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Abstract—This paper addresses the problem of frequencydomain inter-carrier interference (ICI) mitigation for differential
orthogonal frequency-division multiplexing (OFDM) systems.
The classical fractional fast Fourier transform (F-FFT), adopting
the fixed sampling interval, would suffer from the limited accuracy of ICI mitigation and low adaptability in dynamic Doppler
spread. To target the above challenges, we propose an adaptive
fractional Fourier transform (A-FFT) demodulation method, in
which an estimation algorithm based on the coordinate descent
approach is designed to compute the fiducial frequency offset
without increasing pilots. By means of compensating ICI at
fractions of the fiducial frequency offset adapted to the timevarying Doppler shift, the A-FFT has the capability of tracking
Doppler fluctuations over the underwater acoustic channels,
thus extending the application range of frequency-domain ICI
mitigation. Simulation results show that the A-FFT is significantly
superior to the existing classical methods, the partial fast Fourier
transform (P-FFT) and the F-FFT, for both medium and high
Doppler factors and large carrier numbers in terms of the mean
squared error (MSE). Numerically, the MSE of the A-FFT is
reduced by 39.88% − 72.14% compared to that of the F-FFT
with the input signal-to-noise ratio ranging from 10 dB to 30
dB at a Doppler factor of 2.5 × 10−4 and a carrier number of
1024, while the P-FFT even cannot work well.

I. I NTRODUCTION
A key issue for the coherent detection to accurately recover
the transmitted data is precise channel estimation. Nevertheless, pilot-aided acquisition of the channel state information
over the hostile underwater acoustic (UWA) channel tends to
be resource-exhaustive and high-complexity [1]–[4]. In view
of this, the differentially coherent detection has become a
promising alternative scheme, since it has the potential to
eliminate the need for channel estimation. Contrasted to the
coherent counterpart, it relies steadily on the strong coherence
between adjacent carriers or blocks to achieve the above
goals. With this in mind, considering an orthogonal frequencydivision multiplexing (OFDM) system with differential encoding in frequency, the largest possible number of carriers
should be used to approximate the channel invariance across
neighboring carriers, i.e., ensure the strong coherence among
carriers. However, the larger carrier number, equivalent to the
narrower carrier spacing, would in turn cause the system to be
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more sensitive to the frequency offset, and the resulting intercarrier interference (ICI) dominates more severe detection
errors. To this end, it is important to use as many carriers
as possible to support the strong coherence between adjacent
carriers, and yet maintain the ICI to a low level in differential
OFDM systems.
Lots of thorough researches on ICI mitigation have been
conducted from different perspectives. Among them, a class
of approaches with multiple fast Fourier transform (FFT)
demodulation outputs have emerged as a promising solution
and tested for differential OFDM systems [5]. In general,
these methods focus on the combination of pre-FFT filtering
processing and post-FFT weight compensation. According to
the processing domain for ICI mitigation, existing methods
can be divided into two categories:
•

•

Time-domain ICI mitigation methods divide the received
signal in the time domain to reduce the channel variations,
thus converting the fast time-varying channel into several
quasi-static subchannels, represented by the partial fast
Fourier transform (P-FFT) [6]–[9].
Frequency-domain ICI mitigation methods utilize spectrum oversampling to compensate for Doppler distortions
in the frequency domain [10], thus reducing ICI and the
complexity of full channel estimation, with the fractional
fast Fourier transform (F-FFT) and its revised versions
being the representative ones [11], [12].

A large amount of theoretical and analytical results demonstrate that frequency-domain ICI mitigation methods usually
outperform the time-domain one. Based on this fact, we
in this paper focus on the frequency domain to alleviate
ICI. As far as we know, the F-FFT was first introduced in
[11], compensating frequency offset at the half of the carrier
spacing. The follow-up work in [5] further extended it to
a multichannel framework, coupled with a gradient scaling
method to improve the original weight compensation algorithm. Furthermore, a decision fractional FFT was designed
in [12] to enhance the performance of the F-FFT through
symbol rebuilding. Although these works have confirmed the
effectiveness of the F-FFT in compensating ICI for differential
OFDM, the performance would degrade when the dynamic
range of Doppler deviation is large. This is because the
classical F-FFT, adopting fractional multiples of the carrier

spacing for frequency oversampling, has the limited range of
ICI compensation when the size of the combiner is fixed. As
a result, the performance ceiling can be observed due to the
poor adaptability in dynamic Doppler spread.
To this end, in this paper we propose a different approach
that targets time-varying ICI for acoustic channels with severe Doppler fluctuations. Unlike the fixed carrier spacing of
the existing F-FFT, the compensation range of the proposed
method at each frame would fluctuate with Doppler. Namely,
it is supposed to reset the fiducial frequency offset adapted
to the current Doppler spread before demodulating each data
frame, by fractional multiples of which to shift spectrum
for compensating ICI. In this manner, an adaptive fiducial
frequency offset estimation algorithm is designed employing
the coordinate descent approach with no increase in additional
pilot overhead. Combining with the designed algorithm, the
proposed method has the capability of tracking dynamic
Doppler spread over the UWA channel, thus extending the
application range of frequency-domain ICI mitigation, which
is referred to as adaptive fractional Fourier transform (A-FFT).
Simulation results demonstrate that the A-FFT significantly
outperforms the P-FFT and the F-FFT for both medium and
high Doppler factors and large carrier numbers in terms of the
data detection mean square error (MSE).
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Section II, we present the system model for the UWA differential OFDM system and the principle of F-FFT demodulation.
Section III describes the performance influencing factor of
the existing F-FFT and the details of the proposed A-FFT
demodulation. Simulation results are presented in Section IV
to evaluate the performance of the proposed method. Finally,
conclusions are summarized in Section V.
II. S YSTEM M ODEL A ND F-FFT D EMODULATION
A. System Model
Let us consider a differential OFDM system with K carriers,
in which the transmitted signal is modeled as
(K−1
)
X
j2πfk t
s(t) = Re
dk e
, t ∈ [0, T ]
(1)
k=0

where ∆f is the carrier spacing and T = 1/∆f is the block
duration. The data symbol dk , modulated on the k-th carrier
of frequency fk = f0 + k∆f with the lowest carrier f0 , is
differentially encoded in the frequency domain, following as
(
bk dk−1 , 1 ≤ k ≤ K − 1
dk =
(2)
c,
k=0
where c is a known symbol for both the transmitter and the
receiver, and bk is the original data symbol drawn from the
Q-ary unit-amplitude phase-shift keying (PSK) constellation
alphabet set.
Assuming that a multipath acoustic channel with the path
gain hl (t) and delay τl (t) corresponding to each path is

modeled as
h(t) =

L−1
X

hl (t)δ (t − τl (t))

(3)

l=0

the received signal in passband is then expressed as
r(t) =

L−1
X

hl (t)s (t − τl (t)) + n(t)

(4)

l=0

where n(t) is the additive complex noise.
After frame synchronizing, coarse resampling, downshifting and guard interval discarding, the equivalent received
signal in baseband can be written as
v(t) =

K−1
X

Hk (t)dk ej2πk∆f t + zk (t)

(5)

k=0

PL−1
in which Hk (t) = l=0
hl (t)e−j2πfk τl (t) and zk (t) denote
the channel coefficient and the equivalent noise, respectively.
B. F-FFT Demodulation
In classical fractional FFT demodulation, the received
OFDM signal is shifted I times by fractions of the carrier
spacing and a Fourier transform is performed on each frequency shifted signal. The output of the Fourier transform
for the k-th subcarrier and the i-th frequency shifted signal,
henceforth called the F-FFT outputs, can be expressed as
Z T
i
(6)
yk,i =
v(t)e−j2π(k+ I )∆f t , i = 0, 1, . . . , I − 1.
0

The F-FFT outputs are then combined to form the final
demodulated signal
xk = wkH yk
(7)
where wk is the vector of combiner weights on the k-th carrier
and its total length is denoted by M . The demodulator output
vector yk consists of the original FFT output yk,0 as the central
element and (M − 1) adjacent elements shifted by multiples
of positive and negative ∆f /I, represented as
yk = [. . . , yk−1,1 , . . . , yk−1,I−1 , yk,0 ,
T

yk,1 , . . . , yk,I−1 , . . .] .

(8)

Namely, the length of yk would vary with that of the combiner
weight vector wk .
III. A-FFT D EMODULATION
In this section, we introduce the concept of fiducial frequency offset and point out its impact on performance of
the existing F-FFT. Then, the A-FFT demodulation, combined
with the fiducial frequency offset estimation algorithm, is proposed to deal with the disadvantages of the existing method.
A. Fiducial Frequency Offset
In the existing F-FFT demodulation, the dimension M of
the combiner vector is generally selected as M = 2I − 1. In

posed to be determined in advance. Based on this observation,
we take the estimation of fe as the breakthrough point, and
deeply analyze the analytical quantitative relationship between
MSE and fe . The corresponding estimation algorithm is then
proposed to maximize the ICI mitigation performance of the
system in this paper.
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Fig. 1. The MSE performance of F-FFT demodulation with different fiducial
frequency offsets fe , where the Doppler shift at the center frequency fd =3.25
Hz, ∆f =4.88 Hz.

Considering the narrowband characteristics of the received
signal after resampling, it can be assumed that the fiducial
frequency offset fe within a frame is approximately equal.
Namely, the optimal fe of the current frame needs to be
determined before demodulating the signal frame by frame
according to the preamble.
Using the first P carriers of the first block as pilot symbols,
the composite MSE is formed following as
X
2
|ek |
E(wk0 , . . . , wkP −1 , fe ) =
k∈KP

this case, Eq. (6) can be rewritten as
Z T
a
zk,a =
v(t)e−j2π(k∆f + A+1 fe )t dt, a = 0, ±1, . . . , ±A
0

(9)
in which A = I − 1, and fe is referred to as the fiducial
frequency offset in this paper and equals to the carrier spacing numerically, thus forming the corresponding demodulator
output vector zk as
zk = [zk,−A , . . . , zk,−1 , zk,0 , zk,1 , . . . , zk,A ]

T

(10)

and the demodulated signal xk remains as
xk = wkH zk .

(11)

By means of spectral sampling at fractions of the
fixed fiducial frequency offset, the existing F-FFT
makes compensation of any Doppler shift in the range
[−A∆f /(A + 1), A∆f /(A + 1)] feasible. However, due to
the time-varying characteristics of the underwater acoustic
channel, the Doppler spread has a large dynamic range [2]. In
this case, taking the carrier spacing as a fixed frequency offset
greatly degrades the dynamic Doppler adaptability of the
method, which in turn leads to poor interference mitigation
performance. With this in mind, the largest possible fiducial
frequency offset seems to be applied to compensate for the
Doppler shifts when A is fixed.
Fig. 1 shows the MSE performance of F-FFT demodulation
with different fiducial frequency offsets fe . It can be intuitively
seen that the data detection MSE is not optimal when the
fiducial frequency offset is set to the carrier spacing. And as
expected, the system performance improves as fe increases.
However, the MSE rises when fe is larger than a certain
threshold, that is, unreasonable frequency oversampling causes
the system performance to be impaired instead. Therefore,
from the practical point of view, a suitable value of fe is sup-

=

X

bk − b̂k

2

(12)

k∈KP

where KP = {k0 , k1 , . . . , kP −1 } is the set of pilot carriers,
and b̂k is the estimated symbol after differentially coherent
detection, calculated by
b̂k =

wH zk
xk
= Hk
.
xk−1
wk−1 zk−1

(13)

To derive the optimal fiducial frequency offset fˆe in light
of minimizing MSE in data detection, i.e.,


(14)
fˆe = arg min E wk0 , . . . , wkP −1 , fe ,
fe

we take a coordinate descent approach where the composite
MSE of data detection (12) is used to guide the estimation of
fe . With fe independent of wk , the partial derivative of the
MSE with respect to fe is given by
X  wH (β
∂E
k β ◦ z̃k ) xk−1 ∗
Im
= −2π
ek
∂fe
(xk−1 )2
k∈Kp
) (15)
H
β ◦ z̃k−1 ) xk ∗
wk−1
(β
ek
−
(xk−1 )2
in which
T
β = [−A, . . . , −1, 0, 1, . . . , A]
Z T
a
z̃k,a =
tv(t)e−j2π(k∆f + A+1 fe )t dt

(16a)
(16b)

0

z̃k = [z̃k,−A , . . . , z̃k,−1 , z̃k,0 , z̃k,1 , . . . , z̃k,A ]

T

(16c)

and “ ◦ ” denotes the Hadamard product.
Furthermore, we define
β ◦ z̃k )
x̃k = wkH (β

(17)

and the gradient γ of the fiducial frequency offset is then
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Algorithm 1 Fiducial Frequency Offset Estimation Algorithm
1: Input : v(t), pilot symbols bk , k ∈ KP
2: Output : fˆe
3: Initialization
0
0
• Set parameters wk , . . . , wk
, fe0
0
P −1
, µfe
• Set η, NI , step size µwk , . . . , µwk
0
P −1
4: while (iter 6 NI ) do

iter
, choose an index
5:
Given wkiter = wkiter
,
.
.
.
,
w
k
0
P −1
p ∈ {0, . . . , P− 1} and compute a new
 iterate
iter+1
iter+1
iter+1
, . . . , wkP −1
6:
wk
= wk0
7:
satisfying


, . . . , wkp , . . . , feiter
∈ arg min E wkiter
8:
wkiter+1
0
p
wkp



9:

f eiter ( j )  PJ ( j )

J j

10:

P

11:
Fig. 2. Block diagram of the fiducial frequency offset estimation algorithm,
where “ ∗ ” means the Hadamard product operation in this figure, “DIFF”
and “Grad.update” denote the differentially coherent detection and gradient
update, respectively.

0

12:
13:
14:
15:
16:

written as
γ=

X

k∈Kp

Im



x̃k xk−1 − x̃k−1 xk ∗
ek
(xk−1 )2



(19)

in which feiter (j) represents the j-th iterative value of the
current feiter inner loop. Among them, feiter (0) = feiter and
feiter indicates the fiducial frequency offset of the iter-th outer
cycle with the initial value fe0 , generally set to ∆f or several
times the Doppler shift at the center frequency.
Taking into account the dependence E on wk , we also
consider the partial derivative of the MSE with respect to wkp ,
given by


zkp xkp+1 ∗
zkp ∗
∂E
(20)
e
−
=
−
e
∂wk∗p
xkp−1 kp
(xkp )2 kp+1
{z
}
|
gkp

and the weights can be obtained by

(j)
(j) + µkp gkiter
(j + 1) = wkiter
wkiter
p
p
p

P −1

break
end if
iter = iter + 1
end while
return fˆe = feiter

(18)

thus fe can be calculated iteratively following as
feiter (j + 1) = feiter (j) + µfe γ iter (j)

= wkiter
wkiter+1
, ∀i
i n
i
o
 6= p
iter+1
iter+1
,
f
,
.
.
.
,
w
fe
∈ arg min E wkiter+1
e
kP −1
0
fe


iter
iter
iter
,f
E wk0 ,...,wk
P −1 e
 < η then
if 10 log10  iter+1
iter+1
E wk
,...,wk
,feiter+1

(21)

with a maximum number of iterations NI or a predefined error
threshold η, and wkiter
(0) = wkiter
where wkiter
denotes the
p
p
p
combiner weight wkp of the iter-th outer loop. Similarly, j
represents the number of iterations in the inner loop of the
current weight vector wkiter
. For the iteration iter = 0, wk0p
p
is set to the (2A+1)×1 vector [. . . , 0, 1, 0, . . .]T . Fig. 2 shows
the block diagram of the estimation algorithm, in which x̃k is
obtained using the F-FFT with the same weight as xk and a
set of Hadamard product multipliers, applied to the samples

of tv(t).
It is worth noting that, in order to reduce the additional
pilot overhead, the proposed algorithm should reuse exactly
the same pilot with the subsequent weight estimation algorithm
as much as possible. Therefore, the number of pilots P is
not greater than the number required to estimate the weight.
Besides, the objective function of formula (12) is essentially
an unconstrained optimization problem. In addition to the
coordinate descent method employed in this article, other
constraint optimization methods are equally applicable to the
fiducial frequency offset estimation. In view of this, we mainly
provide a corresponding target model and feasible solution to
deal with the poor adaptability of the existing F-FFT under
dynamic Doppler. The formal steps of the fiducial frequency
offset estimation algorithm are summarized in Algorithm 1.
After estimating the fiducial frequency offset adapted to
the current Doppler spread, the subsequent signal processing
operations remain as Eq. (9)-(11) to accurately demodulate
the ICI suppressed signal, which is referred to as adaptive
fractional Fourier transform in this paper.

IV. S IMULATION R ESULTS A ND A NALYSIS
In this section, we assess the performance of the proposed
ICI mitigation method through simulation and compare it to
that of other methods, including the P-FFT in [8], the F-FFT
and the differentially coherent detection with the conventional
FFT (Conv-FFT), in terms of the data detection MSE.

TABLE I
S UMMARY OF THE UWA-OFDM PARAMETER SETTINGS .

Values
32 kHz
12 kHz
192 kHz
5.208 us
26 − 211
22 − 27
5.9 − 187.5 Hz
5.3 − 170.7 ms
16 ms
QPSK

0

MSE [dB]

Parameters
Center frequency fc
Signal bandwidth B
Sampling rate fs
Sampling interval Ts
Number of carriers per block K
Number of blocks per frame N
Carrier spacing ∆f
Block duration T
Guard interval Tg
Modulation type
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A. Simulation Parameter Settings

B. MSE Versus SNR
Fig. 3 illustrates the performance of different methods in
terms of data detection MSE with various input signal-tonoise ratio (SNR) at the receiver, in which K = 1024 and the
Doppler factor α = 2.5×10−4. The conventional differentially
coherent detection method cannot work normally at any SNR,
i.e., the performance cannot be improved with the increase
of the SNR, implying that increasing the SNR will not have
successful compensation for ICI. Coupled with the fact that the
MSE performance of the P-FFT is above −5 dB, in contrast,
the MSE performance of the other two methods show better
improvement with SNR. Moreover, the A-FFT reduces the
MSE by 39.88% − 72.14% compared to the F-FFT with the
SNR ranging from 10 dB to 30 dB.
C. MSE Versus Doppler Factor
Fig. 4 demonstrates the MSE performance of the proposed
method as a function of the Doppler scaling factor, which
ranges between 5 × 10−5 and 3 × 10−4 . Here, K = 1024 and
SNR = 30 dB. The result asserts that the MSE among all
methods increases with the Doppler factor, ultimately limiting
detection performance. Nevertheless, the increase of other
three methods with multiple FFT demodulation is much slower
than that of the conventional receiver, thus expanding the

Fig. 3. Comparisons of the MSE versus input SNRs ranging from 0 dB to
30 dB among different methods, where K = 1024 and α = 2.5 × 10−4 .

5

0

Conv-FFT
P-FFT
F-FFT
A-FFT

-5

MSE [dB]

In the simulation, a differential OFDM system with typical
parameter settings is considered, as summarized in Table I.
Notably, K and the number of blocks per frame N always
satisfy with KN = 213 . We adopt the statistical channel model
provided in [13] to simulate the UWA channel to assist performance comparison and analysis. Moreover, for the fairness
of comparison, the number of demodulation segments for the
P-FFT, the F-FFT and the A-FFT are all set to 3, i.e., I = 3
and A = 1. We employ the same combiner weight estimation
algorithm for the above three ICI mitigation methods equipped
with the gradient scaling and the thresholding method provided
in [5], for which the pilot symbols are inserted on the first 200
carriers of the first OFDM symbol in each frame.
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Fig. 4. Comparisons of the MSE versus the Doppler factor α ranging from
5 × 10−5 to 3 × 10−4 among different methods, where K = 1024 and
SNR = 30 dB.

range of tolerable Doppler distortion. Among them, the FFFT and the A-FFT provide frequency domain oversampling
with the preset spacing, which makes it easier to compensate
for the serious Doppler effect of the received signal, thus
showing stronger anti-Doppler capability. Furthermore, the AFFT, transforming the frequency shift compensation interval
from a fixed spacing to a fractional multiple of the fiducial
frequency offset adapted to the dynamic Doppler spread,
exhibits better performance, e.g., the MSE can be reduced by
90.74% compared to the F-FFT with α = 3 × 10−4 .
D. MSE Versus the Number of Carriers
Fig. 5 compares the MSE performance as a function of the
number of carriers with SNR = 30 dB and α = 3 × 10−4 .
The results demonstrate the effectiveness of ICI mitigation
with the P-FFT, the F-FFT and the proposed A-FFT. These
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Fig. 5. Comparisons of the MSE versus the number of carriers K among
different methods, where SNR = 30 dB and α = 3 × 10−4 .

techniques provide an improvement of several dB over conventional method and enable operation with a larger carrier
number, effectively increasing the bandwidth efficiency at the
same time. Moreover, it can be observed that there exists
a deterioration in performance for the OFDM frames when
K grows to a certain threshold, which can be explained by
shortened carrier spacing that aggravates the system sensitivity
to frequency shift. However, the A-FFT shows a significant
advantage in slower increase of MSE. Numerically, it still
maintains MSE performance at −16.51 dB with K = 1024,
while the P-FFT and F-FFT cannot work.
V. C ONCLUSIONS
In this paper, a frequency-domain ICI mitigation method
named A-FFT is proposed, wherein each recieved symbol is
shifted by fractional multiples of the fiducial frequency offset
adapted to the time-varying Doppler spread. We have modeled
the selection of fiducial frequency offset, and then designed
an adaptive estimation algorithm employing the coordinate
descent approach. Adopting the idea of the existing F-FFT and
combining the designed estimation algorithm, the proposed AFFT is likely to alleviate ICI effectively for the UWA channel
with severe Doppler fluctuations. Compared to the existing
methods, i.e., the P-FFT and the F-FFT, simulation results
have demonstrated the significant improvements that can be
obtained using the proposed technique with medium and high
Doppler factors and large carrier numbers.
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