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Abstract: In this study, for interleaved orthogonal frequency division multiple access uplink with multi-antenna receiver, we
propose two generalised carrier frequency offset estimators which, respectively, exploit the subspace theory and maximum-
likelihood (ML) criterion. We find that, as long as the numbers of multipaths from two of the users are smaller than the
number of antennas at the receiver, both the proposed estimators support fully loaded transmissions. We also derive the
theoretical performance lower bound for the proposed ML estimator. The numerical results are then provided, which

corroborate the proposed studies.

1 Introduction

Orthogonal frequency division multiple access (OFDMA) has
recently received a considerable amount of interest [1, 2]. It is
widely recognised that OFDMA inherits from orthogonal
frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) the weakness of
sensitivity to the effect of carrier frequency offset (CFO).
The system performance of OFDMA relies heavily on the
proper CFO estimation and compensation.

In OFDMA downlink transmissions, a single CFO exists
between each transceiver pair, which makes the existing
CFO estimators for OFDM directly applicable [3, 4].
However, for OFDMA uplink, multiple CFOs co-exist at
the receiver, making the CFO estimation much more
challenging. To perform the CFO estimation, various kinds
of data-aided estimators [5, 6] as well as the blind
estimators [7-15] have been developed. For example, by
using the multiple signal classification technique [16], a
frequency estimation scheme for interleaved OFDMA
uplink that exploits the periodic structure of the signals
from each user has been presented in [9]. Based on the
observation of [9], several advancements have been
proposed later [10-14]. However, [9-14] need null
subcarriers or a longer cyclic prefix (CP) to build the noise
space which decreases the bandwidth efficiency.

Recently, by exploiting the multi-antenna redundancy at
the receiver, Zhang et al. [15] proposed two estimators for
the interleaved OFDMA uplink based on the subspace
theory and  maximum-likelihood (ML)  criterion,
respectively. It was shown in [15] that the two estimators
[15] can support fully loaded transmission, which provides
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higher bandwidth efficiency as compared with the
estimators [9-14]. However, both the two estimators in [15]
require that the number of antennas at the receiver should
be larger than the maximum number of multipaths from all
users, which severely limits their applicable scenarios.

In this paper, inspired by the work of [15], we further
consider the more general scenarios that the number of
multipaths from some users may be larger than the number
of antennas at the receiver, and propose two generalised
blind CFO estimators for the interleaved OFDMA uplink
with multi-antenna receiver. The main contributions of this
paper can be summarised as follows:

e Two generalised CFO estimators which, respectively,
exploit the subspace theory and ML criterion are developed,
referred to as ‘GSSE’ and ‘GMLE’, respectively. We find
that, as long as the numbers of multipaths from two of the
users are smaller than the number of antennas at the
receiver, both the proposed estimators support fully loaded
transmissions. This greatly relaxes the antenna number
requirement at the receiver as compared with the work in [15].
e We derive the theoretical performance lower bound for the
proposed GMLE. The numerical results are also provided,
which demonstrate that GMLE behaves better than GSSE
and almost achieves the analytical lower bound.

The rest of this paper is organised as follows. Section 2
formulates the problem. The proposed GSSE and GMLE
are developed in Sections 3 and 4, respectively. The
theoretical performance analysis is presented in Section 5.
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Simulation results are given in Section 6 and conclusions are
drawn in Section 7.

Notations: superscripts ()*, (-)', ()™, []" and E[] represent
conjugate, transpose, Hermitian, pseudo inverse and
expectation, respectively; j = +/—1 is the imaginary unit;
|IX]| denotes the Frobenius norm of X, and diag(:) is a
diagonal matrix with main diagonal (-); blkdiag(*) represents
the block-diagonal matrix operator; C"*" defines the vector
space of all m x n complex matrices; Iy is the N x N identity
matrix; 0 represents an all-zero matrix with appropriate
dimension; ® stands for the Kronecker product; ° denotes
the element-wise product; Tr{-} denotes the trace operation;
MATLAB matrix representations are adopted, for example,
X(ry:ry, cqicp) denotes the submatrix of X with the rows
from r; to r, and the columns from ¢; to c,.

2 Problem formulation

Consider a multiuser OFDMA system with K users, N
subcarriers and M antennas at the receiver. All subcarriers
are sequentially indexed with {i}, i=0, 1, ..., N—1, and are
equally divided into Q subchannels, each having P=N/Q
subcarriers. The gth subchannel consists of subcarriers with
index set of {q, O+gq, ..., P—1)0+q}, q=0,1, ..., O—
1. Each subchannel will be exclusively assigned to one
user, and thus, no subchannel can be shared by more than
one user. To ease the presentation, we assume the system is
fully loaded in this paper, that is, K= Q.

Denote the normalised CFO of the kth user as 6( )=
Af®/Af, where Af is the subcarrier spacmg and Af® is the
real CFO of the kth user. We assume £® € (-0.5, 0.5). The
channel impulse response from the kth user to the mth
L o 5( 7("’)

1

antenna can be modelled as hi,’f)(T) = Lo

where L(k) iIs the number of multlpaths, whereas

h(k) and T are the complex amplitude and delay for the
lth multipath, respectively. We assume hg,k,)n’s are
independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) complex

Gaussian  variables with zero mean and power
{| AG)

I,m

| } =1 /L(k) such that the total power is normalised,

® k) 2
=1|h | = 1. Assume that the delays are

that is, E{

rounded to the nearest sampling position and T§k)’s are of

integer values. We also consider the fading channels are
constant over successive Ly block durations in this paper.

We define the user index set C = {cl, Cos wens CN (s
where L@ < M, i=1, 2, , Ng, and N, denotes the
number of users whose multipath numbers are less than M.
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In this paper, we assume N, > 2, that is, there are at least
two users whose multipath numbers are less than M. Here,
we should note that the work in [15] requires that the
multipath numbers of all users should be less than M. Thus,
the antenna number requirement at the receiver in this paper
is much more relaxed as compared with [15].

Assume the kth user occupies the ¢®th subchannel and let
O [(®  (® w 1" : .
Sg [SO @ Slgr oo S}Ll,g] be the P information

symbols of the kth user in the gth OFDMA block. Denote

X(gk) = e](zﬂ(g_l)(N +6E/) as the phase shift of the kth user
accumulated from the previous g—1 blocks with G being
the length of CP. Then, in noise-free environment, the
received signal at the mth receiving antenna element from
the K users after CP removal can be expressed as [15]

where the expression in the bracket stands for the
frequency-domain channel response at the (pK+¢®)th
subcarrier from the kth user to the mth antenna, and (see (1))

We further define (see equation at the bottom of the page)

where Ly, = Zle L™ Stacking the received signals from
all M antennas, we obtain the following space-domain
snapshot with the presence of noise

¢ =), v (M), ..., 'YM,g(”)]T
=Hz,,+n,, ()

where n,, is a length-M additive white Gaussian noise
(AWGN) vector with covariance matrix o71,, at the nth
sample in the gth OFDMA block, and

T T
- (1 @ () Loum <1
Tyg = [(zn,g> , (zn,g) s eees ( g> } eC

0 _ [Z(k> ) k) ]TE cLx1

ng Lng> Zang ++00 %

g L®,n,g

3 Proposed GSSE

By defining

k) _

p.g’
irg = 3)

{z(k) IO < pm
(k) (k) (k)
H Tplgs LY >M

L®

= 3205 St ) ol
L®

S (k) (k)
:Z hlmlng

()

n =18 W,

H = [H(l) H®
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we can rewrite (2) into

K
_ (k) (k)
Yy = ZH o+,

=S B +21Mz(k) +n, “)

Kec k&C

Treat 6P = (¢® + £*)/K as the effective CFO of the kth user.

Fort=0, 1, ..., K—1, there holds
_(k) 260 _(k
7’5U+tP,g = z(p,)g ©)
and
i2mt0%) L (K )=(k 2 dk> _(k
Vorpg = 3T HEZ 3R g 2
Kec ke&c
tH, P, (6)

Stacking space-domain snapshot vectors from K equally
spaced time samples (P samples apart) give the following
length-MK vector

T
T T T
ap,g = I:’YP,g9 yp+P,g’ s ’YP+N7P,gi| (7)
Define

W [1’ L ejzﬂm_neﬂ”]Te o (g

L <M

(k) (k)
& _ v QHY,
V= { L® > M ©)

Wer,,

Let L™ equal LY if 1™ < M and M elsewhere, that is,
- ' 70
I® = min{LU‘) M}. Then, we have V® € CK*L" and

‘(;”g e ¢! Denote Lom= 0, IL®. From (6), we can

further rewrite (7) into the following matrix-form

a,o=V2oth,, (10)
where
V= [V(l) y® V(K)] c CMKXisum
_ 1) 2) (K) 7
Tpg = |:( pg) ’ ( pg) LERRR ( pg) i| € Lgym % 1

T T

T
7 = T MK x1
Mpeg= [”p,g’ Rpipg - ”p+NfP,g] €C

The correlation matrix of @, , can be computed as

H
R; = E{ ap.gt pg} VR”V +0'IMK (11)
where R, =F {Zp gZI;, g}. Assume L™ <P and T(Lk(z) <P

Following the similar steps of Appendix B in [15], we obtain

R, = blkdiag{Rg), RY, .., Rg?} (12)
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where

—H®( H(k))H’

Owing to the random property of the wireless channels, the
non-singularity of R.. can be readily guaranteed.

Perform singular value decomposition (SVD) of R;, which
gives

Ri = [Us’ Un]za[Us’ Un]H (13)

where U, € CM*tsm and U, € CM*ME~Lam)  represent
the signal and the noise space matrices, respectively.

We deﬁne the following parameterised Vandermonde
vector B )(¢) with respect to & as

T

(14)

where £ € (0.5, 0.5). The following ‘Lemmas’ are the key
properties to design the generalised subspace-based CFO
estimator.

Lemma 1: For the kth user with L® <M, we have the
following observations:

e For ‘any’ non-zero length-M vector x, there holds

=0, x€ Span{H(k)}

BM (£0 Uy —
BYE)®x) U, 20, x%Span{H(k)}

(15)

(k)

e Given ‘any’ M x L' matrix X with full column rank and

E#ED there holds
BY@eX)"'U, #0 (16)

Proof: When x € Span{H®}, we know
B®(&Y) ® x = v ® x belongs to the column space of Uy,

Thus, it is orthogonal to the noise space matrix U,.

Moreover, when xgSpan{H}, according to Appendix C
in [15], we know [B(k)(ék)) ® x is linearly independent with
the column vectors of Us. Thus, it cannot be orthogonal to
U,. Then, we concentrate on the proof of (16) which can be
obtained from the method of contradiction. According to

Appendix D in [15], if (B(k)(g) ®X)HUn =0 holds, the

column space of X &€ CY XL should simultaneously

belong to the column space of both I, and each

H® ecM XL(“, k' € C. However, when the number of
users whose multipath number is less than M is not less
than 2, that is, N, > 2, this has zero possibility because of
the random property of the wireless channels. From this
contradiction, we arrive at (16). Here it needs to be
mentioned that, when N, = 1, that is, there is only one user
whose multipath number is less than M, we have the

equation (B(k)(g) ®X)HUn = 0 since X can simultaneously
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belong to the column space of I,, and H®. Hence, Ny >2is
required in this paper to guarantee the validity of Lemma 1.

Lemma 2: For the kth user with L® > M, there holds

— )
@ oon) vl 24 o

Proof: Note that BY (€)Y @1, =v" @1, serve as a
submatrix of V. Thus, we can readily obtain that it is
orthogonal to the noise space matrix U,, that is,
(BY (&) ®IM)HU,, =0. Then, we concentrate on

BY®O ® IM)HU,, # 0 when & # £® which can be proved
from the method of contradiction. According to Appendix
D in [15], if (BYO®1,,) U, =0, ££E¥, holds, the
column space of I, should simultaneously belong to the
column space of each H*® ecM XL(“, k' € C. However,
this is impossible when N, > 1. From this contradiction, we
arrive at BY() @ IM)HU,, # 0 when £#£®.

From the above two lemmas, we can design the CFO
estimator as follows. For any non-zero length-M vector x,
we have

BY@ex) U, U BP@ex) ="TIOox  (18)

where TP(9) = BP(® @ I,) U, U (BP9 ®1,)).

For the kth user with L(k)<M, Lemma 1 indicates that
1O(&) drops its rank to M—L® if and only if &=&®. Thus,
the CFO estimate can be obtained similar to [15].
Specifically, for each trial £, we compute the M eigenvalues
of the matrix (&) denoted by (&), K&, ..., K&
in ascending order, and then calculate the summation of the
smallest L® eigenvalues of [1P&) as the cost of current
trial value. The CFO estimate for the kth user is the trial
value that gives the minimum cost, that is

1®

2 (k) . (k)
= arg min K; 19
3 gmi ; ) (19)

On the other side, for the kth user with L® > M, according to

Lemma 2, we know (B(k)(f) 1 M)HU , €quals zero matrix if
and only if £=£®. Thus, the CFO can be obtained by

EB — arg mgin Tr{H(k) 65} (20)

1

(19) and (20), the proposed GSSE can be described as the
following unified form

Note that Tr{TT®(9)} = S, k(9. Hence, combining both

EW = arg min g,(¢) 1)

where the cost function is expressed as

®

@ =Y ® (22)
i=1

In noise-free environment, for both the situations with L®<
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M and L™ > M, one can imagine that, g,(£) =0 when &= &®),
whereas g(&)>0 when & # &%, Hence, by searching for the
minimum point of gi(£), we could obtain the estimation for
f(k). Moreover, for the kth user with L® <M, it is seen

from Lemma 1 that, after deriving CFO, (H(k)(é(k)))J— can
be considered as the estimate of H® with certain ambiguity.

4 Proposed GMLE

The parameter set of interest for the kth user can be expressed
as

w {g(k), H(k)} L(k) <M

=1 > ar 23)

The corresponding whole parameter set for the K users is
given by o= {0", 0@, ..., ©%}. We rewrite (10) as the
following parameterised equation

apg =V(ORo+1,, (24)
where
Viw) = [V, YP(o®), ..., ¥ (o®)]
VO (®) = { wWE) @ HY LW <M
W e, 19> M
VO 0y = [1’ 2+ eijfK—l)(q<k>+é“/K>]T

Concatenating the vectors a,, ,,p=0,1,...,P-1,g=1,2, ...,
L,, we obtain the following MK x PL, matrix

A= [Ag, Agir, ...,Ag%_l] =V(@Z+N (25

where A, = [ag,, @) 4, ..., @p_; ], Z and N denote the
corresponding  signal and AWGN matrices, that is,
Z=1[Z, Zyy, ..., Zyyy 1] and N=[N, Ny, ...,

Ngyp 1] with Z, = [zo, Zigr -oos zp,l,g] and N, = [#_,,
Ay g o Hipy gl

From (25), the ML parameter estimation of @ can be
obtained by

& = argmax Tr{A" P ()4} (26)

where X stands for the trial wvalue of x, and

Py(w) = V(&))[V(&))]Jr is the projection operator onto the
space spanned by the columns of the matrix V(&®). The
alternating projection algorithm [17] is then applied to
reduce the multi-dimensional searching complexity. The
estimation procedure consists of cycles and steps, where a
cycle is made of K steps. Each step updates the parameter
set of interest for a single user while keeping the other
parameter sets constant at their most updated values.
Without loss of generality, we follow the natural ordering
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k=1, 2,..., K in updating the users’ parameters. Denote

(k) (k)} (k)
H L' <M
ol = {gk 27)
&r, LY >m

as the estimate of w® at the ith cycle. Define Oy =

{Affl, R T a)fK)} and use Py (&%,
@y ;) to indicate the functional dependence of Py on
~ (1) PP TGN PO

{ O ek, E o™ At the kth

step of the (i+1)th cycle, the alternatmg projection
algorithm updates the estimate of ®® by solving the
following minimisation problem [15 eq. (34)—(39)]

~(k)
Wi =

in | P5 (&, )VP @)X —4° @
arg min [P5(ay ) VO (@)X - 4" (8
Ph(@y) = L — B )[B(o,)] T with
L)

B(ay,,) € C~ (2an=2) i a submatrix of V(e®, dy.)
formed by deleting the corresponding columns of

*) (k) % 1®xpr, . .
r“(@%), and X € C serves as a trial matrix that
aims to minimise the above cost function.

According to the value of L, we can further rewrite (28)
into

where

- - - 2
o®) =arg min HHE’”(@"")H""X—AH , W<m

g(k) H(k)

(29)

gl =arg min | (%)% —AHZ, tY>=M  (30)

where
n (%) = Py(ay ) ((2) 1) G

First, we consider the case of L® <M. Following the steps
similar to [15, eq. (43)—(50)], we know the minimisation
problem of (29) in fact falls into the well-known low rank

matrix approximation problem. Let SVD of HEMGM)) be
o) = v, (&)=, (@) (Vi (@) e

. . ~(k

where the diagonal entries of E%‘)i(é )> e CM*M 4re the
: ~(k

non-zero singular values, U%C)l_(g( )> e CMEM g

125 <§( k)) € C"*M denote the left and right singular

vector matrices that correspond to the M non-zero singular
values, respectively.

Define EEMGH{)) = (U(r]i)l.(gk))) Uﬁ)l<§m) where
R=A4A". Denote the M eigenvalues _f")(g‘ k))
in ascending order and the corresponding eigenvectors by
/\Ekl) (E(k)) and vgf)(é‘“), I=1,2, ..., M, respectively.
According to [15], the CFO estimation for the Ath user at
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the (i + 1)th cycle can be expressed as
0 N 506
Eh=agmax > AN(EY) 63
gk) I=M—L"O 41

The channel estimation for the kth user at this step can be then
obtained from [15]

(k) (k) ( z(k)
Hl+1 VH,z(gtJrl)

) T () )

34

Next, we consider the case of L® > M. In this situation, we
can rewrite (30) into

(1@ ) o
(U%’;L(é‘“))HAH2 (35)
- g = (2°)

g(f)l = arg r?m

= arg max
g

Note  that Tr[Ef-k) (3;-"‘))] =>> /\(k)(éi k)) Thus,

combining both (33) and (35), an unified form of the
proposed GMLE can be described as follows

&%) = arg g (&) (36)

where the utility function is expressed as

S ) (37)

1=M—-I® 41

(&) -

5 Performance lower bound of GMLE

In this section, we assume that after the iteration of infinite
cycles, to estimate the CFO of the kth user using (36), the
effect from the parameter estimation error of the other users
can be neglected. We then derive the analytical mean
square error (MSE) for this simplified situation. Thus, the
following analysed MSE can be considered as the
performance lower bound of the GMLE.

We define AP = TPGO(IO) = Ph(ay,)
IO r®)" P (o). %) =v & @ Iy

Denote the MK eigenvalues of Al(-k)(f) in descending order
and the corresponding eigenvectors by

,uﬁf?(f) and egf‘i)(&), i=1,2, ..., MK, respectively.
Following the proof of Appendix E in [15], we know
Agk)(éj has rank of M. Then, there holds
U = [el)o. o, ... el (@] and wo =0,
I=M+1, ..., MK. In the following, we omit the
parameterised notation (&) for presentation clarity.

where
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We obtain (see equation at the bottom of the page)

where D = (j2#/K)diag(0, 1,..., K—1) ® I,,.
From Appendix of this paper we know the first and second
derivatives of G ® (5) with respect to & are given by

G < D GRG)

= 2 (v,,) Ok (39)

I=m-1%41

(see (39))

where

H -1 1 H
o = (uf) "R () () () "y

(40)

) gAY
ng) = (IMK - Ui'llc,)i<U¥Ic,)i> ) U%C)z (41)

0¢
u) = diagl ), w8 o ) (“2)
(see (43))
For the kth wuser, we denote I\ = Pgz(wy)
H
(v(k)(ék)) ®1,) and Agk) = Hf.k) QHE")) , where @ ;=
{0, ..., 0%V o®*D | »®Y is formed by the perfect

knowledge of the parameters of the other users, except the

kth user. Denote the M non-zero eigenvalues of Af.k) in
descending order and the corresponding eigenvectors by

p,gkl) and e(k) I=1,2, ..., M, respectively. Denote
U(r]f)i = [e(lk),, egkz, el 5{;) ] as the matrix formed by the
eigenvectors that correspond to the non-zero eigenvalues of

www.ietdl.org

~ : ® \'p 0
corresponding  eigenvectors  of (UH ,.) RUy; are
expressed by )\gki) and vgk,.) , 1=1, 2, , M, respectively.

The lower bound of the MSE of the CFO estimation for the
kth user can be expressed as [4]

E{(aGg’;)/ag)z}

(E{aZGﬁ’é)/azf})z e

where GY) stands for the utility function of G,(k) after infinite
iterative cycles. As mentioned earlier, we ignore the effect of
the parameter estimation error from the other users in this
section. Thus, there holds

MSEML, LB {é k)} = (44)

(k) _ g7k
UH 0 T UHi

k . k k k
pld) = —dlag{uﬁ T Mﬁ/,}
8A
0 _ b _ ® (® @,
QEXJ) - Qi - (IMK - UH,i<UH,t> ) ag U

EING
€

H
=Py (w\k,i)Dr(k) (Hz('k)) + Hgk)(r(k))HDHP % )

We denote R =R; + AR and v(k) = v,k) + Avgkgo, where AR
and Av, stand for the correspondmg deviations from their
expectation. Then, according to (38), we have (see (45) in

next page)

®\"'p o® o
Based on the fact that (UH, i) R, ()" =0, we can simplify
E{(0G® /3£ into (see (46) and (47) in next page)

The derivation from (46) to (47) is based on the fact of [18, eq.
(12)]

1
E{x'ARx,x} ARx,} = —x\'Rpx,x} Rix, (48)

Agk). The eigenvalues in ascending order and the PL,
A L~ @ (T | 6 O nH oL f
2 = Pa(@,)PT (n) "+ IO ) D" Py ()
AP L 1) (k)\H pH ) )\ H 10 ()\H yH pHY p L
852' = P3 (&) 2prO@®)"p" + pprOTO)YH + TOTO) D™ Py (&, )
N\ . m
2G® M © © (k) m-I® (V§3> @f' )Vi,z}
= 2R (v,’i) MO + 3 — (39)
I=M-I® 41 z=1 Li Pz

-1 H -1 1 HaA
M("):( (k)) (Q(k)> RQ@( (k)) ~<k>( (k)) (Q ) U"‘)( (k))
i M i i 152 My i 8§ I, i
H H
Q) ®) (176
() r{ae - ) ) (%
H —1 H
~2(uf) el () (0
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1

A ol a2 PAY )
7 O (u) e U (1) 43)

O o (!
1
o& UHJ(”‘Z‘ )
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On the other hand, from (39), we obtain (see (49))

H H
Note that (04°) (aa70) U, = () . Then,
combining both (47) and (49), the MSE lower bound of

the CFO estimation for the kth user can be finally given by
(see (50))

6 Simulations

In this section, we assess the proposed CFO estimation
algorithms from computer simulations. The total number of
subcarriers is taken as N=64 and are divided into Q=4
subchannels. The QPSK is adopted. The normalised CFO
of each user is randomly generated from —0.35 to 0.35. The
root MSE (RMSE) of the normalised CFO estimation is
adopted as the figure of merit. M =8 and L, =8 are assumed
in the following simulations unless otherwise stated. The
estimates of GSSE are taken as the initial values of GMLE.
For comparison, we include the CFO estimation scheme of
[10], referred to as ‘ESPRIT’. For fairness, the multiple
receive antenna diversity is exploited in ESPRIT as
described in [9, eq. (28)]. The number of users in ESPRIT
is three since at least one subchannel should be reserved for
null subcarriers in ESPRIT. Note that the results of the
estimators of [15] are not included here, since they are
equivalent to the proposed GSSE and GMLE in this paper
when the multipath numbers of all users equal a same value
less than the antenna number.

We start by investigating the convergence rate of the
proposed GMLE. In Fig. 1, we depict the CFO estimation
performance of GMLE as the cycle number increases.
The signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is taken as 20 dB. The
analytical lower bound is also included in this figure b}/
the dotted curves as the benchmark. We denote L =[L",
L® L L(4)] and include several different cases of L in

—e— L=[1,1,1,1], GMLE, simulation
<@+ L=[1,1,1,1], GMLE, analysis
—8— L=[1,1,16,18], GMLE, simulation
<8 L=[1,1,16,16 ], GMLE, analysis
—€— L=[7,7,7,7], GMLE, simulation
co¢-- L=[7,7,7,7 ), GMLE, analysis

—b— L=[7,7,16,16], GMLE, simulation
soopre- L=[7,7,16,16 ], GMLE, analysis

RMSE

Cycle number

Fig. 1 CFO estimation RMSE convergence process of GMLE
(SNR = 20 dB)

this figure. Bearing in mind that GMLE estimator is
initialised by the GSSE estimator, the results explicitly
demonstrate the performance improvement of GMLE
introduced by the iterative procedure. We see that, for the
included different scenarios, the RMSEs of GMLE quickly
decline with first few cycles and almost approach the
corresponding analytical lower bounds. These indicate the
validity of our method and correctness of the analytical
results.

In the second example, we consider L"=L® and
L®=L™ without loss of generality. We increase L® (k=
3, 4) from 1 to 16, and show the performance evolution of
both GSSE and GMLE in Fig. 2 when SNR equals 20 dB.
From these results, we can make the following observations.
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—e— LW ®)_1, GSSE, simulation
- © — " P)=1, GMLE, simulation
0 LM Poqy GMLE, analysis

10" ¢ | —a— =1 @)_7 GSSE, simulation
- 8 — " -7 GMLE, simulation
B 1Mo @7 GMLE, analysis
—0— L"=1®)=1, ESPRIT, simulation

RMSE

Fig. 2 CFO estimation RMSE performance of GSSE and GMLE
against L™, k=3, 4 (SNR =20 dB)

First, as expected, ESPRIT has the advantage of
insensitivity to the value of LY, whereas both GSSE and
GMLE suffer from the performance degradation as the
multipath number increases when L® < 8, k=3, 4, which
coincides with the observations in [15]. It is seen that,
GMLE always behaves better than GSSE when L® (k=3,
4) are increased from 1 to 16, especially when L® (k=3,
4) are around 8. Moreover, we observe that the performance
of GMLE is gradually degraded when L™ is increased from
1 to 8 and is basically unchanged when L® becomes even
larger. Thus, this indicates GMLE also has the advantage of
being more insensitive to L* as compared with GSSE.

Second and more interestingly, we can observe that GSSE
behaves worst when L® (k=3, 4) equal 8 and its performance
can be improved when L® (k=3, 4) become larger than
8. This may be explained as follows. When L® > M, the
increase of multipath number would improve the
non-singularity of the correlation matrices Rgg) statistically, k=
3, 4, which is beneficial to the estimation performance of GSSE.

Third, it is seen that, the simulation results of GMLE also
match the corresponding analytical curves of lower bound,
which indicates the correctness of theoretical analysis.

10 . ; r
—6— GSSE, L=[6,68.8]
—8— GMLE, L=[6,6,8,8]
- © - GSSE, L=[6,6,16,16]
- 8 —GMLE, L=[6,6,16,16]
—&— ESPRIT, L=[6,6,8,8]
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w
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c
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107 ' : :

5 10 15 20 25
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Fig. 3 CFO RMSE performance comparison between GSSE and
GMLE as a function of SNR
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Fig. 4 CFO RMSE performance comparison between GSSE and
GMLE as a function of Ly

In Fig. 3, we show the performance comparison between
GSSE and GMLE as a function of SNR with different
configurations of multipath numbers. The comparison
clearly demonstrates the superiority of GMLE as compared
with GSSE. We also see that ESPRIT achieves better
performance than both GSSE and GMLE in the investigated
scenarios. However, we should note that the system is fully
loaded in both GSSE and GMLE, whereas one subchannel
should be reserved in ESPRIT. Thus, our estimators support
higher bandwidth efficiency as compared with ESPRIT.

Next, we show the performance comparison among the
different estimators as L, increases from 2 to 8 in Fig. 4.
The SNR is assumed to be 20 dB in this example. The
comparison again indicates the superiority of GMLE as
compared with GSSE. It is also seen that both GMLE and
ESPRIT suffer from only slight performance degradation
when fewer block durations are available.

Fig. 5 shows the QPSK and 16QAM symbol error rate
(SER) performance comparison between the proposed
GMLE and ESPRIT estimator. We assume the
multi-antenna  receiver employs the maximal-ratio
combining decoder after the CFO compensation. The
channel responses are assumed to be known to the receiver.

0
s 16QAM
10 1 6Q
~
~
1072} :6\ ﬂ\ ~
" \‘J R L4
SRS
& 107} W 3y
~
|
~
.
107} o
I> GMLE, L=[6,6,16,16] QPSK
< GMLE, L=[2,2,16,16]
107} & ESPRIT, L=[2,2,16,16]
O genie-aided, L=[2,2,16,16]
10—8 . . i
-5 0 5 10 15

SNR (dB)

Fig. 5 SER performance comparison as a function of SNR
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We consider two block durations are adopted in this example.
The results with perfect CFO estimation are also plotted as the
benchmark, referred to as ‘genie-aided’ in this figure. We can
observe the performance gap between our method and the
genie-aided results. However, it is seen that the proposed
method can achieve comparable SER performance with the
ESPRIT estimator.

7 Conclusions

We have developed two generalised blind CFO estimators for
the interleaved OFDMA uplink with multi-antenna receiver.
We consider the more general scenarios that the number of
multipaths from some users may be larger than the number
of antennas at the receiver. We have found that, as long as
the numbers of multipaths from two of the users are smaller
than the number of antennas at the receiver, the proposed
estimators support fully loaded transmissions. Both the
theoretical and numeral results are provided, which
corroborate the proposed studies.
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10 Appendix

In the following, we omit the parameterised notation (&) for
presentation clarity. The first derivative of Gl(. with respect
to £ is expressed as
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can be rewritten as (see (53) in next page)
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Next, based on (51), the second derivative of G,(»k) can be
given by
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By substituting (57) into (56), we have (see (60))
where
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Moreover, note that (see equation at the bottom of the page)
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On the other side, we obtain (see (62) in next page)
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(see (63)) Then, we can rewrite (82 ng) / 8§2> as (see (64))
Note that (see equation at the bottom of the page) By substituting I]-I]Ek) from (58) into (64), we can arrive at (39)
after some simple manipulations.
where This completes the proof.
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