Nant(Prya + Pps) + Prr + Po + 2Papc (1)
the number of quantization levels and to the sampling rate.

Il. SYSTEM MODEL

In addition, for different beamforming schemes, a power Pi¢" = Nant(Prnva+ Psp + NrpPps) B
consumption comparison only based on ADCs can result in + Ngp(Prr + Pc + 2Papc)

a different outcome with respect to what would be obtained

when considering the total power consumption, especially PEBY = Nonr(Prna + Prr + 2Papc) (3)

when the resolution and/or the bandwidth of the ADC are not ) .
large. In this paper, we compare the total power consumpti¥fiereé Prr represents the power consumption of the RF chain
(Pro:) of ABF, DBF and HBF by considering a low power@nd is given by
ADC (LPADC) and a high power ADC (HPADC) models, and _
for different values ofV 7, B andb. Our results show that Prr =Py + Pro + Prpr + PBBapm, 4)
o Pry for all beamforming schemes increases with aand Poxa, Pps, Pc, Py, Pro, Popr, PsB,,,,» Papc, and
increase iNN4nT, b Or B; Psp represent the power consumption of low noise amplifier
« for fixed Nyn7 and B, there is a maximum number of (LNA), phase shifter, combiner, mixer, local oscillatooy
bits (b*) up to which DBF is more energy efficient thanpass filter, baseband amplifier, ADC, and splitter, respelsti
HBF; In our analysis, the power consumption of all other com-
« for fixed N4y andb, there is a maximum bandwidthponents except the ADC is considered independent of the
B* up to which DBF is more energy efficient than HBFsystem bandwidth, whered’,p¢ increases linearly with3



B = 100 MHz

and exponentially withh [8]. Therefore, considering Nyquist 10 7
sampling rate Papc in terms of B andb is given by b R i

8r - A~ ABF, N, =64 ,z’

L HBF, N, .= 16 s

Pipc = cB2" = ¢cBR (5) ol IR
ES S et el BEE T

wherec is the energy consumption per conversion step, and S NS S GRS S S S |
R = 2% is the number of quantization levels of the ADC. af )4.//
A. Pr,; Comparison

A comparison of PABF PHBE and PPBF is shown in
Figures[# and5 forB equal to 100 MHz and 1 GHz
respectively. In these plotsV .y is set to 16 and 64)

Figure 4. Pr,; for different beamforming schemes vdor B = 100 MHz
! andNANT =16, 64.

is varied from 1 to 10, andVzr = 4 for HBF. Moreover, N B =1 GHz
Prya =39 MW, Ppg = 19.5 mW, Py = 16.8 mW, [9], [10] ==y i
c=494 1 [], PLo =5 mW, PLpp = 14 mW, Py, =5 L

HBF, N, = 64 x

mW [2] and Psp = 19.5 mW. Note that the results shown in

b4 DBF, N, (= 16 |,

8
7
6L
5

Figures andl5 are for the LPADC considered[ifi[1] § s e

In Figured# andl5, results show that,; increases with an = 4’ P 4+
increase inV 4 n7, B or b, as expected. Firstly, note that ABF e , ]
consumes the least power for every configuration. Secondly, of IS
DBF always has some configuration for which it has a lower At 8
power consumption than HBF. This is becaisg,¢ increases oz s 4 s e 7 8 9 10

. . . b
exponentially withb, and therefore for smalb there is N0 rigyre 5. Py, for different beamforming schemes wsfor B = 1 GHz

significant power consumption due #pc with respect 10 ang N, yp = 16,64

the other components in Ed.](3). Moreover, at léywthe

power consumption of additional components in HBF, e.g.,

phase shifters, becomes dominant and therefore HBF may eirgsrsection point of Eqs[]2) and] (3). This gives the foliogy

result in a higher power consumption than DBF. Note that ttiesult

value of b which results in a lowe®5 5" in comparison to  (Nant — Nrr)Prr + 2(Nant — Nrr)Papc =

PHBF (for fixed Npr) decreases with an increase My 7 NantNrpPps + NepPo + NantPsp

223 g E%rog]iﬁlﬁzeﬁzgfli]\s] TIessﬁfh:::lg é‘g&b ]jp tol 66t|>-i|tzs ggd thereforé* and B* for HBF and DBF can be calculated

and 9 bits, respectively. Moreover, similar results oledifby

considering an HPADC modéell[2] (not shown here), show th&t =

PRBE always results in a higher power consumption than _ o

PABFE for the configurations used in Figure 4 ddd 5. However, — Llog=(R)] %

DBF results in a lower power consumption than HBF for

B =100 MHz andB = 1 GHz and WithN s x7 = 16 only for g+ _ NanT(NrrPps + Psp) + NrrPc — (Nant — Nrr)Prre

a range ofb up to 5 and 2, respectively. A further discussion 2(Nant — Nrr)cR )

on the impact of the number of bits is given in Seclion-lll. where|z| represents the floor of the variabigi.e., the largest
We next provide analytical formulas to identify* andb* integer< z. Egs. [T) and{8) hold foNgrr < Nanr. Now if

for which PREF is similar to PHBF, for a generalN yr. NantT — o0, b* and B* are given by

(6)

Nant(NrrPps + Psp) + NrrPc — (Nant — Nrr)Prr
2(NANT — NRF)CB

This is useful to properly characterize the regions in which . NgrPps + Psp — Prp
DBF is to be preferred over the HBF alternative. b= {1092( %B )J ©)
. .  NgrPps+ Psp—P
B. Evaluation of b* and B* BT =t rE ZCRSP L (10)
We now compare DBF with HBF, and evaluate the max-
imum number of bitsb* and the maximum bandwidtii* Egs. [9) and[{7l0) show that, for a large number of antennas,
which satisfy the condition thaP2 B+ < PHBE. the values ofb* and B* for DBF are inversely related t@

To find the values ob* and B* that result in the same total andb, respectively, and directly related 16z . Moreover, for
power consumption for HBF and DBF we first evaluate th@onstanthS, Prr, Psp, ¢, Npr andb or B, Egs. [9) and
(@10) also provide a lower bound fér and B*, respectively,

1Similar results can be obtained by considering HPADC (witk: 12.5 f iti i i i
or any N, . In addition, note that ifNpr increases in
pJ) as in[[2], which results in a reduced rangebair B for which DBF has Y NaNT e

. N .
a lower power consumption than ABF or HBF. We will mention thege of proportlon _tO NAJ_VT' then the values ob” and B* will
b and B for HPADC whenever necessary. increase with an increase iNsnT.
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on flexibility and/or complexity, which are directly relate
to the application requirements. The detailed study ofehes
complexity/flexibility issues is left as a future work. Flilyaas
Bincrease$* decreases (Figuié 6) and similaily decreases
with an increase i (FigurelT). This shows a trade off between
the choice ob and B, which means that for a high bandwidth
Figure 7. B* vs b for HBF vs DBF considering both HPADC and LPADC. receiver desigrb should be reduced to keep the total power
consumption within the required budget and vice versa.

A detailed analysis is shown in Figurgls 6 did 7, where we IIl. ADCBITs vs SNR
assumeN gy = Nanr/8. This increase iV in proportion We now extend our analysis to study how a change in the
to Nayr ensures that the system performance comparisedmber of ADC bits affects the SNR. We consider an AQNM
among HBF and DBF remains the same. In Figlifes §&nad 7,pased model as in[1]. For this model, the effective SNR X
and B* are plotted, respectively, for different values®f,y IS defined as [11]
while considering both LPADC and HPADC. As expectét, Yef = M (11)
and B* for HBF and DBF are higher for LPADC than for L4y
HPADC. Moreover,b* and B* increase with an increase inwherey and+. represent the SNR of a high resolution ADC
Nanr. This is due to the dependencel8f;» on Nayr. This  and the effective SNR of a low resolution ADC, respectively,
shows that large antenna systems with DBF based receivand ,; is the inverse of the signal-to-quantization-noise ratio
can take advantage of a large bandwidth and/or a higher nusfithe ADC, which depends on the quantizer design, the input
ber of ADC bits while keeping the power consumption similadistribution and the number of bits For a gaussian input
to that of HBF. Moreover, by increasing tié, y7/Nrr ratio, distribution, the values ofy for b < 5 are listed in Tablé]l,
the number of RF chains for a fixeWayr decreases and and forb > 5 can be approximated by = ’TT‘/ET% [32].
thereforePH B decreases. This decreaseRf? results in Figure[8 shows howy., varies with the number of ADC
a reduction ofb* and B*. bits. Each curve corresponds to a different valuey pivhere

Moreover, note that foB = 1.5 GHz and N sy = 256, + is varied from—10 to 20 dB. The results show that there
the DBF receiver outperforms HBF when using ADCs witlis a number of bits,,, after which any further increase in
up tob = 4 andb = 8 bits for HPADC and LPADC, will not result in a significant increase s, as~yey ~ «
respectively. These values bfare large enough not to resultfor b = b,,. Moreover, they also show tha, increases as
in any significant SNR loss compared to a high resolutione move from low to high SNR regime. For instanég, for
ADC, as discussed in Sectign]lll. With these configurations,= —10 dB is 3 bits, whereas fon = 20 dB it goes up to
DBF may be a preferable option than HBF for mmW receiveéd bits. Therefore, the SNR regime which identifigs is also
design. It is also important to note that with an increase directly related to the choice of the appropriate beamfogmi
Nyt itis very difficult to acquire the complete channel statechemes.
information with a fully digital architecture (i.e., DBF)sait )
requires a very high complexity receiver design, whereas HEB" ot VS 7e; Comparison
decreases this complexity but at the cost of lower flexipilit To summarize the analysis and to better identify the ap-
Therefore, the choice between DBF and HBF may also depgmapriate configuration for DBF, we now show a comparison
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betweenPr,, and~.; for different values ob. In particular, figuration. We discuss the choice of the beamforming scheme
we combine the results provided in Figurk 8 with those ébr the device and the communication signal separatelynén t
Figured # and5, and plot the effective SNR performange former, we identify an appropriate beamforming scheme both
vs. the total power consumptiodr,; (where the different at the MS and at the BS, focusing on their different form
points on the curves correspond to different valuesbpf factor and application requirements. In the latter, we fifign
thereby highlighting the tradeoff between the power spedt athe preferable beamforming scheme focusing on the differen
the performance achieved. bandwidth requirements for control plane (CP) and dataglan
Figures[® and_10 show a comparison betwd®n; and (DP) communicatid
vef for a low and high power consumption ADC model, _ )
respectively. Results are obtained for= 10 dB, Nrr = 4, A. Optimal Bearmforming Scheme at the MS and at the BS
NanT = 16 and for B = 1 GHz and B = 100 MHz. The MS and the BS can accommodate different numbers of
Markers on each curve correspond to increasing valuds ofintennas and have different application requirements M$e
when going left to right, wheré varies from 1 to 6 and from can accommodate only a small number of antennas due to its
1 to 5 in Figure§® an@ 10, respectively. Results show themall form factor and has simple application requirements,
an appropriate configuration for DBF is directly relatedite t whereas the BS can accommodate a much higher number
ADC power consumption values. For instance, with LPADOf antennas and has typically more advanced application
(Figure[®), DBF has lower power consumption than HBF evegqguirements such as to ensure multi-user communication, e
up to 6 bits, for botlB = 1 GHz andB = 100 MHz. However, a) Mobile Sation: To ensure the constraints of a limited
with HPADC, DBF has a similar power consumption to HBRpower budget and a small form factor, we assume that the MS
up to 5 and 2 bits forB = 100 MHz and B = 1 GHz, can have at most 16 antennas (as assumed in most works). It
respectively, and rapidly becomes worse as the numberof lsian be seen from Figurés 9 and 10 that wih yr = 16,
is increased. Note that, with 5 bits, s is almost equal to a the appropriate beamforming schemes are ABF and DBF. The
value which it can attain with infinité. Therefore, DBF with choice between these schemes is application dependent. For
LPADC is an attractive choice, and preferable to HBF for bothstance, during initial cell search, where the MS has tdloo
B =100 MHz and B = 1 GHz, whereas with HPADC, DBF in different angular directions to receive the synchrotiizra
is a feasible choice only foB = 100 MHz. signals, the formation of multiple simultaneous beams can
The results also show that ABF is always a better optidre advantageous and therefore justify the additional power
from a power consumption perspective. However, note theansumption. In this case, DBF may in fact be a preferable
DBF for both B = 100 MHz and B = 1 GHz with LPADC choice than ABF as it allows to form multiple simultaneous
and for B = 100 MHz with HPADC results in approximately beams which result in a lower search delay and in a reduced
30% more power consumption in comparison to ABF, anéinergy consumption, whereas with an ABF based receiver the
this percentage increases with an increaseBiror Nayyr. MS has to look in all angular directions sequentially to idfgn
Therefore, for receivers with a relatively small number dhe desired BS, which will increase the initial cell searefag
antennas and low bandwidth requirements, DBF may beaad the total energy consumption. However, if the desired
preferable choice as, for a limited increase in the total growbeamforming direction is already available and the adgeda
consumption, it provides significant advantages in terms of DBF are not required (e.g., as in context information dase
flexibility, thanks to digital processing. schemes[[13],[14]), then ABF can be a better option.

’Note that all these comparisons follow from the power corion
. . . . _values of the receiver components mentioned in Sedfibnniti therefore
In this section, we discuss the choice of an appropriat@ desirable configuration of any beamforming scheme may with the

beamforming scheme from the device (the MS or the BS) afighnge in the components power consumption values. Hawewe general
trend among the different beamforming schemes would retharsame, and

the cpmmumcatlon _S|gnal (Contr(_)l plane or data plane) P&he corresponding numerical values can be easily derivexh four general
spective, as a function of the typical parameters of each cainalysis in Sectioftll!.

IV. DISCUSSION



b) Base Sation: The base station has to simultaneouslg mmW receiver model, we showed that for a certain range
serve multiple MSs and, in contrast to the MS, can accomma- Ny, b and B, DBF may result in a lower power
date highetV 4 v and has a much higher power available. Faronsumption than HBF. The results also showed that with a
analysis, we set the minimuW 4y = 64 for the BS receiver low number of antennas (e.g., as in case of the MS), DBF
design. Moreover, to fulfill the requirement of serving nplt  power consumption may be comparable to (or only slightly
MSs, we primarily focus on the comparison of HBF and DBHigher than) ABF power consumption. Moreover, with SNR
as with ABF at a particular instant a BS can communicate witis a figure of merit, we showed that the number of ADC bits
only a single or a limited number of MSs. for DBF which results in a similar power consumption as in

As discussed in Sectidn] I, the choice of the appropriat¢éBF is large enough to avoid any loss in SNR.
beamforming scheme between HBF and DBF depends notn the future, we will study how the system capacity for
only on Nany7, b and B, but also onNgrr. As shown in different beamforming schemes varies with a change in the
Figure[®, with LPADC model and low g, DBF has a similar number of ADC bits and in the bandwidth.
power consumption to HBF up to 6 bits even with = 2
GHz, which makes DBF an appropriate choice with LPADC
model, whereas in case of HPADC the resultahtor B* [1] O. Orhan, E. Erkip, and S. Rangan, “Low power analogitptal con-

for DBE i latively | M HBE Ilv all t version in millimeter wave systems: Impact of resolutiod #andwidth
or IS relatively low. Ivioreover, generally allows 10 on performance,” ininformation Theory and Applications Workshop

simultaneously communicate in onlyi different directions, (ITA), Feb. 2015, pp. 191-198.
whereas DBF with the same number of antennas can coverl? R. Mendez-Rial, C. Rusu, A. Alkhateeb, N. Gonzalez-€lel and

h hiah | d th f icat R. Heath, “Channel estimation and hybrid combining for mmweva
muc Igher angular space an erefore can COMMUNICAE ppage shifters or switches?” imformation Theory and Applications

with a larger number of MSs. With this difference, and Workshop (ITA), Feb. 2015, pp. 90-97. _
ConS|der|ng an |nterference free Scena”O, DBF can reBult I3] Z. Pi and F. Khan, “An introduction to millimeter-wave iite broad-

] ; band systems,IEEE Communications Magazine, vol. 49, no. 6, pp.
much higher capacity as compared to HBF. However, to get 101-107, Jun, 2011,

the capacity with HBF similar to DBF and keepimganr  [4] S. Sun, T. S. Rappaport, R. W. Heath, A. Nix, and S. Rangan,

fixed, we need to increase the number of RF chains which “MIMO for millimeter-wave wireless communications: beamnhing,
. . S HBF . spatial multiplexing, or both?'EEE Communications Magazine, vol. 52,

ther_1 results in an increase BTot , which corresponds to no. 12, pp. 110-121, Dec. 2014.
an increase inB* and b*, which may make DBF a more [5] W.Roh, J.-Y. Seol, J. Park, B. Lee, J. Lee, Y. Kim, J. Cho@keun, and
preferable design choice than HBF even with HPADC. F. Aryanfar, “Millimeter-wave_ beamformin_g as an gngblir@hnology
for 5G cellular communications: theoretical feasibilitydaprototype

. . results,”|EEE Communications Magazine, vol. 52, no. 2, pp. 106-113,
B. Optimal Beamforming Scheme for Control and Data Feb. 2014.

Typically, the control plane (CP) and the data plane (DP§5] J. Singh, O. Dabeer, and U. Madhow, “On the limits of conmigation

. . with low-precision analog-to-digital conversion at theewer,” IEEE
have different data rate requirements. The CP has a low data T 5nsactions on Communications, vol. 57, no. 12, pp. 3629-3639, Dec.

rate requirement, which corresponds to a lower bandwidth, 2009.

whereas the DP requires highé to support high data [71 Q- Bai, A. Mezghani, and J. A. Nossek, “On the optimizatiof
q 9 PP 9 ADC resolution in multi-antenna systems,” Rroceedings of the Tenth

rate. From the MS perspective, a power efficient receiver |yernational Symposium on Wireless Communication Systems (ISWCS
may require separate beamforming schemes for CP and DP 2013), Aug. 2013, pp. 1-5.
S|gnal|ng (F|gureE]9 arm_o) For |nstance1 to reduce thahr“ [8] H.-S. Lee and C. Sodini, “Analog—to—dlgltal convertslﬁlgltlzmg the

. . . analog world,” Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 96, no. 2, pp. 323-334,
cell search delay during CP signaling and based on theBow 3008_ ¢ PP

requirement for CP, DBF can be a preferable choice even witl] V. yu, P. Baltus, A. de Graauw, E. van der Heijden, C. Varchand
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