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PAPER

Low-Cost Perturbation-Based ICI Equalizers for OFDMA Mobile
Systems

Hsin-De LIN†a), Student Member, Tzu-Hsien SANG†, and Jiunn-Tsair CHEN††, Nonmembers

SUMMARY For advanced mobile communication systems that adopt
orthogonal frequency-division multiple access (OFDMA) technologies, in-
tercarrier interference (ICI) significantly degrades performance when mo-
bility is high. Standard specifications and concerns about complexity
demand low-cost methods with deployment readiness and decent perfor-
mance. In this paper, novel zero forcing (ZF) and minimum mean-square
error (MMSE) equalizers based on per-subcarrier adaptive (PSA) process-
ing and perturbation-based (PB) approximation are introduced. The pro-
posed equalizers strike a good balance between implementation cost and
performance; therefore they are especially suitable for OFDMA downlink
receivers. Theoretical analysis and simulations are provided to verify our
claims.
key words: orthogonal frequency-division multiple access (OFDMA),
doubly-selective fading channel, intercarrier interference (ICI), ICI can-
cellation

1. Introduction

Advanced OFDMA mobile systems, such as LTE and
WiMAX, have to meet the challenges of achieving higher
spectral efficiency and ability to operate in harsh environ-
ments. Usually high spectral efficiency in such systems
is achieved by tightly squeezing subcarriers into a limited
bandwidth [1]. This in turn implies that, when operating
in a high-mobility scenario, for example on a high-speed
vehicle, the channel exhibits fast fading and the signal ex-
periences channel variation within one OFDMA symbol.
Consequently, the channel frequency response (CFR) ma-
trix in the transmission model is no longer diagonal, and
off-diagonal terms contribute to severe intercarrier interfer-
ence (ICI). As a result, a serious performance degradation
may ensue if ICI is left untreated.

ICI cancellation for OFDM/OFDMA systems has been
an active research topic for many years. Well-known meth-
ods abound (please see [2]–[15] and references therein).
In [2], [4], [5], [9], frequency-domain zero forcing (ZF) or
minimum mean-square error (MMSE) ICI equalizers are
proposed, while time-domain equalizers are investigated in
[3], [16]. For these methods, the major computational cost
comes from matrix inversion. A common means to re-
duce the cost is to approximate the non-diagonal CFR ma-
trix with a banded matrix in which all but few elements on

Manuscript received February 17, 2012.
Manuscript revised June 26, 2012.
†The authors are with the Department of Electronics Engineer-

ing, National Chiao-Tung University, Hsin-Chu, Taiwan.
††The author is with the Mobile Device Corporation, Hsin-Chu,

Taiwan.
a) E-mail: good.ee92g@nctu.edu.tw

DOI: 10.1587/transcom.E95.B.3509

Fig. 1 OFDMA frequency description of PUSC mode.

selected 2Q + 1 diagonals are set to zero [2], [4], [6], [9],
[15]. With the banded structure, simpler matrix inversions
are used to calculate MMSE or ZF ICI equalizer coefficients.
A rule of thumb in choosing the bandwidth parameter Q is
Q ≥ � fD/Δ f � + 1, where fD is the maximum Doppler fre-
quency and Δ f denotes the subcarrier spacing [6], [9]. How-
ever, the BER performance can degrade severely when Q is
not large enough.

Other than computational cost, features specified in
advanced systems that were derived from WiMAX (IEEE
802.16e) [1] and LTE can also impose serious difficulties on
engineering development. For instance, in Fig. 1 an exam-
ple of subcarrier assignment under the mandatory mode of
partial usage of subchannels (PUSC) in 802.16e is shown
[1]. The usable subcarriers are divided into subsets denoted
as subchannels. In the downlink, different users or groups
of users may share the same subchannels. A user can end
up using subcarriers interlaced with the subcarriers of other
users. As a result, decision feedback equalizers (DFEs) [4],
[6], [16] may not be appropriate for this situation, since its
good performance relies on removing ICI induced by the
user itself as well as by other users, which in turns requires
the knowledge of CFR and data on un-occupied or other
users’ subcarriers. Under this circumstance, however, con-
ventional linear equalizers can still be effective in mitigat-
ing ICI by inverting estimated CFR matrices with the help
of pilots. Other sophisticated ICI cancellation techniques
also face a variety of challenges restricting their deploy-
ment. The turbo ICI equalizer [10]–[12] requires CFR in-
formation and feedback from the channel decoder, and it
has longer processing latency. Techniques that utilize time-
domain windowing [6], [7] are effective for a large Doppler
spread range but the receiver has to deal with colored noise
induced by windowing [17]. The MAP and MLSE ICI
equalizers [13], [15] offer the best bit-error rate (BER) per-
formance, yet their cost is extremely high. Using the basis
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expansion model [7], [13], [14] to develop ICI equalizers has
been a hot research topic; however, its practical deployment
is complicated by issues of channel estimation and model
fitting. In short, there is a strong motivation to seek pos-
sible improvement on conventional ICI equalizers to strike
a right balance between performance and implementation
complexity.

In this paper, we focus on the inner receiver and de-
velop low-complexity ICI equalizers for OFDMA down-
link receivers. In Sect. 2, a popular model of linearly time-
varying channel is reviewed and observations are made to
serve as the inspiration of our approach. In Sect. 3, a per-
subcarrier adaptive (PSA) ICI cancellation framework in-
corporating an ICI indicator, is introduced. With the PSA
framework, it is possible to use different ICI cancellation
strategies on different subcarriers according to the ICI situa-
tion, say, simple ICI cancellation for subcarriers experienc-
ing mild ICI and heavy ICI cancellation for severe ICI. The
PSA framework enables ICI equalizers achieve better trade-
off between computational complexity and performance. In
Sect. 4, novel low-complexity perturbation-based (PB) ZF
and MMSE ICI equalizers are developed with the empha-
sis on implementation readiness and adequate performance.
The proper mechanism of utilizing the ICI indicator is inves-
tigated to achieve robustness. Matrix inversion with lookup
table (LUT) for subcarriers experiencing severe ICI is also
developed to complement the PB ICI equalizers. In Sect. 5,
through comprehensive simulations, results of BER perfor-
mance and savings in computational cost verify the effec-
tiveness of our approach. Finally, concluding remarks are
given in Sect. 6.

2. Signal Model and ICI Structure

A variety of ICI signal models have been proposed in lit-
eratures. We choose a popular model that treats the chan-
nel variation within one OFDMA symbol as linear. This is
a reasonable assumption for most scenarios in cellular sys-
tems currently in use. A sketch of the model is provided
here for readers’ convenience, while more details can be
found in [5], [8]. Some crucial modifications and observa-
tions are also described to serve as the inspiration to develop
our proposed PB-ZF and PB-MMSE ICI equalizers. Time-
domain variables will be denoted by lowercase letters and
frequency-domain variables by capital ones.

Consider the baseband equivalent OFDM system
model with N subcarriers. The time-domain transmitted sig-
nal st at the tth time instant can be written as

st =
1
N

N−1∑
m=0

S me
j2πmt

N , t = 0, 1, · · · ,N − 1 (1)

where S m are the modulated data on the mth subcarrier. As-
sume a cyclic prefix (CP) with length of NCP longer than the
maximum delay spread (L) of the channel; the total length
of a transmitted OFDM symbol is NS = N +NCP. The time-
domain received signal rt is given by

rt =

L−1∑
l=0

st−lht,l + zt (2)

where ht,l is the lth delay path of time varying channel im-
pulse response (CIR) at tth time instant and zt is the additive
white Gaussian noise (AWGN). After removing CP and tak-
ing discrete Fourier transform (DFT), the frequency-domain
received signal on the ith subcarrier is

Ri =

N−1∑
t=0

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎝
L−1∑
l=0

st−lht,l + zt

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎠ e
− j2πti

N

=

N−1∑
m=0

S mHi,m + Zi (3)

where

Hi,m =
1
N

∑
t

H(m, t)e
− j2πt(i−m)

N . (4)

and

H(m, t) =
∑

l

ht,le
− j2πlm

N (5)

Note that H(m, t) can be interpreted as the CFR on the mth
subcarrier at the tth time instant. ICI on the ith subcarrier
which is caused by the signal on the mth transmit subcarrier
comes through the ICI channel Hi,m.

Assume that the variation of CIR is a linear function in
time domain, it an be written as

hnNS−N+t,l = hnNS ,l −
N − t
NS
δnNS ,l (6)

where hnNS−N+t,l and hnNS ,l represent the lth path at (n − 1)th
and nth OFDM symbol, respectively, and δnNS ,l is the dif-
ference of CIR between the (n − 1)th and the nth OFDM
symbol. Substituting (6) into (5), we obtain

H(m, nNS − N + t) =
∑

l

(
hnNS ,l −

N − t
NS
δnNS ,l

)
e
− j2πlm

N

= Hm +
t − N−1

2

NS
Δm (7)

where Hm denotes the DFT of the CIR at the center time of
the nth OFDM symbol:

Hm =
∑

l

(hnNS− N−1
2 ,l

)e
− j2πlm

N , (8)

and Δm is DFT of the CIR difference term,

Δm =
∑

l

δnNS ,le
− j2πlm

N . (9)

From (7) it can be observed that the CFR on the mth subcar-
rier varies linearly. Hm can also be viewed as the average of
the linearly varying frequency response.

Substituting (7) into (4), Hi,m can be further decom-
posed as
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Hi,m =
1
N

N−1∑
t=0

H(m, nNS − N + t)e
− j2πt(i−m)

N

= Hmξi,m + ΔmGi−m (10)

where ξi,m = 1 when i = m and ξi,m = 0 otherwise; Gi

accounts for the ICI:

Gi =
1

NNS

N−1∑
t=0

(
t − N − 1

2

)
e
− j2πti

N (11)

and can be approximated by

|Gi| ≈ N
2πNS

1
|i| , ∠Gi ≈ −N + i

2N
π. (12)

Note that the approximation works well when the ratio |i|/N
is small. Fortunately, in practical systems such as WiMAX
and LTE, the smallest number of subcarriers N is 128, and
the approximation is accurate.

Defining r = [R0, . . . ,RN−1]T , s = [S 0, . . . , S N−1]T , and
z = [Z0, . . . , ZN−1]T , (3) and (10) can be compactly repre-
sented in the matrix form

r = Hs + z (13)

where the CFR matrix H can be decomposed as a combi-
nation of the averaged CFR matrix Havg and the ICI matrix
GΔ:

H = Havg +GΔ

=

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎝

H0 0 · · · 0

0 H1
...

...
. . . 0

0 · · · 0 HN−1

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎠

+

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎝

0 G−1 · · · G−(N−1)

G1 0
...

...
. . . G−1

GN−1 · · · G1 0

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎠

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎝

Δ0 0 · · · 0

0 Δ1
...

...
. . . 0

0 · · · 0 ΔN−1

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎠
.

(14)

Substitute (14) into (13), we have

r = Havgs +GΔs + z. (15)

A crucial detail in (15) is observed. Note that the diag-
onal matrix Δ multiplies G from the right; it means that the
column vectors of the ICI matrix are weighted by different
Δi. Each column vector registers how a signal on the corre-
sponding subcarrier is spread over and affects other subcar-
riers. Therefore, different weights mean that the spreading
effect is different from subcarrier to subcarrier. We can rear-
range (15) into another form:

(ΔH−1
avg)r︸����︷︷����︸
r̃

= [IN + (ΔH−1
avg)G]︸��������������︷︷��������������︸

H̃

(Δs)︸︷︷︸
s̃

+ (ΔH−1
avg)z︸����︷︷����︸
z̃

(16)

where IN denotes the N × N identity matrix and G is mul-
tiplied by the diagonal matrix (ΔH−1

avg) from the left; this
time, the k-th row vector of the ICI matrix is weighted by
a corresponding (Δk/Hk), which registers how much the k-
th subcarrier is affected by its neighboring subcarriers. That
is, (Δk/Hk) indicates the ICI level experienced by the k-th
subcarrier. This rearrangement allows the development of
the ICI indicator and the low-complexity ICI equalizers de-
scribed later.

3. The Per-Subcarrier Adaptive ICI Cancellation
Framework

As mentioned in Introduction, a common means to reduce
the complexity of ICI equalization is to approximate the
non-diagonal CFR matrix with a banded matrix. For ex-
ample, the approximation by banded CFR matrices can be
utilized to construct the so-called block and serial ICI equal-
izers [9]. The CFR matrix H in (13) is first approximated
by a banded matrix B in which all but few elements on
the selected 2Q + 1 diagonals are set to zero. The trans-
mitted signal s can be estimated by solving the resulted
linear model, either by ZF or MMSE criteria. Figure 2
illustrates the difference between the block and serial ap-
proaches. In the block approach, the whole system of lin-
ear equations is solved altogether, e.g, the banded matrix B
is directly inverted in the ZF approach to find the estima-
tion of s. While in the serial approach, for each subcarrier
a local (2Q + 1) × (2Q + 1) banded CFR matrix is consid-
ered, i.e., consider B(Q)

k � [H]{<k−Q:k+Q>N ,<k−Q:k+Q>N } (note
that 〈·〉N means the modulo-N operation), and a truncated
(2Q + 1) × (2Q + 1) system of linear equations is solved
for each subcarrier. Apparently, the serial approach enjoys
an even lower complexity than the block approach does, but
it also results in a larger performance degradation since the
truncation in building smaller systems of linear equations
introduces larger approximation errors.

The approach of using banded CFR matrices is, how-

Fig. 2 Block and serial approaches for ICI equalization.
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Fig. 3 The magnitude of the CFR matrix and cross-sections at selected
subcarriers.

ever, highly inefficient, especially taking into account the
fact that each subcarrier can experience vastly different ICI
scenarios. Intuitively, if different counter-ICI measures are
adopted for different subcarrier, possible benefits of reduced
complexity and/or enhanced performance may follow. A
closer look at the ICI model in (15) and (16) provides details
about the different ICI scenarios faced by each subcarrier.
Figure 3 shows the magnitude of a 32 × 32 example CFR
matrix and three cross-sections on three subcarriers. It is
clear that a uniform banded approximation is inappropriate,
since each subcarrier faces very different ICI situations. In-
spired by the observations made from (16), a metric |Δk/Hk |,
is introduced to indicate the ICI severity on the kth subcar-
rier. Given the value of |Δk/Hk |, the signal-to-interference
ratio (SIR) can be easily calculated from (15). In Fig. 3, the
20th subcarrier, with a small |Δk/Hk | (|Δk/Hk | < −5 dB, SIR
> 22 dB), is affected by insignificant amount of ICI. When
moderate fading occurs, like on the 5th subcarrier, |Δk/Hk |
becomes higher, and moderate ICI emerges. When deep fad-
ing occurs, as on the 9th subcarrier, |Δk/Hk | becomes signif-
icant (|Δk/Hk | > 0 dB, SIR < 12 dB), severe ICI exists and
heavy ICI cancellation may be needed to maintain BER per-
formance. The term |Δk/Hk | is able to indicate the ICI situ-
ation and the different need of ICI cancellation strategies on
each subcarrier.

Our experiences show that in practical situations, the
majority of subcarriers face moderate or very mild ICI sit-
uations; that is, little or no ICI cancellation needs to be
done on these subcarriers and the performance will not suf-
fer. Figure 4 gives an idea of how many percentages of
subcarriers face very mild (|Δk/Hk | < −5 dB) and heavy
ICI (|Δk/Hk | > 0 dB). The simulation is conducted un-
der WiMAX standard: 10 MHz bandwidth, 2.5 GHz cen-
tral frequency, and 1024 subcarriers. Two very different
channel power delay profiles (PDPs) are considered: the
ITU Pedestrian-B (PedB) channel and a two-path equal-gain
channel. Different vehicle speeds from 60 km/h to the max-
imum speed of 350 km/h suggested in the LTE and WiMAX
standards are simulated. The results show that as vehicle

Fig. 4 The percentages of |Δk/Hk | that are larger than 0 dB or smaller
than −5 dB at different vehicle speeds. Two channel PDPs, the ITU
Pedestrian-B channel and the two-path equal-gain channel, are used.

Fig. 5 A receiver adopting the PSA framework.

Fig. 6 A banded CFR matrix with variable bandwidth Q.

speed gets higher, more subcarriers experience severe ICI;
yet even at 350 km/h, there are still 85% of subcarriers on
which |Δk/Hk | < 0 dB. An interesting observation is that
the percentages of the ICI indicator remain almost the same
when the channel PDP changes; therefore we expect the ICI
indicator work properly for different types of channels.

Based on the ICI indicator, a PSA receiver architec-
ture shown in Fig. 5 is proposed. A variety of existing
ICI equalizers can be incorporated into this architecture and
their settings can be adapted on each subcarrier according
to |Δk/Hk |; in this way, a better trade-off between computa-
tional complexity and performance can be achieved. PSA
utilizes the idea of using different Q on each subcarrier to
approximate the CFR matrix H. Figure 6 depicts how the
CFR matrix H, instead of being approximated by a banded
matrix with fixed bandwidth Q as shown in Fig. 2, is approx-
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imated by a banded matrix with variable bandwidth adap-
tively set at each subcarrier. The approach also works well
with popular wireless access technologies such as WiMAX
and LTE based on OFDMA. In the following section, the
PSA architecture forms the foundation for us to develop
novel low-complexity ICI methods with remarkable results.

In practice, the ICI indicator is obtained as the ratio be-
tween the estimates of Δk and Hk. An estimation method
that uses consecutive OFDM symbols is provided in [8].
Here, with the goal of keeping complexity low, a simpler
method is used. Instead of estimating the complete ICI
model as in [8], we use the estimate of the averaged CFR,
Ĥk, which is always needed for signal demodulation. The
estimate of Δk is simply obtained as the difference between
Ĥk of adjacent OFDMA symbols due to the fact that CFR
varies linearly across time-domain:

Δ̂
(n)
k = Ĥ(n)

k − Ĥ(n−1)
k

where superscript (n) denotes the symbol index. Though the
estimate is not very accurate, the degradation in simulated
BER performance is insignificant. Advanced channel esti-
mation techniques for time-varying channels may also be
used [2]–[5], [16], but we regard this as unnecessary in the
current setting.

4. Proposed Novel Low-Complexity ICI Equalizers

4.1 Perturbation-Based ZF ICI Equalizer

The PSA architecture allows different strategies be adopted
for each subcarrier according to the ICI indicator. For sub-
carriers inflicted by severe ICI, costly methods, say, matrix
inversion, are needed; while for subcarriers inflicted by mild
ICI, very simple equalizers suffice to provide good perfor-
mance. In this subsection, simple perturbation-based (PB)
equalizers that are perfect for treating mild ICI are devel-
oped. Figure 7 shows the block diagram of the proposed PB
ICI equalizers.

Fig. 7 PB ICI equalizer block diagram.

Start with (16) and zoom in the neighboring 2Q + 1
subcarriers of the kth subcarrier. The superscript (Q) and
subscript k will be dropped temporarily for simplicity. A
serial ZF equalizer on the kth subcarrier operates as follows

Ŝ k = wr = ecΔ
−1H̃

−1
(ΔH−1

avg)r

= ecΔ
−1(I2Q+1 + (ΔH−1

avg)G)−1(ΔH−1
avg)r, (17)

where the 1 × (2Q + 1) row vector w denotes the equalizer
and ec is a 1 × (2Q + 1) row vector with 1 at the center
and zeros elsewhere. The diagonal matrix (ΔH−1

avg) will be
approximated by a model with few parameters. The goals
are two-folded: a simple model makes it possible to replace
w with simple filters on subcarriers facing mild ICI; mean-
while the matrix inversion (I2Q+1 + (ΔH−1

avg)G)−1 is available
to fight severe ICI, with the corresponding inverse matrices
being calculated off-line and stored in a LUT indexed by the
parameters α, β and γ in (18).

Polynomial curve fitting is used to approximate the lo-
cal CFR fluctuation of (ΔH−1

avg):

(ΔH−1
avg) ≈ αI2Q+1 + βL + γP (18)

where L and P are both diagonal with linear and parabolic
shapes, i.e., L = diag(Q,Q − 1, . . . ,−Q) and P =

diag(Q2, (Q − 1)2, . . . , (−Q)2). Substituting (18) into (17)
and applying (I + A)−1 ≈ I − A + A2 + o(ε) where A is the
perturbation term and o(ε) denotes the higher-order terms,
the low-complexity ICI equalizer can be obtained. Ignoring
high-order terms, the first-order PB-ZF equalizer is given by

wZF1st = ecH−1
avg −

1
Δk

(αecG)(ΔH−1
avg). (19)

Including second-order terms gives the second-order PB-ZF
equalizer:

wZF2nd = ecH−1
avg −

1
Δk

(αecG − α2ecG2)(ΔH−1
avg). (20)

Two approximations are involved here: the approx-
imation of (ΔH−1

avg) and the approximation of (I2Q+1 +

(ΔH−1
avg)G)−1. In most cases ZF equalizers with only lower-

order terms are good enough. When ICI is severe, more
costly methods (matrix inversion, for example) involved
with β and γ may be used.

A crucial advantage of our approach becomes clear
by observing that, without the approximation in (18), the
conventional perturbation method that uses (I + A)−1 ≈
I − A + A2 + o(ε) will yield

wZF2nd = ecH−1
avg − ecH−1

avg(GΔH−1
avg)

+ ecH−1
avgG(ΔH−1

avg)G(ΔH−1
avg). (21)

In this case, the matrix multiplications within the second
term of (21) ecH−1

avgG(ΔH−1
avg)G(ΔH−1

avg) cannot commute.
That is, the signal will be multiplied by (ΔH−1

avg), filtered by
G, then multiplied by (ΔH−1

avg) before getting filtered by G
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again. Our approximation results in a more efficient filtering
procedure. With the polynomial approximation of (ΔH−1

avg),
the proposed perturbation equalization in (20) mainly con-
sists of fixed finite-impulse response (FIR) filters, i.e., the
central row vectors of G and (GG).

When the ICI is severe, matrix inversion may be
needed to achieve decent ICI cancellation. By extracting
the parameters {α, β, γ}, a LUT of matrix inversion indexed
by {α, β, γ} can be pre-calculated off-line and applied when
needed. The LUT of matrix inversion will be described in
more details in Sect. 4.4.

4.2 Perturbation-Based MMSE ICI Equalizer

When a channel goes into a fade, MMSE equalizers are
more effective than ZF equalizers in preventing noise en-
hancement. In order to take advantage of the re-arrangement
in (16) for developing low-complexity filters, the MMSE so-
lution of s̃ instead of s is derived, and the inverse mapping
Δ−1s̃ is used to recover s. Strictly speaking, this procedure
differs from conventional MMSE approaches because the
noise term (ΔH−1

avg)z has different power levels on each sub-
carrier. But the effect on performance is negligible, due to
reasons explained next. Consider serial equalizers, the cor-
responding channel matrix for each subcarrier is a truncated
matrix, that is, a (2Q + 1) × (2Q + 1) one within which the
noise is treated as white with a localized SNR. For practical
channel scenarios, computer simulations show that this as-
sumption of whiteness is quite accurate and has little impact
on performance. Therefore, locally white noise with a lo-
calized SNR is assumed for the development of PB-MMSE
ICI equalizers.

A typical MMSE IC equalizer is:

w = ecΔ
−1H̃

∗
[
H̃H̃

∗
+

1
ρk

I
]−1

(ΔH−1
avg)

= ecΔ
−1(I + (ΔH−1

avg)G)∗×[
(I + (ΔH−1

avg)G)(I + (ΔH−1
avgG))∗ +

1
ρk

I
]−1

(ΔH−1
avg)

(22)

where ∗ denotes the complex conjugate transposition and ρk

the localized SNR which is estimated from 2Q + 1 neigh-
boring subcarriers.

By applying the polynomial approximation of (ΔH−1
avg)

and the perturbation approximation of (I + A)−1 where A is
the perturbation term, the PB-MMSE ICI equalizer is ob-
tained. When the localized SNR on a subcarrier is large,
higher order terms can be ignored, and we have the first-
order PB-MMSE ICI equalizer:

wMMS E1st =
ρ

ρ + 1
ecH−1

avg −
1
Δk
· ρ
ρ + 1

×
[
ρ

ρ + 1
αecG +

1
ρ + 1

α∗ecG∗

+
1
ρ+1
β∗ecG∗L∗+

1
ρ + 1

γ∗ecG∗P∗
]

(ΔH−1
avg).

(23)

If Havg is close to a fade, higher-order terms with α2 are
added, and the second-order PB-MMSE ICI equalizer is:

wMMS E2nd =
ρ

ρ + 1
ecH−1

avg −
1
Δk
· ρ
ρ + 1

×
[
ρ

ρ + 1
αecG +

1
ρ + 1

α∗ecG∗ +
1
ρ + 1

β∗ecG∗L∗

+
1
ρ + 1

γ∗ecG∗P∗ − ρ2

(ρ + 1)2
α2ecG2

+
ρ

(ρ+1)2
(α∗)2ecG∗G∗+

2ρ
(ρ + 1)2

|α|2ecRe(G∗G)

]
(ΔH−1

avg).

(24)

Note that the row vectors ecLG and ecPG are zero vectors
and discarded in the derivations.

4.3 ICI Indicator Threshold Setting

Since the PSA framework relies on the ICI indicator |Δk/Hk |
to determine which ICI cancellation methods to use for each
subcarrier, it is crucial to determine the thresholds against
which the PSA framework compares the ICI indicator. The
thresholds should be chosen for the PSA framework to op-
erate robustly for a wide range of SNR. It can be done by
comprehensive simulations. Define the residual interference
plus noise at the ICI equalizer output as

εk = S k − Ŝ k = S k − wkrk. (25)

The post-detection SINR at the ICI equalizer output is
defined as SINRpost = E[||Havgs||2/||ε||2] where ε =
[ε0, . . . , εN−1]T . The approximate symbol error rate (SER)
expression for rectangular M-QAM is

PS ER = 2

(
1 − 1√

M

)
Q

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎝
√

3
M − 1

SINRpost

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎠ (26)

where Q(x) = 1√
2π

∫ ∞
x

e−
y2

2 dy.
With extensive simulations on SER for various SNRs

and velocities, proper ICI indicator thresholds can be found
by looking at when higher-order equalizers begin to provide
performance benefits. A proper threshold setting should not
deviate much from these observed forking points for a wide
range of SNRs. With the same simulation setting as that in
Sect. 3, Fig. 8 shows SER of PB-ZF ICI equalizers versus
|Δk/Hk | at 350 km/h under 10, 20 and 30 dB SNR, respec-
tively. It can be seen that when SNR is low, AWGN dom-
inates and all ICI equalizers provide no significant benefits
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Fig. 8 SER performance versus |Δk/Hk | at 10, 20 and 30 dB SNR.

compared to conventional one-tap frequency domain equal-
izer (FEQ). When SNR becomes larger, the first-order PB-
ZF ICI equalizer begins to outperform one-tap FEQ when
|Δk/Hk | > −6 dB and the second-order PB-ZF ICI equalizer
excels the first-order one when |Δk/Hk | > −3 dB. ZF Ma-
trix Inversion outperforms the perturbation-based methods
when |Δk/Hk | > 0 dB. The threshold settings for PB-MMSE
ICI equalizers can also be investigated in a similar way.

Note that the BER floor due to ICI starts to kick in
around SNR = 20 dB and thus an appropriate threshold set-
ting may be between −20 and −30 dB target residual ICI
power. Furthermore, with a additional 3-dB margin, the
threshold setting that four ranges (≤ −5 dB, −5 ∼ −3 dB,
−3 ∼ 0 dB, and ≥ 0 dB) of |Δk/Hk | is a good choice for many
realistic situations and adopted in the later simulations.

4.4 CFR Matrix Inversion by Lookup Table

When the subcarrier experiences severe ICI, the approxi-
mate matrix inverse I − A + A2 + · · · + Ap adopted in PB-
ZF and PB-MMSE ICI equalizers become a crude approxi-
mation and the error rate performance may degrade signif-
icantly. Hence, the exact matrix inverse, (I + A)−1, which
demands high computational load is needed. Though the PB
method is no longer appropriate, the localized CFR matrix
approximated by polynomial functions as (18) is still accu-
rate enough for the matrix inversion. We propose an LUT in
which pre-calculated matrix inverses indexed by quantized
parameters α, β and γ are stored and can be applied on the
fly. The computational cost of matrix inverse is O(N3) while
the cost is reduced to O(N) by adopting the LUT approach.

In practice, a trade-off between the number of quantiza-
tion levels and the corresponding quantization error should
be carefully designed to avoid performance degradation. By
comprehensive computer simulations, the empirical proba-
bility density functions (PDFs) of α, β and γ for different
channel PDPs at 350 km/h and for the ITU Pedestrian-B
channel at different vehicle speeds are shown in Figs. 9 and
10 respectively. The empirical PDFs, like the ICI indica-
tor, are insensitive to changes in channel PDPs. Further-
more, the empirical PDFs are quite concentrated; in fact,

Fig. 9 Empirical probability density functions of α, β and γ for two dif-
ferent channel PDPs: the ITU Pedestrian-B channel and a two-path equal-
gain channel.

Fig. 10 Empirical probability density functions of α, β and γ for the
ITU Pedestrian-B channel at two different vehicle speeds: 350 km/h and
60 km/h.

the lower the vehicle speed, the more concentrated they are.
As a result, eight equally-spaced levels spanning from −2
to 2 is enough for quantizing α. Similarly, eight levels are
used for quantizing β and γ. The total number of matrix in-
verses to be stored is 4096. For each matrix inverse, we only
need to store the central row because the serial ICI equalizer
is considered. For 12-bit fixed-point numerical resolution,
the LUT size will be 16 KBytes. The detailed simulation
results concerning the trade-off between BER performance
and quantization levels will be provided in Sect. 5.1.

It is worth noting that an LUT can always be used when
matrix inversion is needed. However, without our trans-
posed signal model in (16), the LUT approach will not be
effective. For example, an LUT of matrix inversion for the
signal model in (15) needs to parameterize Havg and Δ in
[Havg + GΔ]−1. There will be two sets of parameters and
two dynamic ranges to consider. Consequently, the resulted
LUT will be too large to be effective.

5. Performance

5.1 BER Simulations

In this subsection, we investigate the performance and ro-
bustness of proposed ICI equalizers under different system
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Fig. 11 BER performance comparisons for ICI equalizers under 1024-
point FFT, 16-QAM and the ITU Pedestrian-B channel model at 350 km/h
and 60 km/h.

parameters and channel conditions. Unless otherwise stated,
perfect channel state information (CSI) of the averaged CFR
(Hk) is assumed. The ICI CFR, Δk, and the ICI indicator
are estimated by the simple method mentioned in Sect. 3.
First, with the same simulation set-up described in Sect. 3
with NA = 840 active subcarriers, BER curves of differ-
ent ICI equalizers at 60 km/h and 350 km/h are shown in
Fig. 11. The serial MMSE (S-MMSE) ICI equalizer inverts
for each subcarrier a local CFR sub-matrix whose size is
(2Q + 1) × (2Q + 1) fixed for all subcarriers. The PSA
ICI equalizers adjust Q according to the ICI indicator and
the corresponding threshold setting is described in Sect. 4.3.
In Fig. 11, the PSA S-MMSE ICI equalizer with Q ≤ 5
achieves, with lower complexity, the same BER as the con-
ventional S-MMSE ICI equalizer with fixed Q = 5. More-
over, our PSA PB-MMSE ICI equalizers provide further
complexity reduction without BER degradation, compared
to the PSA S-MMSE ICI equalizers. Note that PB-ZF ICI
equalizer suffers slightly performance degradation due to the
noise enhancement effect. The results verify the effective-
ness of the PSA PB ICI equalizers to improve the balance
between performance and computational complexity. The
results also indicate that the PSA approach is effective for
different vehicle speeds. Intuitively this is expected, be-
cause the idea of PSA is to adjust the complexity of the
ICI equalizer according to the ICI indicator, and the ICI
indicator works fine regardless what the vehicle speed is.
Moreover, as can be seen from Fig. 8, simple methods such
as one-tap FEQ perform as good as sophisticated equalizers
when |Δk/Hk | indicates little ICI. We conclude that the PSA
approach works effectively for different vehicle speeds.

The impact due to the channel estimation error is
also considered. Figure 12 shows the results under im-
perfect CSI. Follow the practice found in [16], [17], the
mean-square error (MSE) of the channel estimation is set
to −20 dB. The accuracy of channel estimation will effect
the performance of any ICI cancellation methods. As for
our method, there are two aspects that deserve discussion.

Fig. 12 BER performance comparisons with −20 dB MSE channel
estimation error at 350 km/h.

Fig. 13 BER with different quantization levels LUT under the ITU
Pedestrian-B channel at 350 and 60 km/h.

The first is that it is built on a linear approximation of
time-varying channels; therefore, it only requires estimating
the averaged channel response, which is routinely done by
OFDMA receivers in block-fading channels. The second is
that, though the performance degradation is inevitable, our
method is effected in a comparable way by which other lin-
ear methods, say, conventional S-MMSE ICI equalizers, are
effected.

Next, we study how many quantization levels in LUT
are enough for the PB ICI equalizers. From Fig. 13, it can be
seen that an 8-levels LUT has the same BER performance as
a 16-level LUT, but a 4-level LUT will result in performance
degradation. Consequently, an 8-level LUT is chosen for
350 km/h, i.e., the worst-case scenario, to make sure that it
is enough for all speeds.

Finally, we consider the coded performance and com-
pare the packet error rate (PER) of different ICI equaliz-
ers in Fig. 14. The modulation is 16-QAM and the channel
coding is a rate-3/4 convolutional turbo code (CTC) that is
mandatory in WiMAX [1]. Ten iterations of CTC decoding
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Table 1 Complexity comparison.

Methods Complexity Number of complex flops

Ideal B-MMSE O(N3
A) 4 × 108

Conventional fixed Q S-MMSE O(Q3NA) 745360(Q = 5) / 408240(Q = 4) / 192080(Q = 3)

PSA Variable Q ≤ 5 S-MMSE
∑

i O(Q3
i NA) 162334 (350 km/h) / 14301 (60 km/h)

PSA PB-ZF with LUT O(QNA) 68388 (350 km/h) / 6822 (60 km/h)

PSA PB-MMSE with LUT O(QNA) 93883 (350 km/h) / 10340 (60 km/h)

Fig. 14 PER comparison for different Q = 3, 4 and 5 under the ITU
Pedestrian-B channel at 350 km/h. 16-QAM and rate-3/4 CTC are used.

are conducted. Under this configuration, one packet con-
sists of 44 bytes payload. The standard requires 10% PER at
12 dB Eb/N0 [18] where Eb/N0 is defined as the SNR per
bit. From Fig. 14, it can be seen that at 350 km/h the perfor-
mances of linear equalizers are close to borderline. The S-
MMSE with fixed Q = 5 and our PSA PB-MMSE offer the
best performances with a very tight margin to spare. This
demonstrates the value of our approach. The PSA equal-
izer can opt for a higher upper limit on Q with a reasonable
increase in complexity, if a larger performance margin is re-
quired. But for a fixed-Q equalizer, the option to increase Q
may be not feasible.

5.2 Computational Complexity

The computational complexity is measured in complex
floating point operations (flops) and summarized in Table 1.
The reduction of computational cost by our PSA framework
incorporating PB-ZF/PB-MMSE equalizers and matrix in-
version with LUT is shown. The calculation of equalizer
coefficients dominates the computational cost. The ideal
Block MMSE (B-MMSE) ICI equalizer inverts the whole
NA × NA CFR matrix and requires 2NA

3/3 ≈ 4 × 108 flops
which is unaffordably high, and the conventional S-MMSE
ICI equalizer needs about 2(2Q+ 1)3NA/3 ≈ 7.5× 105 flops
with Q = 5. They are used as benchmarks for comparison.

We then consider the complexity of proposed PSA ap-
proaches. Notice that the complexity of calculation of the

ICI indicator is one complex division per subcarrier and has
been included in Table 1. Define Qi as the value of Q chosen
in the i-th |Δk/Hk | range and Ni as the number of subcarriers
in that range. For example, in PSA S-MMSE equalizers, at
the first stage (Q1 = 0), there are N1 = 0.393NA of subcarri-
ers that use one-tap FEQ and, at the last stage (Q4 = 5), there
are N4 = 0.152NA of subcarriers that use 11 × 11 matrix in-
version resulting in the complexity of O(Q3

4N4). Overall, its
complexity is

∑4
i=1 O(Q3

i Ni), which leads to 1.6 × 105 flops
at 350 km/h, about 4.5 times lower than that of the banded
S-MMSE with fixed Q = 5.

The PSA PB-ZF and PB-MMSE ICI equalizers achieve
big savings with their complexity in O(QNA). In practice,
PB-ZF and PB-MMSE ICI equalizers are used for subcar-
riers inflicted by mild ICI, while the LUT matrix inversion
is used to combat severe ICI. For each subcarrier, the first-
order PB-ZF requires 8Q + 7 flops and the second-order
PB-ZF requires 12Q + 12 flops due to one and two Q-tap
fixed FIR filters, respectively. Similarly, the first-order PB-
MMSE requires 28Q + 23 flops and the second-order PB-
MMSE requires 36Q + 31 flops. Overall, the complexity of
PB-ZF and PB-MMSE with LUT matrix inversion are about
11 and 8 times lower than that of the conventional S-MMSE
equalizer with fixed Q = 5 at 350 km/h. Furthermore, it
can be seen that the save in complexity is also prominent at
lower speed, say, 60 km/h.

6. Conclusions

In this paper, perturbation-based zero-forcing and minimum
mean-square error ICI equalizers with very low complexity
are developed within the per-subcarrier adaptive (PSA) pro-
cessing framework incorporating an ICI indicator. They are
very effective at dealing with mild ICI situations. A lookup
table method is also developed that forms, together with
these equalizers, a comprehensive ICI solution for OFDMA
downlink receivers. Theoretical analysis and simulations
are provided to show the effectiveness of our approach.

Acknowledgment

The authors thank Prof. David W. Lin for his careful read-
ing and insightful suggestions. This work was supported in
part by the National Science Council of R.O.C. under Grants
NSC 100-2220-E-009-003 and NSC 100-2220-E-009-063.



3518
IEICE TRANS. COMMUN., VOL.E95–B, NO.11 NOVEMBER 2012

References

[1] Draft IEEE Standard for Local and Metropolitan Area Networks Part
16: Air Interface for Fixed and Mobile Broadband Wireless Access
Systems, IEEE P802.16e/D7, 2005.

[2] W.G. Jeon, K.H. Chang, and Y.S. Cho, “An equalization technique
for orthogonal frequency-division multiplexing systems in time-
variant multipath fading channels,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol.47,
no.1, pp.27–32, Jan. 1999.

[3] A. Stamoulis, S.N. Diggavi, and N. Al-Dhahir, “Intercarrier interfer-
ence in MIMO OFDM,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol.50, no.10,
pp.2451–2464, Oct. 2002.

[4] X. Cai and G.B. Giannakis, “Bounding performance and suppress-
ing intercarrier interference in wireless mobile OFDM,” IEEE Trans.
Commun., vol.51, no.12, pp.2047–2056, Dec. 2003.

[5] A. Gorokhov and J.P. Linnartz, “Robust OFDM receivers for disper-
sive time-varying channels: Equalization and channel acquisition,”
IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol.52, no.4, pp.572–583, April
2004.

[6] P. Schniter, “Low-complexity equalization of OFDM in doubly
selective channels,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol.52, no.4,
pp.1002–1011, Oct. 2004.

[7] I. Barhumi, G. Leus, and M. Moonen, “Time-domain and frequency-
domain per-tone equalization for OFDM over doubly selective chan-
nels,” Signal Process., vol.84, no.11, pp.2055–2066, 2004.

[8] Y. Mostofi and D.C. Cox, “ICI mitigation for pilot-aided OFDM mo-
bile systems,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol.4, no.2, pp.765–
774, March 2005.

[9] L. Rugini, P. Banelli, and G. Leus, “Simple equalization of time-
varying channels for OFDM,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol.9, no.7,
pp.619–621, July 2005.

[10] S. Das and P. Schniter, “Max-SINR ISI/ICI-shaped multi-carrier
communication over the doubly dispersive channel,” IEEE Trans.
Signal Process., vol.55, no.12, pp.5782–5795, Dec. 2007.

[11] D.N. Liu and M.P. Fitz, “Iterative MAP equalization and decoding
in wireless mobile coded OFDM,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol.57,
no.7, pp.2042–2051, July 2009.

[12] K. Fang, L. Rugini, and G. Leus, “Low-complexity block turbo
equalization for OFDM systems in time-varying channels,” IEEE
Trans. Signal Process., vol.56, no.11, pp.5555–5566, Nov. 2008.

[13] I. Barhumi and M. Moonen, “MLSE and MAP equalization for
transmission over doubly selective channels,” IEEE Trans. Veh.
Technol., vol.58, no.8, pp.4120–4128, Oct. 2009.

[14] T. Hrycak, S. Das, G. Matz, and H.G. Feichtinger, “Low complex-
ity equalization for doubly selective channels modeled by a basis
expansion,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol.58, no.11, pp.5706–
5719, Nov. 2010.

[15] E. Panayirci, H. Dogan, and H.V. Poor, “Low-complexity MAP-
based successive data detection for coded OFDM systems over
highly mobile wireless channels,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol.,
vol.60, no.6, pp.2849–2857, July 2011.

[16] Y.S. Choi, P.J. Voltz, and F.A. Cassara, “On channel estimation and
detection for multicarrier signals in fast and selective Rayleigh fad-
ing channels,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol.49, no.8, pp.1375–1387,
Aug. 2001.

[17] H.W. Wang, D.W. Lin, and T.H. Sang, “OFDM signal detection
in doubly selective channels with blockwise whitening of residual
intercarrier interference and noise,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun.,
vol.30, no.4, pp.684–694, May 2012.

[18] WiMAX Forum, “Mobile radio conformance tests amendment:
Wave 2 tests,” July 2007.

Hsin-De Lin received his B.S. degree in
electronics engineering from National Chiao-
Tung University, Taiwan, in 2003. He is cur-
rently working towards the Ph.D. degree in elec-
tronics engineering from National Chiao-Tung
University, Taiwan. His research interests are
in the area of signal processing for communica-
tions.

Tzu-Hsien Sang received the B.S.E.E. de-
gree in 1990 from National Taiwan University
and Ph.D. degree in 1999 from the University
of Michigan at Ann Arbor. He is currently with
the Department of Electronics Engineering, Na-
tional Chiao-Tung University, Taiwan. Prior to
joining NCTU in 2003, he had worked in Ex-
cess Bandwidth, a start-up company at Sunny-
vale, California, working on physical layer de-
sign for broadband technologies. His research
interests include signal processing for commu-

nications, time-frequency analysis for biomedical signals, and RF circuit
noise modeling.

Jiunn-Tsair Chen received the Ph.D.
degree in electrical engineering from Stanford
University, Stanford, CA, in 1998. He was
with National Tsing-Hua University, Hsinchu,
Taiwan, from 1999 to 2006, during which he
has published more than 100 technical papers.
Since 2006, he has been with Ralink Tech-
nology Corporation, a Taiwan-based IC design
house, working on wireless-MIMO-related IC
products. His research interests include commu-
nication theory, antenna array signal processing,

network coding, and RF/analog system calibration. He is currently with
Mobile Device Corporation, Taiwan.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (None)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


