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Abstract—In this paper, we present a differential modulation
and detection scheme for use in the uplink of a system with a
large number of antennas at the base station, each equipped with
low-resolution analog-to-digital converters (ADCs). We derive
an expression for the maximum likelihood (ML) detector of a
differentially encoded phase information symbol received by a
base station operating in the low-resolution ADC regime. We
also present an equal performing reduced complexity receiver
for detecting the phase information. To increase the supported
data rate, we also present a maximum likelihood expression to
detect differential amplitude phase shift keying symbols with
low-resolution ADCs. We note that the derived detectors are
unable to detect the amplitude information. To overcome this
limitation, we use the Bussgang Theorem and the Central Limit
Theorem (CLT) to develop two detectors capable of detecting
the amplitude information. We numerically show that while the
first amplitude detector requires multiple quantization bits for
acceptable performance, similar performance can be achieved
using one-bit ADCs by grouping the receive antennas and
employing variable quantization levels (VQL) across distinct
antenna groups. We validate the performance of the proposed
detectors through simulations and show a comparison with cor-
responding coherent detectors. Finally, we present a complexity
analysis of the proposed low-resolution differential detectors.

Index Terms—Differential amplitude phase shift keying, dif-
ferential phase shift keying, analog-to-digital converters (ADCs),
Massive MIMO, Central Limit Theorem (CLT), variable quan-
tization level (VQL).

I. INTRODUCTION

ASSIVE multi-input-multi-output (MIMO) is a core

feature in fifth generation (5G) cellular communication
[1]. Generally, a massive MIMO system has hundreds of
antennas at the base station (BS), each equipped with indepen-
dent radio-frequency (RF) chains. This configuration has the
potential to provide large multiplexing and diversity gains [2].
Conditioned on the availability of channel state information
at the transmitter (CSIT), this large dimensionality has the
potential for the complete elimination of inter-user interference
using matched filter beamforming for the downlink and uplink
respectively [3].

Although the benefits of massive MIMO are abundant, two
main challenges hinder its deployment. The first challenge
concerns the prohibitively high circuit power incurred by
the massive number of RF chains at the BS. A particular
point of power inefficiency occurs at the ADCs. It has been
shown that the total power consumed by the ADCs increases
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exponentially with an increase in their resolution [4]. This
is a huge issue since much of the promise shown by early
research in massive MIMO was contingent on infinite/high
resolution analog-to-digital converters. A popular approach in
solving the power consumption challenge is to employ low-
resolution ADCs [5]-[8]. In [6], a one-bit distributed reception
scheme is investigated for IoT devices. In that work, the
channel is assumed to be perfectly known and maximum
likelihood and zero-forcing-type receivers are derived. In [5],
the problem of estimation with one bit is framed as a convex
optimization problem. An iterative estimator for symbol-by-
symbol estimation is provided. An algorithm for estimating the
channel is also provided, where the number of required pilot
symbols scales with the number of users. In [9], a MIMO-
OFDM system with low-resolution ADCs is proposed, and a
maximum a-posterior (MAP) algorithm for channel estimation
and symbol detection is investigated. In [10], an amplify-
and-forward massive MIMO system is developed. Using the
Bussgang decomposition [11], channel estimation for the fully
digital relay system is presented and exact expressions for the
achievable rate are derived. It should be noted that in [10],
[12], the number of pilots required for channel estimation
scales with the number of antennas in the relaying system.
In [13], a supervised learning approach is used to provide
more reliable channel estimation and data detection in the low-
resolution regime.

Although the application of low-resolution ADCs alleviates
the issue of energy inefficiency, it adds an additional challenge.
More specifically, in low-resolution systems, a large number
of pilots is required for channel estimation. Hence, the channel
is usually assumed to remain constant for a longer period of
time [14]. In fast or frequency selective fading channels, this
assumption presents a major limitation. This major limitation
motivates the investigation of differential modulation in the
low-resolution regime.

Even though differential modulation is well-developed in
the general area of communications [15]-[18], there has been
a resurgence of interest in the topic. This is partly because
non-coherent/differential systems do not require instantaneous
channel state information at either the transmitter or the
receiver. In [19], [20], the authors show that any differential
modulation scheme can be implemented using a look-up table.
The look-up table is constructed by minimizing the non-
coherent distance between two distinguishable codewords.
Additionally, a two-symbol detector is also proposed and
evaluated in [19], [20]. In [21], non-coherent modulation
is employed and an autocorrelation-based decision-feedback
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differential detection technique is adopted. In [22], [23], a
constellation design is proposed for non-coherent modulation
and an energy detection scheme is presented for reception.
In [24], a differential detection scheme is provided for 16-
quadrature amplitude modulation (16-QAM) systems, in which
adjacent symbols are used to detect the current symbol in the
presence of an infinite number of antennas. The differential
detection scheme for 16-APSK and 16-QAM is extended
to the finite antenna regime scenario in [25]. In [26], a
constellation design based on pulse amplitude modulation
(PAM) is proposed, which minimizes the symbol-error rate
when the channel statistics are known. In [26], the receiver is
based on energy detection and its bit-error rate performance
is derived for the high signal-to-noise ratio and the large
number of antennas scenarios. This work is extended in [27]
to a massive MIMO scheme where orthogonal codes are used
to allow for multi-user transmissions. A new constellation is
provided and the decision regions are optimized. Authors in
[28] present a combination of differential modulation and 5G
beam management procedures for use in the downlink of a
MIMO-OFDM system. In [29], the impact of reconfigurable
intelligent surfaces on non-coherent phase modulation is ana-
lyzed. Authors in [30] propose expectation propagation based
detectors for non-coherent multi-user MIMO. These prior
works do not consider the impact of low-resolution ADCs.
Thus, in this work we develop differential detectors for the
uplink of a massive MIMO system where each receive antenna
employs low-resolution ADCs.

More specifically, in this work we present, for the first time,
an analysis of the uplink of a massive MIMO system with
differential modulation employed at the transmitter and low-
resolution ADCs employed at the base station. We focus on
linear differential shift keying systems presented in [19], [31].
The contributions of this work are as follows

o The first contribution of this work is to develop a closed-
form expression for the maximum likelihood detector of a
differential phase shift keying system with one-bit ADCs
employed at each antenna at the base station. To aid this
development, we assume that the effect of quantization
is constant across the entire duration of transmissions.
Subsequently, the quantized received signal at the current
channel use is represented as a linear function of the
quantized signal received at previous channel uses'. We
show through numerical simulations that the detector
derived from this expression has a comparatively good
BER performance in the large number of antenna regime.

e Second, to avoid the numerical burden associated with
the repeated computation of the standard normal CDF
function and to reduce the detection complexity, we
present a linear receiver.

o Third, we extend the system from differential phase shift
keying modulation to differential amplitude phase shift

UIn this article, both single-carrier and OFDM systems are considered. In
the single-carrier system, a channel use is a single symbol interval and in
OFDM, a channel use represents one subcarrier.

2A detector derived based on the normal CDF often leads to computa-
tionally expensive numerical algorithms that require high arithmetic precision

[9].
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keying modulation and present a receiver that detects
amplitude and phase information. We note that although
this detector can detect the phase information, it fails to
accurately detect the amplitude information, leading to
poor performance.

o Fourth, we increase the number of quantization bits and
employ the Bussgang Theorem [11] to decompose the re-
ceived quantized signal into two parts - a desired compo-
nent and an uncorrelated quantization noise component.
This expression is used to derive a low-resolution (2 bits)
energy-based receiver capable of reliably detecting the
amplitude information.

« Fifth, to derive a single bit receiver that detects amplitude
information, we place the receive antennas into groups
such that antennas in the same group employ the same
quantization level and antennas in different groups em-
ploy different quantization levels. This setup is termed an-
tenna grouping-based variable quantization level (VQL)
setup. With this setup, the Bussgang Theorem and the
CLT are used to develop an energy-based receiver for
amplitude detection.

o Finally, we analyze the complexity of the proposed
receivers and provide Monte-Carlo based performance
comparisons with corresponding coherent receivers. The
comparisons indicate that the proposed detectors can
achieve similar BER performance with coherent detectors
while attaining a better spectral efficiency.

Notation: Matrices are denoted by bold uppercase letters
(i.e. H), vectors are denoted by bold lowercase letters (i.e.
h), R(-) denotes the real part of the argument, (-) denotes
the imaginary part of the argument, (-)7" denotes the transpose
operator, (-)¥ denotes the hermitian transpose, (-)* denotes
the conjugate operation, (-)T denotes the matrix inverse, %
represents the modulus operator, | - | specifies the absolute
value of a complex argument. | - | also specifies the cardinality
of a set, 1y denotes a U x 1 all one vector, Iy denotes a
U x U identity matrix, and ||-|| specifies a norm consistent
with the two norm.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We define the system model, the transmission and reception
modes relevant to the detector designs. Across all transmis-
sion and reception modes, the base station is equipped with
U antennas each equipped with low-resolution ADCs. In
this work, we consider both a single carrier system with a
frequency-selective block fading channel model and an OFDM
multi-carrier system experiencing both frequency-selective and
fast fading channels. The frequency-selective and fast fading
components of the channel are due to multipath and high
doppler respectively. During the n—th symbol duration, the
u—th base station antenna receives

Yaln] = %_011 1o hugln, Uxi[n — 1] + zu[n],  if OFDM,
> k=0 huklnfxkln] +zu[n], if SC,
(1

where x;[n] is the transmit signal from antenna k with power
E[|xx[n]|?] = 1/K, zu[n] ~ CN(0,02) is a random variable
modeling the base station impairments local to receive antenna
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u, and hy, ;[n, ] is the channel between the receive antenna u
and the transmit antenna k. The [—th multipath component at
the n—th symbol duration for the multi-carrier system can be
defined as

27rfln)

hu,k‘[na l] = p[l]gu,kmej( N

2

where p[l] is the power of the [—th tap with Zf:_ol pll] =1,
Ju,k ~ CN(0,1), is the complex channel gain from the k—th
transmitter to the u—th receive antenna of the [—th path, f;
is the doppler spread of the [—th tap with f; = % cos0,
and 6; is angle of arrival of the corresponding tap assumed to
be uniformly distributed between [—,7|. For single carrier,
the frequency-selective channel at the n—th symbol duration
can be modeled as a combination of [ parallel frequency-flat

subchannels expressed as

L—-1

huilv] =Y plllgu e 72/, 3)
=0

For the transmission of N symbols, the signal transmitted
during the n—th symbol duration at the k—th transmit antenna
can be defined as

Ly g2mno/N - if OFDM
_g Sklvle , 1 ,

sk[n], if single-carrier,

where si[n] is the data symbol. The data symbol is a zero-
mean random variable with unit variance, i.e, E[si[n]] = 0
and E[|sk[n]|?] = 1. A cyclic prefix of length N, is attached
at the beginning of each OFDM symbol?

xg[n] =xx[N +n], —Ngp <n<O0. 5)
After taking an FFT and the removal of the cyclic prefix,

the received signal has the following linear frequency domain
representation*

K-1
yu[v] = Z hu,k[v}xk[v] + 2y [UL (6)
k=0
where
1 N-1 .
mk[v] - Xk[n]e—ﬂ‘nnv/N7 (7)
N n=0
1 N-1 )
yulv] = —= D yulnle 72N, ®)
N —
n=0
1 L—1 )
hai[v] = —= Y hualn]e 72N, ©)

and 2, [v] ~ CN(0,02) is the Fourier transform of the thermal
noise local to the receive antenna w.

3For the single-carrier representation n is equivalent to v

4While this ignores the fast-fading and inter-carrier interference resulting

from high Doppler, these factors are not ignored during the Monte-Carlo
simulation of the proposed low-resolution detectors.
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A. Quantization

After reception at each base station antenna, the real and
imaginary part of the signal are independently quantized by
identical low-resolution ADCs. To elaborate we define the
quantization function as ¢ = Q(s), where Q : C — &, and &,
is the set of complex quantization alphabets for the complex-
valued inputs, s. The quantizer output can be decomposed as
q = ¢ + jq’, where ¢ and ¢ represents the real-valued
output corresponding to the real and imaginary part of the
input s respectively. The set of real-valued quantizer outputs
is identical for both the real and the imaginary component.
More specifically, ¢%, ¢! € € = {eg,e1, -+ ,eg_1}, where
E = 2% is the number of possible output values with q; being
the number of ADC bits. To correctly represent the complex
input sample, the quantizer needs 2q; bits. With this, the set of
complex quantization alphabets can be written as the Cartesian
products, £ = & x &. Clearly, the pair of labels (¢, ¢!)
is a quantized representation of the input complex variable
(s, sT). These labels can be generated by comparing both
s® and s! with N, quantization bin boundaries

—00=(p < (1 < <(p-1<(n, = +00.
Specifically, if the quantizer output is

¢=Q(s" +5") = (G, i)

then I® € {0,1,---, N — 1} and it satisfies (;r < s¥ <
(ry1. Similarly, If € {0,1,---, Ne — 1} and satisfies ;1 <
sl < (ryq. A special case of the low-resolution quantization
is the use of independent and identical one-bit ADCs to
quantize the real and imaginary component of the input s. In
this case, the quantization function can be represented by the
sgn function and the quantization operation can be specified
as

(10)

q = sgn(R(s)) + jsgn(S(s))), (11
where sgn is defined as
+1, if R(s) >0
R = 12
sn(R(s)) {_1’ Ris) 2 0 (12
Hence, we have

Taking advantage of the Bussgang theorem [11], the non-
linear quantization effect of low-resolution quantizers can be
decomposed into

q=nT+¢, (14)
where the 7 is the quantization scaling factor and € is the
quantization noise component which is uncorrelated to 7. Note
that 7) is chosen to minimize the error variance 02 = E||¢|?]
which is minimized by

5)
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III. LOW-RESOLUTION DETECTION FOR DPSK

The differential encoding scheme considered for low-
resolution detection was first presented in [31]. To adapt
this scheme for low-resolution detection, we consider the
transmission of N symbols divided into N/N; sub-modular
symbols of length N,. Each of these sub-modular blocks
are used to create N; x NN, data matrices. Without loss of
generality, we only consider square orthogonal data matrices
described as

N.—1
Z Anss[v/NS +ns] + By, s*[v' N, + ngl,

ns=0

Sp'] = \/%

(16)
where 3[1leS + ns| represents the n; element of the v sub-
modular block s[v'] € CMs, A, and B, are Ny x Ny
orthogonal matrices. These matrices are also orthogonal to
each other. Note that s[v' Ny + n,] € S where S is a phase
shift keying constellation of size M. The transmission rate can
be defined as R = N,/Ny. It is well known that a data rate
of 1 is only achievable for two transmit antennas.

To begin differential modulation, we define the differentially
encoded matrix as

C1 [’U/Nd] C1 [’UlNd + Ny — 1]
Clv]= : : : ;
K[’U/Nd] CK[’U/Nd—‘rNd—l]

a7

where C[v'] € CK*Na, ¢[v' Ny + ng] represents the ng
element of the v sub-modular data block ¢[v'] € CN¢, The
transmission sequence is initialized as C[—1] = Ik« n, and
subsequent differentially encoded matrices can be derived as

’ ’

C]=Cp —1Sp] v =0,1,--- ,N/Ny—1. (18)

The N/N, differentially encoded matrices are concatenated to
form an K x N matrix, this operation is described as

C =[C[0],C[1],---,C[N/Ng —1]]. 19)
The actual transmission matrix can be defined as
H .
f OFDM
x = {¢6, TODM, (20)
C, if single-carrier,

where G is the N x N discrete Fourier transform matrix. Note
that xx[n] in (4) is the (k,n) element of X. The received
signal specified by (4) and (6) for single carrier and OFDM
respectively can be divided into N/N, groups. The n —th
group of received signal can be specified as

’

yun'] =X Thy[n] + z4[n] 21
where
Yo'l = [yuln Nal,yuln Na+1], -+, yuln Ny + Ny —1])7,
hy[n'] = [hui[n] healn ] b0 )7,
2,[v'] = [zu[n Nal, zu[n Na+ 1], zu[n' Ng + Ny — 1])7,
(22)
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x1[n’ Ny xi[n' Ng+ Ny —1]

X[n'] = : (23)
xK[n,Nd + Ng — 1]
Note that the SC representation can obtained by replacing v by
n. After an FFT operation for the OFDM system, the received
signal can be analyzed in the frequency domain as

yu[v'] = X [0 Tha[v] + zu[v']. (24)

Assumption 1. The channel is slowly varying and is approxi-
. . . . /
mately constant across two adjacent transmission matrices v
’
and v — 1.

XK [nINd]

With Assumption 1, the received signal can be written as

yulv] = STWIXTW — Uhufy — 1+ 2], @)

and / ) ) o
vulv]=8"wlylv —1]+2,[0], (26)
where 2, [v'] = z,[v'] — 8T [v']z.[v" —1]. Note that 2, [v] ~

CN(0,202). The quantized version of the received signal at
the u—th antenna during the v transmission block can be
written as

. qu[v' Ng + Ng — 1]].

27)
Through the Bussgang relation (14), the received signal can
be written as

]_ ’ €
[v]=—-

777/ T/v,

q,lv] = [qu[v/Nd},qu[U/Nd +1],---

1) ‘1

=5"[v] +2,[0],

(28)
where p,/ and €, are the quantization gain and quantization
error during reception of the v transmission matrix.

q,[v —1]—
Ny —1 “ Ty —1

Assumption 2. The quantizer gain and quantizer noise re-
mains constant during the entire transmission. The quantiza-
tion noise is Gaussian.

With Assumption 2, the quantized received signal can be
written as

q,[v] = 5" ]g 0" 1] - STe +nz,[v] + ¢,
(29)
q,[v]=S5"[v]g,[v 1] +w,[],
where w,[v] = nz,[v'] — 8Te + ¢ is the combined effect

of the thermal noise and the quantization noise, i.e, 'wu[v/} ~
CN (0,02 = 277202 + 202) q,[v'] can be written as

q. An&qu v - 1]s [’UINS + ns)
VN, nZO (30)
+ B q,[v —1]s"[v' Ny +n] +w,[v].
Defining the following:
Ayn, 2 Azsqu[v/ — 1] € CNax1,
I;u” 2 Baqu[v/ — 1) e cNax1,
A, = [au,o,du,l, by, 1| € CNUNE L (3])
Bu = [Bu,Oa I;’u.,17 T ai)u,NS—l S CNdXNSa
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and with these, (30) can be written as

’

q,[v'] = N,""[Aus[ ]+ Bus* V] + w,[v].  (32)

A. One-Bit Detector For Single Carrier Systems

Taking the [—th element of g, [v'], we have

qu[v' Na+1) = N, O[T s[o'] + b5 [v']] +w,[v' N +1],
(33)

where a,,; € C"+ and b, € CN¢ are the [—th row of A,

and B, respectively. We can stack the vectors as
L2/ BT e e,
j: [’] A | T,l ’ ’ZL mT 2N (34)
sfv]=[s"[v] sT[v]]" €CT,
and now (33) can be written as
Gu[v' Na+1) = N, fT 1300 ] + wy[v' Na + 1. (35)

To facilitate the derivation of the likelihood function, we
transform the system model from the complex domain to the
real domain. First, the quantized received signals are converted
from the complex to the real domain

QRMJU/AQ+4q _ PN%JUAQ'F”q

UUIN +1] = ’ ' ’
qR,ul a+1] {q&u’g[v Ng+1] S(qulv Na + l]236)

next, f,[!] at the u—th base station antenna can be written as

_ [ R SEM]T { E,u,lm] 24N,
eaald = | ST R = [F) R
(37
The base station refines® f,[l] as
~T .
_ﬁRmu}::[fﬁwﬂ[q , (38)
.fR u,Q[l]
~T
where f,, ;[l] is defined as
Frilll = aulv' Na+ 05, 0 (39)

The noise and the transmit signal can be written as

oo - [l - [rz e
= [ e

Now, we define two sets of indices, P and N based on the
values of the vector g, [v ]

P ={@,ul): quJv Ng+1] >0},
. ’
N ={(i,u,l) : qu[v Ng+1] < 0}.
5The refinement operation is a sign change that allows for a compact
representation of the one-bit likelihood function. The refinement operation

only flips the sign of the previously received signal, if the current received
signal is —1.
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Finally, with these definitions, we can write the likelihood
function as

’

L(sr[v])

=Pr| /pf R illl3RI] + wraull] = 0

Y(i,u,l) € 7>>

RV + wrwill] <0

VP ill]3

V(i,u,l) € N)

r[v'] > —wgl]

NG ERUE

Y(i,u,l) € 79) ’

V0T R ill3R0] = wrall]

ﬂ o(VoFuillsnls)
= (40)

= ftoo \ﬁ exp —dT p is the signal-to-noise

(
d
@ (
(

Y(i,u,l) € N)

where ®(t)
ratio defined as p = 2 , (a) is based on the sign refinement
(38), and (b) is due to the fact that WR,u,i[l] is independent
for all 4, [ and w. This likelihood is similar to the likelihood
in the coherent literature [6]. Hence, the ML detection rule is

aalo] = argmax [11I 11 <I><ffRMH wlo }).

3 1€SR N, i=1 u=1 1=0
41

Note that Sp n, is a constellation of phase shift keying
symbols in the real domain with size 2M s,

Remark 1. The likelihood functions of the differentially en-
coded information symbols in this paper are always derived
conditioned on both the differentially encoded information
symbol and the quantized signal received during the previous
channel use or during the previous block of channel uses.
If other conditions are needed for their derivation, they are
stated.

B. General Low-resolution Detectors for Both OFDM and
Single Carrier Systems

The complexity of the detector presented in (41) is expo-
nential in regards to both Ny and M. Also, the derivation
assumes that the quantized signal is defined as in (13). This
definition is only available for one-bit quantizers. Moreover,
this definition doesn’t describe the quantized received signal
after the FFT operation. To design a general low-resolution
detector, we restate (32):

a,[v'] =N, %%[A,s ]+ Bus* V]| + w,[v]. (42

With this equation, and the following definitions g[v'] £

[qZ[v'] g [o])" and @u[v'] £ [w]v] wl[v]]7, we have
q,[v] = N.7T,5[0 ] + wfv'], (43)
where ~ ~
T, = [gii gﬂ € C2Nax2N: (44)
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The composite n01se is still a complex Gaussian variable,
w[v'] ~ CN(0,02), hence a maximum likelihood detector

yYaw/
can be obtained as ||q,[v'] — NS_O"E’I‘ué[v/]\’\L. Note that this
detector still has an exponential complexity. Now, we use the

orthogonal nature of the encoding matrices to simplify the
design of the detector. First, we note that

rir,

~ H ~ ~ T ~ % ~H ~ ~ T ~ %
_ Au Au+BuBu Au BU+ uAu E(CQNS><2Nq
— | £ H ~ ~T ~ % ~T ~ % ~ H ~

B A,+A.B. A,A +B, B,

Due to the orthogonal structure of the matrices, the

(ns,n,)—th element of the first diagonal element of I‘H T,
is
&fns un’+bunsbun =

gV —14; Al q,v —1]+q;[v —1]B, Bl qi[v' —1]

/

= [laul’ = 1" 8n. — ).

(40)
and analysmg2 the second diagonal component also reduces to
‘quv—lu (ns — n.,), hence
A'A,+B.B =A,A +B'B, = ] a,lv —1] H In..

(47)
Because the two matrices Ans and B, are orthogonal to each
other for all n, the (n, n, )-th element of the first off-diagonal
component of I‘H T, gives

UM s u n
2 - 11A;;SB,, g0 —1+q;lv ~ 1B, Alqi[v ~1]
= O,

(48)
similarly, analyzing the (ns, n)-th element of the second off-
diagonal component gives
~H

- o~k
bu n;au n/ + au Mg bu,n; =

q, [v — 1]BZ.AZ, qu[v/ —
=0.

1+ql ' —1)A, B q;[v" —1]

(49)
Hence, the composite matrix can be written as

H ’ 2
TIT, = [|a,v" = 1] Loxcon.. (50)

Next, we transform (43) and decouple and the N, transmitted
symbols:

Fulv ]
’ ’ 2 ! ’
=T, 10 = N7 g, = 1] Lon,con. 3] + 0,
(5D
where @[v'] = THw[v']. Note that 7#,[v'] = [rT [0 ]rH[v']]T
and wv] = [w[v |7, wlv )T, Therefore, the second N,

elements are conjugates of the first Ny elements, hence the
following equation can be used for detection

rulo] = N0, 1) s ) 4wl 62)
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the detection consist of [V, distinct detection rules

3[v' N, +1) =
’ ’ 2 ’ ’
argmin ||, [v Ns—i—l]—Ns*O"r"qu[v —1}H s v NS—H]’ ,
s'[v' No+leS
1=0,1,---,N, — 1.

(53)
IV. QUANTIZED DETECTORS FOR DIFFERENTIAL
AMPLITUDE PHASE SHIFT KEYING

To differentially encode symbols using both phase and
amplitude, we employ the classical differential amplitude
phase shift keying [24] and we focus on a single-carrier
setup. In this encoding scheme, two concentric circles are
used, with each circle restricted to distinct amplitude levels
{%0,%1}. The ring ratio between the two circles is defined

as a = wl Yo = \/ s
mamtalned by ¥? + 92 = 2. Similar to phase modulation,
each point on the circles represents distinct phase shift keying
symbols which are drawn from S In this section, a single
antenna transmitter is considered, during the v—th symbol
duration, the transmitter decides which of the available 20
constellation points to transmit. This decision is based on a
block of N bits blv] = [by[v], ba[v], b3[v],- - ,bn,[v]], and
the transmitted symbol during the previous interval, z[v — 1].
More specifically, the first bit, b1 [v] determines the amplitude
of the transmitted symbols, and the other N, —1 bits determine
the phase. Suppose that the function T converts the rightmost
Np — 1 bits to an alphabet from the M —PSK constellation,
slv] = Y([bz[v], bs[v], - -+ ,bn,[v]]), the differential encoding
operation can be specified as

al0] =[0], ¢[0] = a[0],
clv] =clv — 1]s[v],

x[v] =alv]e[v],

and the unit power constraint is

; (54)
1, if bl [’U] — 0)
alv] = L, if byfv] = 1 and Fv — 1] = vy ,
o, ifbife] = 1and o 1] =41,
where afv] € A{l,%,%}, Z[v] |z[v]|, and Z[v] €

X {10, 11 }. The transmitted symbol switches between the two
concentric circles when the first bit is 1, otherwise, a the
amplitude of the transmitted symbol remains constant across
adjacent symbol intervals. Clearly, c[v] and s[v] are similar to
the block matrices used for differential phase modulation with
Ng= N, =1.

Considering the single carrier system, during the v—th
symbol duration, the base station antenna u receives:

yalv] = afolhafolel] + 2, [0, (55)
with Assumption 1 this equation becomes
_ (_alvl _ /
wli) = (22 Jmlo = sl 4201

= d[v]yulv — Us[o] + z,[v],

where z,,[v] = z,[v] — a'[v]s[v]zu[v — 1]. Note that z,[v] ~
CN(0, 0.), where g, = 202 if by [v] = 0. Likewise, if b;[v] =

Yulv]
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_ 2 Po _ 2 i i onal-to-

1, then o, = oZ(1 + wz), or 0. = 0;(1+ 7%). The signal-to
1 0

noise ratio translates to p = g—lz, and we define the amplitude

ratio as a’ [v] = a[‘:} [3}1]. The received signal across all antennas

can be written in the vectorized form

’

y[v] = ' [vly[v — 1]sp] + 2 [v]. (57)

After quantization, and using (14), the received signal can
be written as
1 €v / 1
771171

ulv — 1] — Cv—1
v—1

+ z,[v].
(58)

Similarly to the derivation for the phase detector, we use

Assumption 2 to write the previous expression as

qu[v] a

qulv] = a [v]s[v]gu[v — 1] + w,[v],

v]s[v]gu[v — 1] — a [v]s[v]e + € + nz,[v], 59)

where w, [v] = 1z, [v]—a [v]s[v]e+e is the combined effect of

the thermal noise and the quantization noise. Note that z,[v] ~

CN(0, 0. ), where o, . = 0, + 202 if by [v] = 0. Likewise,
2

if by[v] = 1, then o, . = 0?0, +02(1+ Z—‘%), or 0, =n%0.+

2
o?(1+ i—%) The signal-to-noise ratio translates to p = 921 .

To facilitate the derivation of the likelihood function, we
transform the system model from the complex domain to the
real domain. First, the quantized and unquantized received
signals are converted from the complex to the real domain

el = o] = e
sl = [l = [RGeid]- @

the channel between the transmitter and the u—th receiver,
during the v—th symbol duration can be written as

o] = [ R(fu[v]) %(hu[vnr _ [hgu,l[vq
’ =S(hulv])  R(hu[v]) hga2lv
(62)
Next, the quantized signal at the previous symbol interval
received at the u—th base station antenna is converted from
the complex to the real domain

_[Raule-1) S - 1))
T
= (o] e

and the base station refines® f,[v] as

~T
[fR,u,l[v]]
~T )
f R,u,2 [U]
%The refinement operation is a sign change that allows for a compact
representation of the one-bit likelihood function. The refinement operation

only flips the sign of the previously received signal, if the current received
signal is —1.

Frulv] = (64)
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~T
where f,, ;[v] is defined as

Frowilv] = qulv] £h alvl.

The noise and the transmit signal can be written as

[gng[v})] _ |:wR,u,1[U]:| c szl’

(65)

WR,u [U] = Ww [UD WR,u,2 [’U]

_ [R(s[v]) 2x1
SR[’U] = [%(S[UD eR .
Finally, the quantized received signal can be written as

arulv] = a [V Frafv]srlv] + wralo],  (66)

and assuming that the SNR is known, the likelihood can be
written as

’ 2 v ’ ~T
LG [olsrlello) = T T] ( [v]ﬁfR,u,,»mSR[v]).

i=1u=1

(67)
Note that the previous steps are contingent on the implicit
assumption that p is known at the receiver. This assumption is
plausible for a purely phase shift keying differential scheme.
However for a DAPSK scheme with an amplitude that is
dependent on the transmitted bits, this assumption does not
hold. As discussed previously, there are three variations of p,

hence the likelihood can be written as

L(a [v]sr[v]|p) = max{L(a [v]sr[v]|p1), L(a [v]sr[v]]p2),
L(a [v]sr[v]|p3)},
(68)
where p1 = 1/(n?0: + 202), p2 = 1/ (s + o2(1 + 12)),
ps = 1/(%0: +o?(1 + 1)), and the maximum likelihood
0
detector can be written as

/ argmax  L((a) [t]sglv]lp) (g0
(a') [v]sh[v]e{Ax SR}

A. Inverse-Decoding Receiver

In line with the literature of low-resolution ADCs where
the exact quantization model is avoided [9], we develop an
inverse-decoding approach that aims to maximize an upper
bound on the likelihood function. To facilitate the detector
design, we collect the signals received during the v—th symbol
duration

qglv] = @k [], qRolv) - qpoll”. (70)

Next, we define the collection of the quantized signals received
at the previous time step as F p[v] € C2U*2

Frlv) = [Fpilv], Fpoll,- Fpoll]®, (1)

and stack the arguments of the likelihood function

Bsplv]) = [Bi(splv]), Ba(splv]). - B (spl])]”

Bu(splv]) = Fruslvlsplvl,
(72)
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where | = 2(u—1)+iforu=1,---
likelihood function can be written as

2 U
) =TT T] ®(VoF ruilvlsrlo])

i=1u=1

= [[2(/pBi(sg))).
=1

,U and i = 1,2, the

(73)

To phrase the detection problem as an optimization problem,
the constraint on the eligibility set of the differential encoded
information symbol is relaxed from the constellation set to the
2D real domain, i.e. sp[v] € Sg is relaxed to sy[v] € R2.
With these, the likelihood can be optimized as follows

L(sg[v])

max
!
sp[v]eR?,

Hs;%[v] 2:1

2 U
111 ®(/AF rwsltlsrlo)),

= max
S/R[”]szv i=1u=1 (74)
s%[v]” =1.
(a) 2U ,
< max [T 2(/Bi(srlv]).-
(SR[ ])GRQU =1

8wt <|| Eall]|.

where the inequality, (a), results from the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality. The optimization problem in the above equation
is similar to the optimization problem derived in coherent
literature for quantized distributed reception [6].

H<I> (vPBi(sklv])

max
Blsrpl)eR?,
Hﬁ(SR[v])H <||Fal],
(sR[v])>0Vl (75)
= max
Blsrl)eR?,
[CEREN e E e
By (s [v]) >0V L.

H‘P VPBi(sg[v]).

The equality above follows trivially since the normal CDF is
strict increasing as stated in Remark 2 below.

Remark 2. While the feasible set in (75) is convex, the objec-
tive function is log-concave. The log-concavity of the objective
function stems from the fact that the product of log-concave
functions yields a log-concave function. Also, note that the
objective function is strictly increasing over the domain (0, c0)
and a log-concave function is also quasiconcave [32].

Remark 3. fi(sylt]) = /5 HFR[U]
point. This follows from the solution of the norm constraint in
the feasibility set and the definition of an extreme point [33].
Also, since the objective function is strictly increasing in the

\/%Hﬁ’]g[v] ’,Vl is
= E b

,VI is an extreme

interval (0,00), the point Bi(sp[v]) =
the only extreme point.

Lemma 1. The extreme point (s 5[v
maximizes the likelihood in (75).
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Proof. To prove Lemma 1, we first notice that Remark (2)
implies that the likelihood is also quasiconvex. This is due to
the fact that every monotone function is both quasiconvex and
quasiconcave. To find the maximum we use Theorem 3.5.3 in
[34] - this states that the optimal solution to a quasiconvex
problem exist at the extreme of its feasibility set. O

From Lemma 1, the vector B(sy[v]) = 1/ o HE‘R[’U H 1oy
maximizes the likelihood function. Recall that, 3(s =) =
F z[v]sy[v], the information vector is

=/ = ||F ‘F o)1
QUHR RIVIL2U-

From the sign refinement operation in (65), the following
relation exist between matrices F g[v] and F r[v]

~T

Fpvlyy = FI{[U]QR[U]'
Hence, a reasonable detector for the information symbols is
Fl[vlgglv]. (76)

This detector is similar to the coherent case [6] except
that the F'p[v] matrix represents quantized symbols that were
collected across all U antennas at the previous time, while
the matrix in the coherent case denotes the channel which is
assumed to be known.

Finally, the symbol is detected as

$ult] = Flv)

Zplv] =

2

~ N ’

&gr[v] = (a ) [v]sglv]

arg min

(@) [v]sz[v]€{AX SR}

(77

For both ML and ID detectors, the bit by [v] can be recovered
using

0, if Ha’[v]gR[u] —1

7

by [v] = (78)

1, if Ha [v]gR[v]H £1,

and with an abuse of notation the remaining bits

can be recovered from the phase information by
{82[71]’63[11]7"' ,BNI,[U]} =T % . Empirical
Ha [U]SR[’U]H

results indicate that the detector suffers from a substantial
error floor, which can be attributed to the performance of
the amplitude recovery part of the detector. This is intuitive
because the one-bit quantizer only represents one level of
amplitude (i.e 1 or —1).
B. Higher Resolution Maximum Likelihood Receivers

In this section, the ML detector for quantized detection of
DAPSk symbols is derived. If the quantizer is applied to the
signal received at the u—th antenna, during the symbol interval
v, the probability of obtaining a particular label, ¢'%, for the
real part can be written as

Pr(g®lyalv] = @' [olyalv — 1]s[o] + 2,[v])

= <I>(ﬁ((zR+1 —d [v]\/ﬁfﬁ,u;[v]SR[UD) (79)
- @(p(an ~ WlVAThuallsrlo]) ),
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where [® € {0,1,---,Nc — 1} and it satisfies (r <
Yrualv] < Gryq. Similarly, 11 € {0,1,--- N — 1} . A
similar expression can be obtained for the imaginary part of
the signal as

Pr(q |yu[v] = @ [W]ya[v — 1)s[v] + 2, [0])

= (P(CVH —a/[v] \/IBfTR,u,z[U]SR[U])) (30)
- 2ol -~ BIVAThualilsnlo)) ).

where 1! € {0,1,---,N; — 1} and it satisfies (i <
Yru2[v] < (ryq. Since, the real and imaginary samples
are quantized independently, the probability of obtaining a
complex label, ¢ = g% +iq” is

Pr(qlyu[v]) = Pr(qR|yu[U})Pr(qqyu[v}),

and considering independent U antennas, the probability func-
tion translates to

81)

U

Pr(qly[v]) = [] Pr(alyu[v])-

u=1

(82)

As discussed previously, there are three possible values of p
and a reasonable likelihood function can be written as

L(a'[v]sr[v]|p)
= max{Pr(q|y[v]p1), Pr(qly[v]p2), Pr(qlylv]ps)},

following this line of reasoning, the maximum likelihood
detector can be written as

(83)

a [v]8g[v] = arg max L((a) [v]sg[v]lp). (84)
(a") [vlsy[v]€{AX SR}

The bit b1 [v] can be recovered using (78) and with an abuse of
notation the remaining bits can be recovered from the phase

bl =0 (e

information by {ba[v], b3, - - el )
C. Multi-Bit Receivers for Differential Amplitude Phase Shift
Keying

As stated in previous section, one-bit quantizers are unable
to detect the amplitude change from symbol to symbol,
hence, they are unsuitable for differential amplitude phase shift
keying systems In this setup, we propose using two bits per
real dimension for both amplitude and phase detection. The
five decision thresholds for amplitude detection are specified
as {1 < G < G < G <G} = {-00,(,(,(4,00}, the
thresholds (5, (3, (4 can be thought of as optimization variables
that can affect the decoding performance. Because information
is conveyed by the changes in amplitude, a reasonable opti-
mization constraint is to ensure that the quantization thresholds
is dependent on the ring ratio, a. Except stated otherwise the
following thresholds are used
2a?

T | 2a? T
(2= —cos a27+1’C3 = 0,64 =cos P
The amplitude can be obtained using (84), while the phase
information can be recovered using the 1-bit maximum likeli-

hood detector or inverse-decoding detector. Note that the exact
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quantization model used in (84) for amplitude detection is
computational expensive to compute and only achieves rea-
sonable BER at high SNR. Therefore, we develop differential
detectors that avoid the use of the exact quantization models.
The next section presents one of such receivers.

D. Differential Amplitude Detection with Low-Resolution
ADC

To develop a differential amplitude detector without the
use of the exact quantization model, the Bussgang Theorem
presented in (15) is employed to decompose the output of
the non-linear quantizer into a desired component and an
uncorrelated noise vector

qlv] = Q(y[v]) = nluy[v] + €[v], (85)

and employing (55), the quantized signal can be written as
ale] = nhlolefe] + nzfe] + o). 56
q[v] = nhlv]z[v] + € [v],

where € [v] = nz[v]+€[v] is Gaussian, i.e € [v] ~ CN(0,52 =
n?c? + 02) and considering a single antenna, u in the real
domain, we have

qRuilv] = N V)T R[0] + €p 0], (87)
where

6/ vl = (EjR*“’l[UD — §R(G:R,u[v])

RoulV] [(ERMM) %(GR,u[v])] . (88)

The second order statistics of the quantized received signal
can be approximated as

% U H
1 2 _ A2 2 Zu:l h’R,u,i[U]hR,u,i[v]
Afv] = T ; lgru,i[V]]* = Z°[v]n i
’ H
Zg:l eR,u,z‘M €R,u,i [v]
+ i .

(89)

Remark 4. Asymptotically, the specific channel is not required
because of channel hardening [35]. More specifically as U —

5:1 hg,u,ft[”]hR,u‘i[’U]

00, i converges to a constant, «. Also, the
noise term converges to a constant, &62 = 77202 + 062.

From remark 4, A depends on the noise power, channel
amplitude and the amplitude of the transmitted symbol, hence
(87) can be written as

U
1 ~ ~
Al = 5> laruild]® = #lne® + 52 (90)
u=1

A maximum likelihood detection approach based on the
observation A is used to test the hypothesis that the sym-
bol amplitude remains constant across adjacent symbols i.e,
Z[v] = Z[v — 1]. More specifically, a hypothesis testing rule
can be used to determine if b;[v] = 1 or if b1[v] = 0. This
hypothesis is defined as H; and is confirmed if

Q(A[H1) > Q(A[Ho), oD
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where Q(A|H1) is the conditional pdf of Afv]. Hence, the
hypothesis test in (91) is used to develop an energy detec-
tion threshold between two neighbouring DAPSK concentric
circles.

Assumption 3. The channel amplitude, the quantization effect,
and composite noise variance are known.

Utilizing Assumption (3), the conditional pdf of A follows
a non-central chi-square distribution and can be written as

Q(Ale, Z[v], n,67) = U2<

O¢

Iy (?}g vV Aa%Q[U]U2> )

€

A\ —Garars )
a?z2[v]n?

92)
where U > 0 and Iy_; is the modified Bessel function
of the first kind. While the distribution is dependent on the
amplitude of the transmitted symbol, Z[v] € {wo, 11}, the
respective distributions conditioned on either 1y or i are
not symmetric. This asymmetry and presence of a first order
Bessel function mandates that the detection threshold must be
obtained numerically by determining the intersections points
of the two resulting pdfs.

However, at large U, the central limit theorem ensures that
A is well approximated by a non-central Gaussian distribution,
A ~ CN (up,03) with mean and variance obtained from the
mean and variance of (92)

pn =67 + [l a?,
26?2 93
o3 :% (20? + 232 [v]772a2> ©3)

The threshold is determined at the intersection of the two pdfs
specified by Z[v] = v and Z[v] = 9 respectively. Hence, the
detection threshold can be obtained by determing the positive
square root of the quadratic problem

[1/o31 — 1/02 07 = 2[uan /o1 — tao/oR o]+
2
ox 1 94)
[M?\,l/gzzm - N?X,O/U?LO] + log poa 0,
A0

where pa; and U?W is the mean and variance of the pdf
generated by Z[v] = 1.

Remark 5. From (90), a reasonable energy detector is

2 o 1/}03
= {wh

To determine bit b; [v], we have to detect a change in the
amplitude from one symbol to the next. More specifically,

] = {0, if o] = &fv — 1),

if Afv] <+,

) (95)
Otherwise.

. (96)
1, Otherwise.

The phase information is detected using either the maximum
likelihood or inverse-decoding detectors, subsequently the
remaining bits can be obtained as {by[v], bs[v], - - , by, [v]} =
T (3r[v]).
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E. One Bit ADCs with Variable Quantization Levels

In the previous section considering multi-bit detection, 2 bits
are used to detect both the amplitude and the phase informa-
tion. Although, this falls under the category of low-resolution
ADC, it is plausible to reduce the number of quantization bits
by grouping antennas such that each antenna group employs
quantizers with different levels. In this work, we propose three
quantization based antenna groups specified as Uy,Ua, Us,
such that U, | + [Uz| + [Us| = U. The quantization function
operates on each group as follows

ARy .i[v] = QR ,u, i[V]), 7)
where u; € U;, and Yr o, i [v] € {C1,5, (3,5} More specifically,

G5y if YRy, ilv] > Cojs
qRﬂtj’i[U] =
Cjr  if YRy ilv] < G2
Utilizing the definitions in the previous sections (see 87), the
quantization operation can be converted into a linear operation
as follows
T ’
ARz [0) = MRy, (V@ R[V] + €R[v], (98)
The second order statistics of the quantized received signal
can be approximated as

LU
A=+ > laru,il* =
u=1

DU 00 DS Y SN T5] T )
= [v]
U
3 ’ H
Zj:l Eueuj €R,u,i[v] GR,u,i[v]
i .

Assumption 4. We assume that quantization gains and quan-
tization noise variance are equal across all antenna groupings.

99)

_|_

From Assumption 4 and Remark 4, the quantized received
signal can be written similar to (90)

U
1
Al = = Y larailol® = 2 [elr*a® +62 (100)
u=1

Hence, the amplitude ratio detector proposed in Remark
5 can be used, and the left most bit can be detected using
(96). However, to employ the 1-bit detectors proposed in (69)
and (77) for phase detection, we set a [v] = 1, and assign
a particular group to use the sgn function as its quantizer.
If the j—th group employs a 1-bit signum quantizer, then
4R, :[v] € {~1,1}, and my; = 0. Hence, the maximum
likelihood detector can be written as

8[v] = argmax L(sy[v][p),
s;%['u]GSR

= arg maxﬁ 11 @(ﬁ};%i[v]s/]{[v]).

sr[v]ESR i=1 uel;

(101)

Similarly, the inverse-decoding detector can be obtained for
phase detection by utilizing the received signals from the j—th

group.
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FE. Receiver Performance

The previous section shows that the amplitude of the esti-
mated symbol converges to the true amplitude corrupted by a
scalar and an additive component. In this section, we analyze
the asymptotic performance of the maximum likelihood phase
detector presented in (67).

Lemma 2. If 5p 1, is the output of the ML detector presented
in (67) with a'[v] = 1

’
SR,ML = argmax L(SR),
!
sRE]RQ,
/ 2
sgp|| =1.

then in probability, for high SNR p > 1, 8g a1, converges to
the true differentially encoded symbol, sgr. More specifically,
asU—>oothensRML—>sR

Proof. To proof this lemma, we consider any vector mp €
R?\s 5, we need to show that in probability

L(sg) > L(mpg),

as U — oo with the constraint ||77’LR||2 = 1. The logarithm

function is expanded as

2 U
:ZZlog(I)

i=1 u=1

L(sh) (VoThillsh).

Since, the quantized signal received at the previous symbol

duration, fp , ; is independent across all U and across all i,
we have

Jim_ Zlog@(ffmz[ ]SR)

~T
logé(\/ﬁf&u,z-[v]s;)] ,
the weak law of large numbers allow for

SL(sh) 5

28, g0 (Vo L} )]

Finally, we have to show that

E| g (VoF il 1sR)] >E log@(ﬁ?ﬁ,%i[u]m}%)]

. . . 5T d
Due to remark 2, this is equivalent to showing f R’u,i[v]s}{ >
~ d
F Rouilvlmpg, where > represents the first-order stochastic

~T
dominance. Since, all fp ,, ;[v] are independent, this stochastic
dominance can be proved by following Appendix B in [6]. [

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the pro-
posed low-resolution differential detectors with Monte-Carlo
simulations. We consider both single-carrier and multi-carrier
systems. We employ the exponential channel model to gener-
ate the PDP. We assume a sampling rate of T, = 50 x 10~
and the three different values of the relative delay spreads,
Tirms = {50,100, 150} x 1079, These delay spreads produce
channels of different lengths L = {11, 21, 31} and these values

© 2021 IEEE. Personal use is permitted, but republication/redistribution requires IEEE permission. See https://www.ieee.org/publications/rights/index.html for more information.

correspond to different degrees of frequency selectivity. In
addition to these PDP values, the multi-carrier channel is
assumed to have a Doppler spread and to take on one of
the following values f; = {5,50,5000} Hz. To provide a
baseline, we compare the proposed differential detectors to
the maximum likelihood one-bit detectors provided in [6],
[14]. Those works assume that the channel remains stationary
during the entire blocks of transmission. In frequency or fast
fading scenarios, these assumptions are not valid. In this paper,
the pilot sequences used for comparison are assumed to occupy
a fraction of the total number of channel uses in the single
carrier system or a fraction of the number of subcarriers in
the multi-carrier system. The following fraction of channel
uses are considered £ = {12.5%,25%,50%}. The quantized
received sequences are extracted and a least-squares approach
is used to generate channel estimates for the data symbols.
In the differential system, the first N, transmitted symbols
can be viewed as reference symbols. This is because they
are redundant as they carry no information. Without loss of
generality, the results presented consider two transmit antennas
K = 2, a differential encoding block size Ny = 2, N = 256
channel uses for the single carrier system, and N = 256
subcarriers for the OFDM system. Hence, the fraction of
reference signals used in the differential system occupies less
than 0.8% of the available channel uses or available OFDM
subcarriers. The spectral efficiency of the proposed detectors
is calculated as

if SER > SERy,,

Gp {gNNbu — SER), |
otherwise,

0,

where SE Ry, is a threshold of the symbol error rate which
is derived from the block error rate. In this work, this SE Ry,
value is set to 5%.

A. Complexity analysis.

The complexity of the ML detector presented in (40) is
exponential in both M and Ng. This detector requires an
exhaustive search over M™: possible symbols. Also, the
normal CDF in this detector requires a high degree of pre-
cision, this necessities the use of highly precise numerical
algorithms. The equivalent detector presented in (53) consist of
N, parallel detectors each with a linear complexity in M. The
ML detector presented in (69) for DAPSK symbol detection
has a complexity of (|X|M)™s. Although the DAPSK system
presented focuses on Ny = 1, it can easily be extended for
N, > 1. The alternate ID detector circumvents the need for
the normal CDF and is linear M.

While the detectors presented in this paper are similar
in complexity with the detectors presented in the coherent
literature [6], [14], coherent detectors generate additional
complexity due to channel estimation and equalization. More
specifically, the least squares technique used to generate chan-
nel estimate for the data symbols require additional matrix
multiplication and matrix inversion. Also, for frequency se-
lective channels the number of paths L needs to be estimated
[36].
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B. Evaluation of the proposed low-resolution detector for
DPSK systems

We present the performance of the detector presented in (53)
considering frequency selective channels. Figure (1a) indicate
an improvement in the BER performance as the number
of receive antennas increases for both the differential and
coherent schemes when 8-DPSK is employed. The differential
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Figure 1. (a) BER and (b) spectral efficiency for 8-DPSK in the differential
system and 8-PSK in the coherent scheme.

scheme has a similar BER performance to the coherent scheme
that uses ¢ = 0.125 fraction of the channel uses for pilot
transmission. The coherent scheme with £ = 0.5 outperforms
both schemes in terms of the BER albeit at the cost of spectral

© 2021 IEEE. Personal use is permitted, but republication/redistribution requires IEEE permission. See https://www.ieee.org/publications/rights/index.html for more information.

efficiency. The benefit of the differential scheme is noticeable
in the spectral efficiency plot shown in Figure (1b). The
differential scheme outperforms both coherent schemes when
the SNR is above zero.

For 16-DPSK, the BER also improves as the number of
receive antennas increases. Similar to 8-DPSK, the BER per-
formance of the differential scheme and the BER performance
of the coherent schemes with & = 0.125 are comparable
across all channel conditions. The BER of the coherent scheme
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Figure 2. (a) BER and (b) spectral efficiency for 16-DPSK in the differential
system and 16-PSK in the coherent scheme.

with £ = 0.5 is lower than the BER performance of the
differential scheme across all channel conditions. From Figure
(2b), for both the coherent scheme with & = 0.125 and the
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differential scheme, the spectral efficiency is very dependent
on the number of receive antennas. For U = 128 antennas,
the spectral efficiency of both schemes is only non-zero above
5 dB while for U = 256 antennas the spectral efficiency is
non-zero above 0 dB.

The BER for the OFDM system is shown in Figure (3)
under slow and fast fading conditions. The channels are also
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Figure 3. BER curves for 4-DPSK in the differential OFDM scheme and
QPSK in the coherent OFDM scheme with (a) fy = 50 Hz and (b) f4 =5
KHz.

frequency selective and the differential scheme outperforms
the low-resolution coherent scheme with ¢ = 0.125. For
U = 64 antennas with L = 21 channel taps and fy; = 50,
the differential scheme shows a 1 dB improvement over the
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coherent schemes. For the fast fading condition f; = 5000,
this margin increases to 2.5 dB. An increase in the number of
antennas also results in an increase in these margins.

C. Evaluation of the proposed low-resolution detector for
DAPSK

In this section, we focus on the detection of DAPSK systems
in single-carrier systems. Although, the threshold design for
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Figure 4. (a) BER and (b) spectral efficiency for 16-DAPSK in the differential
scheme using the ML detector and 16-QAM in the coherent scheme.

the energy detector is specified in (93), the thresholds used
in this section are obtained through Monte-Carlo simulations.
These thresholds depend on the number of antennas and
the SNR. The low-resolution and the variable quantization
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level detectors both employ (95) to detect the amplitude
information. For both detectors, the phase information can be
detected using either the ML detectors (69) or the ID detectors
(77).
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Figure 5. (a) BER for 16-DAPSK with the ID decoder (b) BER for 32-DAPSK
with the ML decoder.

Note that the amplitude detection employing the low-
resolution energy detector is termed “Diff” while the amplitude
detection employing variable quantization levels is termed
“VQL.

"Note that the amplitude detection employing the low-resolution energy
detector is termed “Diff” while the amplitude detection employing variable
quantization levels is termed "VQL”.
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Figure (4) provides the maximum likelihood detection
performance of 16-DAPSK in terms of BER and spectral
efficiency.

The BER performance of both differential schemes is im-
proved with an increase in the number of antennas. At low
SNR, the coherent scheme outperforms both the VQL and the
Diff detectors. For U = 84, the Diff detector outperforms
the coherent detectors above an SNR of 4 dB. While for
U = 126, the Diff detector outperforms the coherent detectors
above an SNR of 1 dB. Above 0 dB, the Diff detector always
outperforms both the coherent scheme and the VQL schemes
in terms of spectral efficiency.

Figure (5a) and (5b) present BER performance curves for
the inverse decoding of 16 DAPSK symbols and the maximum
likelihood decoding of 32-DAPSK symbols. The coherent
detector becomes limited in the high SNR regime, this is in-
line with the coherent detectors proposed in [6].

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper has investigated the use of differential mod-
ulation at a transmitter and a large number of antennas
at the BS with each antenna having low-resolution ADCs.
First, we considered a differential phase shift keying system
with square differential orthogonal matrices. The Bussganag
theorem is used to express the quantized received signal in
terms of quantized signals received during previous chan-
nel uses. Utilizing these expressions, low-resoultion detectors
are developed and evaluated in both single carrier systems
and OFDM systems. For differential amplitude phase shift
keying systems, we developed low-resolution energy detector
for detecting the amplitude information. We show that the
threshold is asymptotically dependent on the SNR. We also
develop maximum likelihood and inverse decoding detectors
for detecting the phase information. Finally, we show through
Monte-Carlo simulations that the designed detectors achieve
reasonable BER in the large antenna regime and they are
resilient to changes in the channel. These differential detectors
also provide better throughput than coherent schemes since
the coherent detector require substantial overhead for channel
estimation.
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