
 

 

  
Abstract—In this work, an enhancement of a previously 

published work that tackles the use of automatic speaker verification 
(ASV) techniques in the Beyond Third generation (B3G) cellular 
systems has been proposed. The new proposition has been studied to 
overcome the effect of the Peak-to-Average Power Ratio (PAPR), 
which is a vital problem that found in the Orthogonal Frequency 
Division Multiplexing (OFDM) techniques, where a powerful 
combination between two main technologies; Multiple-Input 
Multiple-Output (MIMO) and OFDM has been developed to meet 
the rapidly increment in the users demand such as the ubiquitous 
transmission, imposing new multimedia applications and wireless 
services. 

The work space has been divided into three main areas; firstly, 
reducing the ASV complexity by selecting the weight of the text 
independent speakers based on Self-Organizing Map (WSOM) 
Neural Network (NNT), secondly, using the Eigen values/vector 
extracting features techniques as a pre-processing one to enhance the 
orthogonality, and finally proposing a new algorithm to combat the 
effect of the PAPR in the MIMO-OFDM systems. In this algorithm, 
wavelets techniques have been used to Denoise the affected OFDM 
symbol by high PAPR values. After that and based on adaptive 
threshold method the local maxima and minima will be determined 
and replaced by the average of them and their surrounding neighbors; 
Denoise OFDM and Replace PAPR (DORP). 

A system performance investigation process will be accomplished 
based on both of numerical method and MATLAB simulation. 
Moreover, a comparison has been made to check the validity of our 
proposition with our previously published work. Although, the 
achieved results show that the proposed work has lower PAPR 
values; an additional complexity has been added to transceiver’s 
structure. Moreover, and as a result to the comparison with the 
conventional systems, the bit error rate (BER) performance has been 
improved for the same bandwidth occupancy. Our simulation results 
showed that around 28% extra reduction in PAPR over current values 
in the literature, it can be achieved depending on the system type. 
Moreover, two different investigation and verifications techniques 
have been used in this work; Gaussian mixture model based method 
(GMMWPE) and K-Means clustering based method (KMWPE). A 
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promising verifications result has been showed for verifications rate; 
around 91% and for noise immunity.  
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I. INTRODUCTION 
ver the last decade and due to the overwhelming huge 
data that the users’ create, transmit and/or manage; a 
challenge has been made to the wireless communication 

systems vendors to ease such complexities This will produce 
advanced wireless techniques with high capacity and restrain 
the growth in the multimedia applications,   internet access 
either wired or wireless and other needed applications in the 
new generation mobile systems. One of the main challenging 
issues is Speaker verification. It has been the topic of active 
research for many years, and has many important applications 
where propriety of information is a concern [1]. This is 
revealing that the speaker verification system is a difficult task. 
Typically, these intricacies contain the needed amount of 
speech for accurate verification and estimation; and the 
threshold estimation for acceptance and rejection [1-3].  
Moreover, the unprecedented developments have been made to 
meet this rapidly increment in the users demand such as the 
ubiquitous transmission, imposing new multimedia 
applications and wireless services. An example of the 
technologies that have been developed to meet the increasing 
demand of reliability, coverage, the new services is the 
combination between two main techniques in cellular systems; 
Multiple-Input Multiple-Output -Orthogonal Frequency 
Division Multiplexing (MIMO-OFDM). This is to improve the 
system reliability and performance. For more improvement, a 
pre-processing technique has been introduced to increase the 
orthogonality among the tested data which is based on 
imposing the Eigen values/vector extracting features. 

Orthogonal frequency division multiplexing has emerged as 
an efficient multicarrier modulation scheme for wireless, 
frequency selective, communication channels. Ease of 
implementation, high spectral efficiency, resilience to impulse 
noise and multipath are a few advantages of OFDM systems. It 
is a multi-carrier system which utilizes a parallel processing 
technique allowing the simultaneous transmission of data on 
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many closely spaced, orthogonal sub-carriers. Inverse fast 
Fourier transforms (IFFT) and fast Fourier transform in a 
conventional OFDM system are used to multiplex the signals 
together and decode the signal at the receiver respectively. The 
system adds cyclic prefixes (CP) before transmitting the signal. 
The purpose of this is to increase the delay spread of the 
channel so that it becomes longer than the channel impulse 
response. The purpose of this is to minimize inter-symbol 
interference (ISI). However, the CP has the disadvantage of 
reducing the spectral containment of the channels. The main 
challenge of the new generation of wireless cellular systems is 
the reliability of providing data rate of around [4]. However, 
the peak-to-average power ratio (PAPR) is appears as a major 
drawback in the OFDM signal. This deficiency could be 
defined as a large envelope fluctuation. As a consequence, it 
limits the efficiency of the non-linear devices such as the 
power amplifiers, mixers, and analog to digital converters.  
Then they will operate at lower average power. This 
phenomenon results from the superposition of a large number 
of usually statistically independent subchannels that can 
constructively sum up to high peaks. As a result of this 
drawback, the signals envelop will be a Raleigh distributed in 
addition to a complex Gaussian process behavior. Various 
schemes have been developed to reduce high PAPR and 
classified as distortion and distortion-less methods in OFDM 
signals [5,6]. Those techniques reduce the PAPR at the 
expense of an increased, irreducible, symbol error rate at the 
receiver in addition to transmitting side information resulting 
in a reduced throughput. They are all based on adding time 
dependent blocks to the original OFDM frame to reduce its 
peak by changing some or all subcarriers (tones) in the 
frequency domain. To overcome these effects, several 
solutions have been introduced in [7-9] that used wavelet-
based OFDM. 

A core contribution of this work is developing a method of 
combating the PAPR, first proposed in [10], based onto two 
main parts; firstly, rebuild the FFT block using Wavelet 
Transforms (WT); secondly, develop a method to propose a 
new method of sending the average of surrounding samples 
instead of the affected sample by a high PAPR value. A 
comparison between the proposed work and the previously 
published work will evaluate and validate our work.  
Inverse-WT (IWT) and wavelet transforms have been 
considered as alternative platforms for replacing IFFT and 
FFT [4, 11, and 12]. In order to avoid the extra CP data that 
reduced bandwidth, in [4, 13, and 14] presented the simulation 
approaches for a discrete wavelet transform based OFDM 
(DWT-OFDM) as alternative substitutions for FFT-OFDM. 
The results in terms of BER performance were also obtained 
for all of them. The DWT-OFDM system is superior to others, 
especially when the system uses bior5.5 or rbior3.3 wavelet 
family. 

The overall DWT-OFDM is the same as FFT-OFDM; the 
only difference is in the OFDM modulator and demodulator. 
Also, the process of the S/P converter, the signal damper and 
the insertion of training sequence in DWT-OFDM system are 
the same as in the system of FFT-OFDM [15]. The main and 
important difference between FFT-OFDM and DWT-OFDM 

is that the DWT-OFDM system will not add a CP to OFDM 
symbol. Therefore, the data rates in DWT-OFDM can surpass 
those of FFT implementation. 

In [16], further performance gains were made by looking at 
alternative orthogonal bases functions by proposing a fast 
computational method for a Discrete Multiwavelets Transform 
(DMWT) as alternative to conventional wavelet transform. 
The proposed DMWT in [16] has better performance in 
AWGN, Doppler shift and in selective fading channel. 

A. Wavelet Packet Transform 
A wavelet is a “small wavy function” of proficiently limited 

duration that has an average of zero. This wavelet is applied to 
develop the signal and the continuous wavelet transform 
(CWT) is obtained as a sum of all time signals multiplied by 
scaled and shifted version of the wavelet function. 
Nevertheless, it turns out that if we decide the scale and shifted 
version in a dyadic mode, i.e., based on powers of two, we can 
obtain a precise yet much more efficient transform. This is the 
discrete wavelet transform DWT. A more comprehensive form 
of the standard wavelet transform is the WT, which 
decomposes both the high and low frequency bands at each 
level. A pair of low and high pass filters is used to recognize 
two sequences capturing dissimilar frequency sub-band 
features of the original signal. These sequences are then 
decimated (dissembled by a factor of two). This process can be 
repeated to partition the frequency spectrum into smaller 
frequency bands for obtaining different features while 
detecting the temporal information. It was indicated by many 
works that WP features have better presentation than the DWT 
[17]. 

The wavelet packet method is a generalization of wavelet 
decomposition that offers a richer signal analysis. Wavelet 
packet atoms are waveforms indexed by three naturally 
interpreted parameters: position and scale as in wavelet 
transform decomposition, and frequency. In the following, the 
wavelet transform is defined as the inner product of a signal 
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where a and b are the scale and shift parameters, respectively. 
The mother wavelet may be dilated or translated by 
modulating a and b. The wavelet packets transform performs 
the recursive decomposition of the speech signal obtained by 
the recursive binary tree. Basically, the WPT is very similar to 
DWT but WPT decomposes both details and approximations 
instead of only performing the decomposition process on 
approximations. The principle of wavelet packet is that, given 
a signal, a pair of low pass and high pass filters is used to yield 
two sequences to capture different frequency sub-band features 
of the original signal. The two wavelet orthogonal bases 
generated from a previous node are defined as 
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where ][nh and ][ng  denote the low-pass and high-pass 
filters, respectively. In equations (3) and (4), ][nψ  is the 
wavelet function. Parameters j and p are the number of 
decomposition levels and nodes of the previous node, 
respectively [18].  Fig. 1 shows the used wavelet packet at 
depth J, which will be used in the proposed work.   

 

 
 
Fig. 1: Wavelet packet at depth J 
 

In this section, the wavelet packets have been used to replace 
the even and odd parts in the FFT block. These parts have the 
main functionality, i.e. the fundamental principle of the FFT, 
which is clearly shown in Figure 2. Thus, the wavelet pockets 
defined as a general form of FFT with basis that is localized in 
both time and frequency. These basis are constructed using a 
special filters, namely Quadrature Mirror Filter (QMF) h(n) 
and g(n), that are satisfying some conditions and leading 
usually to low and high pass filters [19,20]. The QMFs h(n) 
and g(n) of length L are recursively used to define the 
sequence of basis functions ψn(t), called wavelet packet, which 
satisfy various orthogonality properties useful in calculating 
the discrete WPT. The latter takes at its input N numbers and 
produces N numbers at the output, similarly to a DFT 
operation. The inverse DWT (IDWPT) can be viewed as a 
synthesis operation representing the data symbols as a sum of 
shifted ψj [k] waveforms. An alternate way to visualize wavelet 
packet transforms is by defining a set of operators 
(H−1,G−1,H and G) based on h(n) and g(n) as follows [19]: 

∑
∈
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Fig. 2: Block diagram of wavelet packet based FFT (DWPT-FFT) at 

depth-3 

Fig. 2 shows the block diagram of the proposed work. It 
consists of three main parts, namely wavelet packet; N/2 FFT; 
and Butterfly. This work is an extension of the previous 
published work in [10]. The DWPT-FFT could be represented 
based on the low and high filters; namely h and g as it is 
clearly shown below in (7).  
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Equations 5 and 6 define the low and high filter bank 
operators; h and g respectively. In equation 7, AN/2 and CN/2 
has the same length of 'h' and is defined as the length-N DFT 
of ‘h ’. Moreover, BN/2 and DN/2 they are defined as length-N 
DFT for the high filter bank 'g'. In our work, the wavelet 
packet is limited to the depth 3, thus the high pass and the low 
pass sub signals go through separate length-4 DFT, and then 
they are combined with butterfly operations as shown in Figure 
2.  

In this part, the computational complexity is 
also ( ))(log 2 NNO . However, the constant appears before 

)(log 2 NN  depends on the wavelet filters used [21]. And then 
a good tradeoff need to be found since the complexity of this 
implementation is based on some factors such as the input 
data, the used wavelet, and the used threshold to drop the 
insufficient data and to prune the butterfly operation. 

 

B. PAPR Reduction Technique 
Due to the coherence addition of  N signals in the N-point 

IFFT stage to produce OFDM symbol, an occasionally 
production of a high peak power equal to N times the average 
power; namely Peak-to-Average Power ratio (PAPR).The, the 
PAPR could be defined as:  

PAPR=












avg

peak

P
P

1010log -----------------------(8) 

where, Ppeak is the maximum power of an OFDM symbol, and 
Pavg is the average power. The PAPR can be reformulated as: 
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where T is the symbol duration, x(t) is the OFDM symbol at 

time, t, which can be expressed as ∑
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≤ t ≤ NT. Xn is the data modulating the n-th is sub carrier and f0 
is the nominal subcarrier frequency spacing.  Moreover, the 
average power of the OFDM symbol presented in (9) can be 
written as: 
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where cv is the magnitude of the modulated data. For 
simplicity, if BPSK modulation is used without any channel 
coding techniques, then  | vc | =1, when t ∈[0, T].  This can be 
substituted in (13). The result from this substitution leads to a 
direct relationship between the average power and the total 
number the IFFT points, N, which can be taken directly from 

Pavg  =N ∫
T

dtvc
T 0

21 = N, ----------------------- (14) 

From (14) the average power is equal to the number of the 
BPSK-modulated orthogonal subcarriers. As already 
mentioned, the maximum peak amplitude is N, therefore, the 
maximum power of the OFDM symbol is N2. As a result, from 
(8), the PAPR of uncoded BPSK will be 10log10 (Pavg) dB. 
Therefore, the PAPR will be decreased if the average power of 
the OFDM symbol is decreased. 

In describing the algorithm steps of the proposed model, 
Figure 3 is divided into two main stages describing the steps of 
the proposed technique. In the first stage, the proposed 
technique begins with checking the OFDM symbol to see 
whether it is suffering from high PAPR values or not (this 
depends on the application itself; in our case the threshold is 
settled to be 10 dB based on mobile communication systems 

[10]). If the PAPR is within a set tolerance, "I " coded symbols 
generated through a Space Time Block Coder (STBC) will be 
transmitted through "I " number of antennae. If the PAPR, 
however, exceeds a predetermined acceptable threshold, the 
symbol will pass through LDPC coding block having first 
removed the guard interval. LDPC is one of the linear coding 
techniques which increase the symbol period in the time 
domain. The period of the affected symbol will be spread 
according to the chosen spreading rate, to be "I " times the 
original one, where "I " is the spreading rate. The second stage 
of the proposed technique deals with the new symbol and 
choosing the data with the lowest PAPR value. The spread 
symbol will be mapped to "I" parallel blocks, each of which 
has the same duration as the conventional symbol duration. 
The number of iterations that is needed to calculate the PAPR 
of each block, and choosing the lowest value is given 
by ( )( )[ ]11 +− NI

. 

 
 

Fig. 3: The flowchart of the algorithm [10]  

Thus, the proposed technique will add a first order 
complexity in according to the variable N. Due to the achieved 
spreading by using linear coding; these blocks will have a 
PAPR value less than the threshold value. Muck, et. al. 
demonstrated that it is possible to use the Zero Padding (ZP) at 
the end of the OFDM symbol to, instead of transmitting zeros, 
to transmit a deterministic control sequence [22]. In this work, 
this proposal is adopted to send a sequence to let the encoder 
know whether the symbol has been adapted due to excessive 
PAPR.  After adding the control sequence, these new blocks 
will be transmitted through "I" number of antennae. Thus the 
total number of transmitting antennae depends on the value of 
"I" and the type of Alamouti STBC. As an example, if a 2X2 
Alamouti STBC with a spreading rate of 2 is used, then the 
total number of antennae will be 4.  The proposed technique 
here in this subsection adds a complexity to the MIMO-OFDM 
system of the first order while it is tackling the PAPR problem. 
This complexity added is the result of calculating the PAPR of 
each block and choosing the lowest value. The following 
formula shows the needed number of iterations {Iterations = 
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[((I-1)N)+1]}, where  I is the spreading rate and N is the 
number of  the IFFT points. 

 In this subsection, the DWT-OFDM performance will be 
showed based on both of reducing the PAPR ratio problem and 
defining the meaning of BER. In the BER part, it will be 
defined and compared with the conventional OFDM BER. It is 
known that either the wrong detection or the noisy channels 
will cause burst error and then special protection is necessary.  
Let us define first the received OFDM symbol as shown below 
in (15) 
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where s0 is the useful information, s1 is the interference 
signals. After that, the SINR expression could be deduced as  
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    Then, the BER comes from defining the relationship 
between the bit error probabilities with the SINR. Thus, a 
mapping function could be defined through the link level 
simulation with the needed channel. Making use of the 
definition that is found in [22] which is based on Chernoff 
Union bound; the effective SINR must accomplish the 
following relationship  
BER(SINR)= 
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where N stands for the total number of subcarriers, n is the nth 
subcarrier=1;..; N, λ is a unique parameter based on the system 
level simulation, Q is the set of symbols that will be 
transmitted through certain number of antennas.  Now, for the 
BER of WPT-OFDM systems, we can make use of the 
published work in [23,24] to show that the OFDM based WPT 
gives better BER than the OFDM based FFT. 

In this paper, a new proposition of reducing the PAPR effect 
is introduced; by seeking the best features of the test data to be 
extracted and then entered the new OFDM structure.  In this 
way, the redundant information is omitted by imposing the 
Eigen vector extracting feature and then we reducing the 
coherency among the transmitted signals. Moreover, the 
transmitted data will pass through FW-FDM instead of the 
FFT based OFDM. These modifications give the introduced 
work the power over the classical works proposed in the 
literature [5-9,16]. After that and before entering the stage of 
up conversion, the data will be processed via our proposed 
work. This will enhance the reliability of the system by 
reducing the number of affected OFDM symbols by the PAPR.  

The rest of paper is organized as follows; the introduced 
structure of the MIMO-OFDM system models is defined in 
Section 2, the numerical and simulation results are presented 
in Section 3, while the last section summarizes the conclusion. 

II. THE MIMO-OFDM SYSTEM DESCRIPTION 

A. The MIMO-OFDM System Model Based DWPT 
Fig. 4 shows the MIMO-OFDM architecture with and 

without the DWPT-FFT, where the proposed PAPR problem 
reduction technique is placed after the IFFT stages. 

 

 
Fig. 4: The MIMO-OFDM system based DWPT block diagram 

 
The main aim behind this work is to improve the MIMO-

OFDM systems' performance, thus it is clearly that the OFDM 
transmitter block is divided into two parts; the conventional 
one, which is based on the IFFT and FW-FDM that is based on 
the wavelet packet as it is shown in Fig. 2.  

For the sake of clarity, the system model will be limited to 
the use of an low-density parity check codes (LDPC) as a 
coding technique; Mary-Quadrature Amplitude Modulation 
(16,64) as modulation techniques together with a STBC 
MIMO encoder. A MIMO-OFDM modulator, consisting of the 
MIMO encoder and OFDM transmitter, processes the serial 
coded and modulated constellation symbols. This process 
became after the Eigen-vector process block, since this block 
reduces the coherency between the data signals and hence will 
improve the system performance. V-BLAST is used for 
increasing the overall throughput expressed in terms of 
bits/symbol, while applying either the IFFT or DWPT-FFT is 
to generate the OFDM symbols. The cyclic prefix will be 
added to the resultant data to form the OFDM symbol with a 
guard interval. After the IFFT stage and due to the coherent 
addition of the independently modulated subcarriers to 
produce OFDM symbol, a large PAPR ratio could appear. 
Thus we try to reduce the effect of these peaks by apply the 
PAPR reduction technique block after the IFFT/DIWPT-IFFT. 

The novelty in our technique comes firstly from the manner 
of exploitation of the LDPC encoder as a means to deal with 
the PAPR, and secondly by dealing with the PAPR after the 
both IFFT stages. It is based on the LDPC coding technique, 
which reduces the PAPR by adding redundant data to reduce 
the OFDM symbol average power. These redundant data is 
added based on the coding rate. As an example, if the coding 
rate is 1/2 then the resultant data rate will be twice the original 
rate.  The best combination between the original data and the 
redundant one will then be chosen to give the lowest PAPR to 
be sent, whilst the rest of data will be sent to be used at the 
receiver to recover the original data. The architecture of the 
receiver part is the inverse process of the transmitter. 
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B. The MIMO-OFDM System Model Based Denoise OFDM 
and Replace PAPR (DORP) 
In this subsection, a new algorithm has been proposed as 

shown in Fig. 5 (a). Identifying and analyzing the peaks and 
valleys of OFDM. Signal detection algorithm has been 
implemented using MATLAB software  

Fig.5 (a) 
 

 
Suffered OFDM 

symbol from 
high PAPR

Use Wavelets to de-noise 
the OFDM symbol

Define the adaptive 
magnitude threshold

Detect the local maxima and 
minima and then save the 

locations in an Array
Moving average filter to replace 

each peak and valley by the 
average of these values in addition 

to the surrounding neighbors

Add GI and prepared to be 
transmitted through I 

antennas

Remove GI

Fig.5 (b) 
 

Fig. 5 (a) the block diagram of the proposed work, (b) the flowchart 
of the proposed algorithm 

 
It can be summarized by the following steps, while the 

flowchart of this process is shown in Fig. 5 (b): 
1. Read a segment of the OFDM signal. 
2. Denoise the OFDM signal from additive white 

Gaussian noise (AWGN) using wavelets technique [25]. In 
this step the unwanted random addition to a wanted signal 
is removed using the following sub steps 

a. Applying discrete wavelet transform DWT to the noisy 
signal. 

b. Applying soft thresholding operator (wavelet 
shrinkage) [26] to highlight large values of wavelet 
coefficients which almost correspond to the OFDM signal 
and suppress small values which correspond to noise. 

c. Applying inverse discrete wavelet transform IDWT to 
the thresholded wavelet coefficients to reconstruct a 
denoised OFDM signal. 

3. Define an adaptive magnitude threshold required for 
peak detection algorithm using the following formulas 
[27]:  
 

----- (18) 

where  
 is the maximum value in the OFDM signal. 

 is the average of the absolute values in the 
OFDM signal. 

 is the mean absolute deviation. 
 is a user defined constant (k=1). 

The obtained  threshold value is used to determine if each 
peak (valley) is significantly larger (or smaller) than the 
data around it. 

4. Detect local maxima (peaks) and local minima 
(valleys), save these locations in an array(values and 
indices). 

5. Use moving average filter for the found vector’s points 
with their neighbors surrounding them in original OFDM 
signal and save the result into corresponding points of the 
original signal. 

The results of this procedure are clearly found in Figure 6. 
Fig. 6.a shows the effect of denoisy the original OFDM signal. 
In this part, it is clearly shown the result of applying some 
denoisy methods; the maximum value has been reduced from 
2.087 to 0.94495 and the minimum value also has been 
modified to be -1.3086 with a reduction ratio equals to 52%. 
In Fig. 6.b, the results of high peaks and valleys have been 
modified by imposing the proposed algorithm and its clearly 
shown that the maximum value has been improved to be 
0.77712 with an enhancement ratio equals to almost 18%. 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

x 10
5

-4

-2

0

2

4
Original OFDM Signal

Maximum Value = 2.0872  Minimum Value =  -2.5217

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

x 10
5

-2

-1

0

1
Denoisy OFDM Signal

Maximum Value = 0.94495  Minimum Value =  -1.3086  
Fig. 6 (a) 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF COMPUTERS AND COMMUNICATIONS Issue 4, Volume 6, 2012

196



 

 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

x 10
5

-2

-1

0

1
Denoisy OFDM Signal

Maximum Value = 0.94495  Minimum Value =  -1.3086

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

x 10
5

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1
Threshold Denoisy OFDM Signal

Maximum Value = 0.77712  Minimum Value =  -0.74957
 

Fig. 6 (b) 
Figure 6  The results of applying the new algorithm. 6.a The result of 
denoisy the OFDM signal 6.b the resultant OFDM signal after 
applying the proposed thresholding technique.  

 
Next section describes the results from the simulation of the 

proposed work compared with the conventional techniques. 
The BER will be the key factor in differentiating the proposed 
work over the conventional ones in the literature, is in addition 
to the complementary cumulative distribution function 
(CCDF) curves; which is a performance metric independent of 
the transmitter amplifier. Given the reference level PAPR0 > 0, 
the probability of a PAPR being higher than the reference 
value is the CCDF and is expressed as follows [6]: 

CCDF(PAPR0) = Pr{PAPR > PAPR0}----- (19) 
For practical reasons, the CCDF of PAPR is calculated based 

on the percentage of the OFDM/WPM frames for which PAPR 
exceeds the threshold PAPR0. These results will be extracted 
from a Multipath condensed channel.  

 

III. SIMULATION RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
 

In this section the results of the comparison between the 
conventional MIMO-OFDM systems with the proposed one 
has been made. Thus, the conventional OFDM-based FFT 
transceiver has been simulated using MATLAB and its 
performance is compared with the one that is based on wavelet 
packet. We also compare the performance of the proposed 
system in identical channel conditions with the theoretical 
representation which is based on randomly generated data.  

In order to verify the validity of our analytically derived 
technique, the MATLAB simulation program was performed 
with the following factors: 

• Tested speech signals were recorded via PC-sound 
card, with a spectral frequency of 4000 Hz and sampling 
frequency 16000 Hz, over about 2s time duration. Each 
speaker recorded 10 times and they are classified as 4 
females and 18 males of age 20 to 40 years participated 

in utterances recording. The recording process was 
provided in normal university office conditions. This is in 
addition to the theoretical data which is randomly 
generated to check the system effectiveness. 

• Signal processing block, which is consists of two 
different parts; Analog to digital (A/D) conversion 
process and Eigen vectors process. Using A/D 
conversion program, the discrete speech signals are 
converted to binary digits stream. The program consists 
of the following main steps: shifting the speech signal by 
DC level equals to the maximum absolute value of the 
negative samples; the signal then normalized, nonuniform 
quantized using µ -low compression; and finally 
normalized quantized signal represented by binary bits.  

• Two Channel coding rates 0.5 and 0.33,  
• different modulation techniques (16QAM and 

64QAM),  
• IFFT size of 512,  
• LDPC that has spreading rates of 2 and 3, column 

weight equals to 10, as well as the following values; 
m=64, n= 128, b=64, γ  = 3 and dmin = 8.  

 
Starting our investigation by comparing the effect of DORP 

on the system’s performance with the one achieved previously 
by imposing the DWPT. Tab. 1 shows the promising 
performance of the proposed work; DORP comparing with 
DWT-OFDM, the OFDM based FFT and the PAPR combating 
techniques in the literature. 

 
Tab.1 Performance comparison between the proposed work and the 
used techniques in the literature for the spreading rate of 0.33  

 

 
 
Using an intensive modulation technique; 64QAM, the 

MIMO-OFDM CCDF value has been reduced at the 20dB 
threshold around 96% for the DORP, which equals to 94.3% 
additional reduction over the work based on DWT-OFDM. 
Furthermore, when the modulation technique has been 
changed to be 16QAM, these reduction ratios have been 
slightly decreased.  For the same threshold value, DWT-
OFDM has around 84.6% reduction improvement over the 
conventional MIMO-OFDM. Moreover, using DWT-OFDM 
gives around 66% additional improvement for choosing 
OFDM-based FFT one.  

The simulation results could be divided into three main parts; 
the one that shows the effect of imposing the Eigen vectors 
processing block to the system, the one that checks the MIMO-
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OFDM system performance based on the BER, and the one 
that shows the CCDF curves.    

Fig. 7 shows the effect of using an Eigen vector processing 
block. According to the results that are achieved in Fig.7, it is 
observed that the performance of the proposed could be 
improved when the coherency were reduced after imposing the 
Eigen vector processing block. In this part of our simulation, 
the Eigen vector processing block means that we will deal with 
the Eigen vectors of the speech signals instead of the original 
signals. Thus, not only the coherency is reduced but also 
redundancy as well.  In this figure it is clearly shown that 
imposing the Eigen vector processing block will boost the 
system immunity since that the BER has been improved to be 
more closer to the theoretical result. 
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Fig. 7 Comparing the BER of the proposed work before and after 
imposing the Eigen vector processing block.  

 
Fig.s 8 and 9 cover the second part of the simulation.  Figure 

8 shows the result of using the 64QAM for the MIMO-OFDM 
system for different spreading rates; I =0.5 and 0.33. In this 
Figure a comparison has been made among the one based on 
FFT, DWT-OFDM, the proposed work; DORP, and the one 
that is based on theoretical implementation (the tested data was 
randomly generated). Figure 9 has been divided at the same 
way of Fig. 8 unless that it shows the result of using 16QAM 
modulator. 

Based on the simulation results in Fig. 8, the proposed 
algorithm gives promising results since it reduces the BER 
value at the threshold of 10dB from 3.01×10-1 to 1.3×10-1 
which is somehow approximate to the theoretical result in part 
(a). Fig. 8.b gives the results of changing the spreading rate to 
be 0.33. In this case, the improvement of the BER has been 
increased to be 3.12×10-2. However, Fig. 9 gives lower 
performance than the one achieved in Figure 8 due to the 
changing of modulation technique. Either in Fig. 9.a or Fig. 
9.b, the proposed algorithm; DORP  gives better performance 

than the previously published work that is based on  DWT; 
DWT-OFDM. It is observed through these Fig.s that the use of 
higher order modulation techniques gives better BER than the 
lower order ones. In our case the 64QAM curves give better 
performance than the 16QAM ones.  As an example for 
practical threshold of the MIMO-OFDM systems (10 dB), the 
curve of theoretical 64QAM MIMO-OFDM systems gives 
BER of 5.2×10-2 while this value was 1.8×10-1. 
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Fig.8.a 
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Fig. 8.b 

Fig. 8 Comparison between the BER of the proposed work with the 
DWT-OFDM and the ones in the literature. In the figure the used 
modulation technique is 64QAM, this is in addition to the theoretical 
result. (8.a) I =0.5, (8.b) I= 0.33 
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Fig.  9.a 
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Fig. 9.b 

Fig. 9 Comparison between the BER of the proposed work with the 
DWT-OFDM and the ones in the literature. In the figure the used 
modulation technique is 16QAM, this is in addition to the theoretical 
result. (9.a) I =0.5, (9.b) I= 0.33 
 

Figures 10 and 11 show the last part of our simulation result 
which is based on the CCDF curves. These results check the 
performance of our system from reducing the PAPR problem 
point of view for two different modulation techniques; 
64QAM and 16QAM, respectively. These figures compare the 
threshold value against the probability that the PAPR will 
exceed the threshold value. From these figures the reduction 

improvements are clearly shown over what have been achieved 
in the literature for the conventional MIMO-OFDM systems. 
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Figure 10 Comparison between the probabilities of PAPR values that 
exceed a certain threshold for the proposed work comparing to the 
conventional MIMO-OFDM system (for 64QAM modulation 
process). 
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Figure 11 Comparison between the probabilities of PAPR values that 
exceed a certain threshold for the proposed work comparing to the 
conventional MIMO-OFDM system (for QPSK modulation process). 

 
The CCDF curves in both figures confirm the reliability of 

the proposed work, not only from the BER point of view but 
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also from combating the PAPR problem. Thus, the 
performance of the wavelet packet based OFDM is still better 
than that of the conventional OFDM.  At 20 dB threshold, the 
CCDF curve for the conventional MIMO-OFDM system 
shows a reduction from 32×10-2 to 12×10-2, while this value 
has been improved to reach 25×10-4 after using the wavelet 
packet based MIMO-OFDM systems. These values has been 
improved to be 23×10-5 after using the proposed algorithm; 
DORP. The same result has been achieved from Figure 11 
when the modulation technique has been changed to be 
16QAM; from this figure using the proposed work reduces the 
PAPR value from 3.9×10-1 to 40.1×10-3.  

 

IV. CONCLUSION 
 This paper has introduced DORP, which is a new 

proposition of designing the OFDM transceivers. This 
proposition is based on identifying and analyzing the peaks 
and valleys of OFDM signal. This algorithm is based on 
Denoise the OFDM using some DWT, after that defining an 
adaptive threshold to limit those peaks, and finally replace 
these peaks and valleys using an average filter. This algorithm 
gives an enhancement around 70% of reducing the peaks 
production. The analytical derivation of the technique has 
been given which describes the theoretical functionality of the 
technique. Simulation results which are consisting of three 
different parts indicated that the new design could improve the 
MIMO-OFDM systems performance even in a condensed 
Multipath channel.  

The wavelet packet based MIMO-OFDM system enhances 
the systems BER as well as combats the PAPR problem. Thus, 
improving the systems performance could be attained in terms 
of the two main factors; BER and PAPR.  In addition, this 
improvement could be further increased after using the Eigen 
vectors of the tested signals instead of the original data. This is 
clearly observed from the simulation results, since they show 
that there was a further improvement (between 7% to 22%) in 
the BER performance.  Moreover, a performance comparison 
between the proposed work and the used techniques in the 
literature has been made. From this comparison, the DWT-
OFDM shows a potential and gives a performance 
improvement between 57%-92% for different modulation 
techniques. 

 

REFERENCES   
[1] N. Brümmer, “Application-independent evaluation of speaker 

detection,” in Proc. Odyssey: Speaker Lang. Recognition Workshop, 
2004, pp. 33–40. 

[2]  J. Gonzalez-Rodriguez, A. Drygajlo, D. Ramos-Castro, M. Garcia-
Gomar, and J. Ortega-Garcia, “Robust estimation, interpretation and 
assessment of likelihood ratios in forensic speaker recognition,” 
Comput. Speech Lang., vol. 20, no. 2–3, pp. 331–355, 2006. 

[3] W. M. Campbell, K. J. Brady, J. P. Campbell, R. Granville, and D. A. 
Reynolds, “Understanding scores in forensic speaker recognition,” in 
Proc. Odyssey: Speaker Lang. Recognition Workshop, 2006. 

[4] Kh. Abdullah And Z. M. Hussain, "Studies On Dwt-Ofdm And Fft-
Ofdm Systems",International Conference On Communication, 
Computer And Power (Icccp’09), Muscat, February 15-18, 2009. 

[5] M. Breiling, S. H. M¨uller, and J. B. Huber, “SLM peak power 
reduction without explicit side information,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 
5, no. 6, pp.239–241, 2001. 

[6] J. Tellado, Multicarrier Modulation with Low PAR. Applications to 
DSL and Wireless. New York: Kluwer Academic Publishers, 2002. 

[7] A. Ben Aicha, F. Tilli, S. Ben Jebara, PAPR analysis and reduction in 
WPDM systems, in: IEEE first international symposyiom on control, 
communications and signal processing, 2004, pp. 315-318. 

[8] Volkan Kumbasar, Oguz Kucur, Better wavelet packet tree structure for 
PAPR reduction in WOFDM systems, Science Direct, Digital signal 
processing 18(2008), pp. 885-891. 

[9] H. Zhang, D. Yuan, and M. Patzold, "Novel study on PAPRs reduction 
in wavelet-based multicarrier modulation systems", Science Direct, 
Digital signal processing 17, pp. 272-279, 2007. 

[10] M. Al-Akaidi, O. Daoud, and S. Linfoot, "A new Turbo Coding 
Approach to reduce the Peak-to-Average Power Ratio of a Multi-
Antenna-OFDM", International Journal of Mobile Communications, 
vol. 5, no.3, pp. 357-369 ,2007. 

[11] R. Mirghani, and M. Ghavami, “Comparison between Wavelet-based 
and Fourier-based Multicarrier UWB Systems”, IET Communications, 
Vol. 2, Issue 2, pp. 353-358, 2008. 

[12] R. Dilmirghani, M. Ghavami, “Wavelet Vs Fourier Based UWB 
Systems”, 18th IEEE International Symposium on Personal, Indoor and 
MobileRadio Communications, pp.1-5, September 2007. 

[13] B.G. Negash and H Nikookar, wavelet based OFDM for wireless 
channels, international research center for telecommunications-
transmission and radar, faculty of Information technology and systems, 
Delft University of technology, Vol 1, 2001,pp. 688-691. 

[14] H Zhang, Wavelet Packet Based Multicarrier CDMA wireless 
communications systems, PhD Thesis, University of Cincinnati (USA), 
March, 2004. 

[15] H.. Taha and M.F. Salleh, Multi-carrier transmission techniques for 
wireless Communication Systems. A Survey., WSEAS transaction on 
communications, Issue 5, Vol 8, May 2009. 

[16] A. Kattoush, W. Mahmoud and S. Nihad, "The performance of 
multiwavelets based OFDM system under different channel 
conditions", Digital Signal Processing, Elsevier, article in press. 

[17] S.-Y.Lung, "Applied multi-wavelet feature to text independent speaker 
identification", IEICE Trans. Fundam. E87-A (4) 944–945, 2004. 

[18] J.-D.Wu, and B.-F. Lin, "Speaker identification using discrete wavelet 
packet transform technique with irregular decomposition Expert 
Systems with Applications",  363136–3143, 2009. 

[19] A. R. Lindsey, “Wavelet packet modulation: a generalized method for 
orthogonally multiplexed communications,” in IEEE 27th 
Southeastern Symposium on System Theory, 1995, pp. 392–396. 

[20] D. Daly, C. Heneghan, A. Fagan, and M. Vetterli, “Optimal wavelet 
packet modulation under finite complexity constraint,” in Proc. ICASP, 
vol. 3, 2002, pp. 2789–2792. 

[21] H. Guo, C. S. Burrus, ''Wavelet Transform Based Fast Approximate 
Fourier Transform'', Proc. of ICAASP-1997, Munich, Germany. 

[22] M. Muck., de Courville M. and Duhamel P. “A Pseudorandom Postfix 
OFDM Modulator-Semi-blind Channel Estimation and Equalization,” 
IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 54, no. 3, pp. 1005- 17, 
March 2006. 

[23] D.Karamehmedovic, M. K. Lakshmanan and H. Nikookar, 
Performance of Wavelet Packet Modulation and OFDM in the 

Presence of Carrier Frequency and Phase Noise", Proceedings of the 
1st European Wireless Technology Conference, EuMA, Amsterdam, 
Netherlands, 2008, pp. 166-169. 

[24] D. Gupta, V. B Vats and K. K. Garg, "Performance Analysis of DFT-
OFDM, DCTOFDM, and DWT-OFDM Systems in AWGN Channel", 
IEEE Fourth International Conference Wireless and Mobile 
Communications,( ICWMC '08), Athens, 2008, pp. 214-216. 

[25] R. C. Gonzales, R. E.Woods, and S. L. Eddins. Digital Image 
Processing. Prentice Hall, 2008. 

[26] D. Donoho, De-noising by Soft-thresholding., IEEE Trans. Information 
Theory, Vol. 41, No. 3, pp. 613-627, 1995. 

[27] G. Keshav Palshikar, Simple Algorithms for Peak Detection in Time-
Series, in Proc. 1st Int. Conf. Advanced Data Analysis, Business 
Analytics and Intelligence (ICADABAI2009), Ahmedabad, 6-7 June 
2009.  

 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF COMPUTERS AND COMMUNICATIONS Issue 4, Volume 6, 2012

200



 

 

 
Omar R. Daoud  is the head of communications and electronics department 
in Philadelphia University.  
     He obtained his PhD in Communication and Electronics Engineering from 
De Montfort University (DMU), UK, in 2006.  
     Dr. Daoud has joined Philadelphia University in 2007 as an Assistant 
Professor. His current work is about achieving quality of service for the fourth 
generation of wireless and mobile communication systems by combining the 
advantages of OFDM and multiple antenna technology. 
 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF COMPUTERS AND COMMUNICATIONS Issue 4, Volume 6, 2012

201




