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Abstract: The article introduces Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access (NOMA) and Filter Bank Multicarrier (FBMC), known as hybrid waveform (NOMA-FBMC), as two of the most deserving contenders for fifth-generation (5G) network. High spectrum access and clampdown of spectrum outflow are unique characteristics of hybrid NOMA-FBMC. We compare the spectral efficiency of Orthogonal Frequency Division Multiplexing (OFDM), FBMC, NOMA, and NOMA-FBMC. It is seen that the hybrid waveform outperforms the existing waveforms. Peak to Average Power Ratio (PAPR) is regarded as a significant issue in multicarrier waveforms. The combination of Selective Mapping-Partial Transmit Sequence (SLM-PTS) is an effective way to minimize large peak power inclination. The SLM, PTS, and SLM-PTS procedures are applied to the NOMA-FBMC waveform. This hybrid structure is applied to the existing waveforms. Further, the correlated factors like Bit Error Rate (BER) and Computational Overhead (CO) are studied and computed for these waveforms. The outcome of the work reveals that the NOMA-FBMC waveform coupled with the SLM-PTS algorithm offers superior performance as compared to the prevailing systems.
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1  Introduction

Due to the increased requirement of cellular capacity, there is an urgency to design an advanced radio network. It is anticipated that the cellular capacity will increase by 30%, which cannot be supported by the current fourth-generation (4G) cellular network. Additionally, technologies such as the Internet of Things (IoT), Device to Device communications (D2D), and smart health care require high spectral efficiency. To fulfill these requirements, the advanced waveform implementation plays a key role in the standardization of the fifth-generation (5G) {network}. Presently, 4G is based on Orthogonal Frequency Division Multiplexing (OFDM). OFDM is implemented by splitting a single carrier into several orthogonal sub-carriers. The key parameters in the structure of OFDM consist of Inverse Fast Fourier Transform (IFFT), Fast Fourier Transform (FFT), and Cyclic Prefix (CP). The purpose of IFFT is to generate a composite signal, FFT is used to detect the desired signal, and CP is utilized to mitigate Inter-Symbol Interference (ISI). Though OFDM is utilized in several applications [1], it is not recommended as a suitable candidate for the 5G network. OFDM consists of several drawbacks. The use of CP result in loss of spectrum [2], and filtering in OFDM is not suitable for cognitive applications. Frequency characteristics of OFDM are poor, not suitable to support huge data traffic, and its performance degrades for Digital Subscribers Line (DSL) applications. Hence, the regularization of the 5G network requires an efficient waveform scheme. Filter Bank Multicarrier (FBMC) and Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access (NOMA) is the most popular advanced waveform for the 5G radio network. In FBMC, a poly-phase filter is used at the transceiver of the framework. A PHYDYAS filter is applied to the sub-carriers’ group, which mitigates the effect of ISI between the sub-carriers. Further, the spectral performance of FBMC is better than the OFDM structure. However, it is observed that the performance of FBMC degrades with Multiple Inputs and Multiple Outputs (MIMO) or Cognitive Network Systems (CNS). Additionally, the requirement of a multi-tap detection system for each sub-carrier is seen severe disadvantage of the FBMC waveform [3]. On the other hand, NOMA is hugely popular and even regarded as the top waveform contender for the 5G network. It efficiently utilizes the spectrum and allows multiple subscribers to access the resources in both the time and frequency domain. The subscribers are multiplexed in either time or code domain, resulting in enhanced throughput of the framework. It also supports a large number of subscribers as compared to OFDM or FBMC [4]. It is observed that NOMA significantly supports weak users, which results in a better probability of outage than FBMC or OFDM. The integration of NOMA and massive MIMO also enables user overload more effectively than FBMC system. NOMA provides excellent service even if subscribers’ number exceeds the number of users allocated per base station [5]. The NOMA structures comprise of the components: IFFT, Successive Interference Cancellation (SIC), FFT, and Super Coding (SC). IFFT is used to generate the sub-carriers, SC allows the users to simultaneously access the spectrum resources, and SIC helps in the detection of the signal. The ability to serve a massive number of devices, provide high spectral access, enable low propagation delay, or low probability of outage are the novelties of the NOMA structure. Hence, it is more appropriate as a 5G candidate, than the FBMC or OFDM. In the projected framework, a cluster of filters is applied to a group of sub-carriers, and thereby allowing them to maintain signal separation, enabling system compatibility with cognitive radio, overcoming frequency and temporal domain error etc. The NOMA-FBMC is considered an important contender for 5G radio due to its several advantages: large device connectivity, efficient utilization of spectrum, high data speed, better connectivity, high capacity, and amenability to the use of advanced techniques [6]. Peak to Average Power Ratio (PAPR) is a common problem in multicarrier schemes such as OFDM, FBMC, and NOMA. PAPR is the ratio of the power of transmitted symbols to the symbol's average power. PAPR is seen as an important concern in the rollout of the 5G radio network. PAPR degrades the power amplifier's gain and reduces the Signal-to-Noise Ratio (SNR) [7]. Though PAPR cannot be eliminated, it can be reduced by using PAPR minimization algorithms. PAPR algorithms are grouped into: a. signaling methods [8], b. distortion minimization [9] and c. scrambling methods [10]. Several PAPR conventional reduction algorithms can be utilized in OFDM and can efficiently reduce the amplitude power [11]. The conventional PAPR algorithms cannot apply to the advanced waveforms due to their different structural arrangement as {compared} to the OFDM. The recent studies reveal that the conventional algorithms perform poorly when applied to the FBMC structure [12]. In this work, advanced PTS-SLM hybrid algorithms are applied to the OFDM, FBMC, NOMA and, NOMA-FBMC structures. The conventional PTS and SLM lower down the multicarrier waveforms peak power but increase the framework's computational complexity's [13]. The proposed PTS-SLM efficiently minimizes the PAPR and the complexity of the waveforms. Various reduction algorithms are studied and an advanced Discrete-SLM-Circulation Transformation algorithm is introduced to decrease the peak power of advanced waveforms. It is seen that the proposed algorithm enhances the throughput of the structure, although the complexity and BER of the systems are significantly increased. The PAPR analysis on SC-OFDM is estimated and analyzed for different PAPR minimization algorithms. It is found that the peak power and the complexity are significantly decreased in the projected structure in comparison to the traditional methods [14]. OFDM is widely used in many applications, but it is not suitable for the 5G network. The gain of the power amplifier is adversely affected by the high peak power. A technique like Tone reservation (TR) is an efficient method to minimize the PAPR, and increases the hardware overhead. The combination of TR and Fast Iterative Shrinkage Threshold Algorithm (FISTA) is designed to improve the PAPR performance of OFDM [15]. In [16], the OFDM symbols’ amplitude is analyzed and estimated in the time domain. The large amplitude OFDM symbols are reduced by multiplying with the scaling elements. The proposed algorithm minimizes the peak power from 13 to 7 dB. Hence, the efficiency of 53% is achieved. In [17], the combination of PTS-PSO was introduced to enhance the efficiency of PA in the OFDM structure. The simulation outcomes reveal a remarkable improvement in the throughput of the system. The peak power reduction based on PTS and Genetic Algorithm (GA) is implemented for the OFDM framework [18]. The experimental outcomes reveal that the projected algorithm significantly lowers the PAPR while sustaining a moderate arithmetical overhead. The key contributions of the proposed work are as follows:

a.   A significant reduction in PAPR is obtained by introducing a PTS-SLM algorithm. Further, the optimal PAPR is obtained by experimenting with different sub-blocks and phase elements.

b.   Proposed a hybrid PAPR reduction applied to the combination of NOMA and FBMC. The performance of the Hybrid waveform is better than the OFDM, FBMC, or NOMA.

c.   The proposed PTS-SLM considerably reduces the complexity overhead of the structure.

2  System Model

2.1 PAPR in Multicarrier System

The structure of the multicarrier system is given in Fig. 1.
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Figure 1: OFDM

Let us consider an N-sub-carrier to modulate the OFDM symbols:

X=[X0,X1,…,XN−1]T(1)


An IFFT is applied on Eq. (1) to generate a time-domain OFDM symbols (L), given as:

x(n)=1N∑L=0N−1⁡XLej6.28LKN(2)


where n=0,1,…,KN−1 and K is the overlapping factor. The PAPR of the OFDM symbols in the transmitter is given as:

PAPR=Maximum|x(n)|2Average|x(n)|2(3)


To estimate the peak power of the OFDM symbols in dB is given as:

PAPRdB=10log10Maximum|x(n)|2Average|x(n)|2(4)


To analyze the efficiency of peak power of OFDM system, it is important to estimate the complementary cumulative distribution function (CCDF), given as:

F(y)=1−exp(−x)(5)


The average value of the OFDM symbol (Average|y(n)|2) is one.

The PAPR for different threshold value is given as:

(PAPR<x)=f(x)2=(1−expx)L(6)

(PAPR>x)=f(x)2=1−(PAPR≤x)=1−(1−expx)L(7)

2.2 PAPR in NOMA-FBMC

The schematic of the projected waveform is given in Fig. 2.
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Figure 2: NOMA-FBMC

The NOMA symbols are expressed as:

Y=[Y0,Y1,…,YN−1]T(8)


The modulated NOMA symbols form-subcarriers (S) are given by:

ym,j[m]=1S∑k=0S−1⁡Yiexp⁡(i6.28nkS),0≤n≤S−1(9)


A cluster of filters is applied to the ym,j[m], given by:

ymj,k=ym,j[m]∗Fc(10)


where Fc is the group of filters. The filtered symbols are added to reconstruct the NOMA-FBMC symbols represented as:

yj=∑k=0M−1⁡yˇmJ,K(11)

yj denotes the NOMA-FBMC symbols multiplexed in the power domain. Let P be the total power allocated to the NOMA subs-carriers, given as:

y=∑j=1L⁡Pj∗yj(12)


The PAPR of the NOMA-FBMC is expressed as:

PAPR=Maximum|yj(n)|2Average|yj(n)|2(13)


The CCDF of the NOMA-FBMC is given by:

Prob(PAPR>PAPRo)=1−(1−exp(−yj(n))S(14)

2.3 Selective Mapping (SLM)

The conventional arrangement of SLM is given in Fig. 3. It is one of the most adopted PAPR approaches due to its numerous benefits.
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Figure 3: SLM

The symbols are segregated into the cluster of blocks, which can be represented as:

Qs=[Qs,0Qs,1,…,Qs,N−1]T(15)


The clusters of phase sequence u are given as:

U=[p0u,p1u,…,pS,N−1u]T(16)


The symbols (Qn) are multiplied with the clusters of phase sequence U:

qsu=Qs∗U(17)


Applying IFFT to the Eq. (17)

qsu(n)=1N∑n=0N−1⁡qsuexpi6.28nSKN(18)


The symbols (qsu(n)) with low amplitudes are estimated and transmitted to the receiver.

2.4 PTS (Partial Transmission Sequence)

The structure of PTS is given in Fig. 4.
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Figure 4: PTS

The PTS method reduces the PAPR by splitting the multicarrier signals (Z) into the number of sub-blocks (S).

Z=∑sS⁡Zs(19)


The signals (Zs) are weighted by constant phase elements (es) to lower down the peak power. The phase element vector is express as:

e=e1+e2,…,es(20)


where e is written as:

e=es=exp⁡(i2πS/P)(21)


P is the acceptable phase elements limited to {±1}, {±1,±i}:

An IFFT is applied to the sub-blocks to estimate the large peak values of the signals, expressed as:

z=es{∑sS⁡IFFT(Zs)}=∑sS⁡eszs(22)


The minimal PAPR is obtained by finding the best phase elements given as:

{e1+e2,…,es}=minmum1≤p≤P⁡|∑sS⁡eszs|(23)

2.5 Proposed SLM-PTS

The structural arrangement of SLM-PTS is given in Fig. 5. SLM's spectral and PAPR performance is superior to the PTS, but SLM results in high computational overhead as equated to the PTS. The primary concern is to lower the value of peak power while reducing the framework's complexity. Hence, we proposed to integrate PTS-SLM for advanced waveforms.

[image: images]

Figure 5: Proposed SLM-PTS

Let us consider multicarrier signals separated into several sub-blocks (S) is given by:

Bs=[Bs,0Bs,1,…,Bs,N−1]T(24)


The phase sequence ∅p is given as:

∅p=[u0∅p,u1∅p,…,uN−1∅p]T(25)


The symbols (BS) and phase elements (∅p) are multiplied given as:

bpsU=∅p∗BS(26)


Applying IFFT to the Eq. (26)

S(n)=1N∑n=0N−1⁡bpsUexpi6.28nSKN(27)


The low amplitudes of SLM symbols (S (n)) are selected and transmitted to the PTS system. The PTS method reduces the complexity by splitting SLM symbols into the number of sub-blocks given as:

sˇ=∑sS⁡Sˇs(28)


The signals (Sˇs) are weighted by constant phase elements (es) to lower down the peak power. The phase element vector is express as:

e=e1+e2,…,es(29)


where e is written as:

e=es=exp⁡(i2πS/P)(30)


An IFFT is applied to the sub-blocks to estimate the large peak values of the signals, expressed as:

sˇ=es{∑sS⁡IFFT(Sˇs)}=∑sS⁡essˇs(31)


The minimum PAPR is expressed as:

{e1+e2,…,es}=minmum 1≤p≤P⁡maximumn=0,1,…,N−1⁡|∑sS⁡essˇs|(32)

3  Results

The projected method is implemented and studied by using MATLAB v2014 on a Core i7 system. The BER, PAPR, and spectral accessing performance have been explored for the OFDM, FBMC, NOMA, and NOMA-FBMC centered PTS, SLM, and SLM-PTS algorithms. Tab. 1 shows the simulation constraints of the projected work.
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Complexity is one of the major apprehensions in PAPR procedures. The complexity of the different waveforms can be obtained as [19]:

Complexity=PS−1N−1(33)


We consider arithmetic operational as the intricacy of this work. The addition (Add) and multiplication (Mul) of PTS [20], SLM [21], and proposed SLM-PTS are given below:

PTSAdd=S(2Nlog2N)(34)

PTSMul=S(N2log22N)(35)

SLMAdd=S(Nlog2N2)(36)

SLMMul=S(N2Slog2S+N)(37)

SLM−PTSAdd=PS−1N(S−1)(38)

SLM−PTSMul=PS−1N(S+1)(39)


Fig. 6 indicated the spectral and Out of Band Emission (OOBE) comparison of OFDM, FBMC, NOMA, and NOMA-FBMC. It is seen that the OOBE of the SLM-PTS is −115 dB as compared with the NOMA (−87 dB), FBMC (−80 dB), and OFDM (−55 dB). It is noted that the spectral leakage of NOMA-FBMC is very low. Hence, it is concluded that the projected hybrid waveform is superior to the standard or advanced waveforms.
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Figure 6: Spectrum leakage performance

The BER estimation of the OFDM structure for the PAPR minimization method is given in Fig. 7. The projected SLM-PTS obtained a BER of 10−3 at SNR of 7.2 dB in comparison to the SLM (7.2 dB) and PTS (8.4 dB), respectively. It is seen that the SLP-PTS enhanced the throughput of the OFDM by 24% as compared with the SLM (18%) and PTS (12%). It is concluded that SLM-PTS is a novel PAPR algorithm and can be applied to the conventional waveforms scheme.
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Figure 7: BER OFDM

In Fig. 8 we evaluate the CCDF of OFDM structure for PAPR algorithms. The original signal's peak power without applying the reduction algorithm is 9.6 dB at the CCDF of 10−3. It is seen that the SLM and PTS enlarge the peak of the OFDM signals, hence increases the PAPR to 7 and 6.6 dB. However, the projected SLM-PTS scales down the peak of the symbols, consequently reducing the PAPR to 6.6 dB. It is observed that the SLM-PTS obtained a gain of 0.4 and 1.1 dB as compared to the SLM and PTS.
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Figure 8: OFDM PAPR

The analysis of BER curves of FBMC arrangement for different PAPR algorithms is given in Fig. 9. The SLM-PTS, SLM, and PTS achieved an efficiency of 38%, 30%, and 25%, respectively. Hence, it is concluded that projected SLM-PTS performance is better when applied to the FBMC structure than the OFDM.

[image: images]

Figure 9: FBMC BER

The CCDF of the FBMC structure is given in Fig. 10. It is noted that the SLM-PTS, SLM, and PTS decrease the peak power to 5.4, 6.2, and 6.8 dB, respectively, at the CCDF of 10−3. Hence, it is concluded that the SLM-PTS clipped the OFDM signal's peak at the desired level, thus enhancing the structure's PAPR performance.
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Figure 10: FBMC PAPR

The BER estimation of the NOMA waveform structure is given in Fig. 11. It is seen that the efficiency of BER performance is greatly improved at the lower SNRs prerequisite. The SLM-PTS, SLM, and PTS enhanced the efficiency of the framework by 43%, 37%, and 28%, respectively. Hence it is concluded, the overall throughput of the NOMA arrangement is greatly enhanced as compared to the OFDM and FBMC structure.
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Figure 11: NOMA BER

The CCDF estimation of the NOMA structure is given in Fig. 12. The NOMA signal's peak power is 9.6 dB at the CCDF of 10−3, without applying the PAPR algorithms. The peak power is minimized to 4.6 dB for SLM-PTS, 5.2 dB for SLM, and 6 dB for PTS. Hence, it is concluded that the PAPR performance of the NOMA is superior to the FBMC and OFDM structure.
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Figure 12: NOMA PAPR

The BER analysis of the Hybrid waveform for different PAPR minimization schemes is given in Fig. 13. The BER of 10−3 is obtained at the SNR of 9.6 dB, 4.4, 5.3, and 6 dB for NOMA-FBMC, SLM-PTS, SLM, and PTS respectively. It is seen that the SNR requirement is drastically reduced for the hybrid waveform scheme. Further, the projected SLM-PTS obtained an efficiency of 54%, due to which it becomes a more desired candidate for 5G radio.
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Figure 13: NOMA-FBMC BER

To estimate the effect of PAPR algorithms, the CCDF analysis of NOMA-FBMC is given in Fig. 14. The CCDF of NOMA-FBMC at 10−3 for SLM-PTS, SLM, and PTS is 3, 4.2, and 5.4 dB, respectively, in comparison to the original signal (9.6 dB). Hence, it is noted that the PAPR performance of the projected algorithm is highly optimized in hybrid-scheme.
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Figure 14: NOMA-FBMC PAPR

4  Conclusion

The BER, PAPR, and spectral performance of the conventional, advanced, and projected hybrid-waveforms are analyzed. The projected SLM-PTS, SLM, and PTS algorithms are applied to the radio waveforms, and simulation results are rigorously investigated. In the first part of the work, we examined and compared the radio waveforms’ spectral performance. However, from the existing literature, it is revealed that the currently used waveforms like OFDM may not serve the key requirements of the 5G radio. Hence, we designed a hybrid NOMA-FBMC waveform to mitigate the drawbacks of current waveforms. It is noted that the spectrum leakage and utilization capability of NOMA-FBMC are better than the existing radio waveforms. In the second part of the work, we mitigate the PAPR effect of multicarrier waveforms. SLM and PTS lower down the PAPR, but the computational overhead is large. Hence, a hybrid SLM-PTS algorithm is suggested to enhance the PAPR and BER performance while sustaining the framework's complexity overhead. The outcome of the work reveals that the projected SLM-PTS surpasses the performance of standard PAPR algorithms.
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Table 1: Parameters
Parameter

Waveforms: OFDM, FBMC, NOMA, and NOMA-FBMC
PAPR algorithms: SLM, PTS, and SLM-PTS

FFT = 512

Size of sub-band = 30

Filter: Chebyshev

Filter size: 75

Channel bandwidth: 10 MHz

Sampling frequency: 10 MHz
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