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Mathematical analysis and optimization of a carrier tracking loop are presented. Due to fast changing of the carrier frequency in
some satellite systems, such as Low Earth Orbit (LEO) or Global Positioning System (GPS), or some planes like Unmanned Aerial
Vehicles (UAVs), high dynamic tracking loops play a very important role. In this paper an optimized tracking loop consisting
of a third-order Phase Locked Loop (PLL) assisted by a second-order Frequency Locked Loop (FLL) for UAVs is proposed and
discussed. Based on this structure an optimal loop has been designed. The main advantages of this approach are the reduction
of the computation complexity and smaller phase error. The paper shows the simulation results, comparing them with a previous

work.

1. Introduction

PLL is used in many communication systems for synchro-
nization and tracking of carrier. Use of PLL assisted FLL is
very common in a lot of receivers for reducing locking time
and avoiding false locks. The typical trade-off in tracking
loop design is bandwidth versus dynamic performance. The
effect of noise increase is increment of the loop bandwidth,
while dynamic tracking error increment decreases the loop
bandwidth [1].

Because speed of the UAVs is limited (against GPS and
LEO that have high speed), therefore shift of the carrier
frequency is almost small; hence the bandwidth of our
tracking loop is narrow so it has two advantages, tracking
ability of high dynamic carrier and the noise decreasing.

It is obvious that limit of the Doppler shift tracking has
direct relationship with the loop bandwidth and bandwidth of
the loop corresponds to the carrier bandwidth with attention
to Doppler shift that should take it into account for the loop
design.

Most of the above phenomena are related to the presence
of the Doppler effects that shall be compensated at the
receiver side. This puts forward higher requirements for the
carrier tracking structure due to the high changing in carrier

frequency. The goal of this paper is the improvement of the
tracking loop dynamic behavior proposing a new topology
based on the modified third-order PLL assisted second-order
FLL, which has a smaller phase error. This new structure
has been simulated and the results are compared to the
previous works. Reducing the phase error allows obtaining a
faster tracking of the input signal. For designing the tracking
loop, there are some methods such as two-term quadratic
functional with weighing [2] or optimization process that
poses trade-off between noise and bandwidth [3]. In this
paper a new method based on the mathematical modification
of the poles inside and outside the unitary circle is proposed.

2. Loop Structure

A typical communication front-end stage extracts the in-
phase and quadrature components from the received sig-
nal. The NCO generates the local in-phase and quadrature
reference signals at the sampling rate f,,, for coherent
correlating. The output of the loop filter modifies the phase
and frequency of the NCO every NT, ...

The phase and the frequency of the NCO are modified
every NTg,,, period, with the same pace of the loop filter
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FIGURE 1: Structure of the third-order PLL assisted second-order FLL.
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FIGURE 2: Block diagrams of (a) second- and (b) third-order digital loop filters excluding last integrator (the NCO).

output. The in-phase and quadrature components are then
sent to the inputs of the tracking loops. The base-band linear
model of the third-order PLL assisted second-order FLL
tracking loop used in our work is shown in Figure 1. In this
model, we introduced a differential block in the frequency
error path for evaluating the frequency error. In the following
sections, we will use the methods developed in [4, 5] for
analyzing this structure. The analysis results will be used
for the design of an optimized tracking loop. The in-phase
and in-quadrature correlation of the received signal with the
locally generated replicas are the inputs of the tracking loops
[4]. In our analysis, the signals obtained from the front-end
section can be expressed, for the kth sample, as

I = Ay cos () +m; [K],

@)

Qi = Agsin (@) + 1, [k],
where A, = +VPd.R(t,)sinc(Sw,T;/2) is the results of
correlation between the input signal and the NCO output,
@ = 80, = 0, — 0, is the phase estimation error, and dcwj is
the frequency estimation error. T is the integrations time and
R(-) is the code correlation function. The phase discriminator

and the linear frequency discriminator have the following
outputs:

0 (k) = Q(k)
e (k)= arctan( (k) >,
Dot (k) @
@ (k) = (20N
e (k) = arctan [2 Cross (k) )] ,
where Dot(k) and Cross(k) can be written as [4]
Dot(k)=I(k-1)I(k)+Q(k-1)Q(k),
3)

Cross (k) =I(k-1)Q(k)-I(k)Q(k-1).

A mathematical model of the FLL and the PLL is shown in
Figure 2.

In this paper combining both of the filters (Figure 2),
applying some modifications (for finding suitable factors) [2]
and optimizations (described in Section 4), we achieve the
final tracking loop of Figure 3.
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FIGURE 3: The structure of the optimum PLL for tracking Doppler rates.

Considering the transfer functions of the NCO, N(z) =
2711 -z, and the loop filters, Fe(z) and F*(z), the loop
equations become [5, 6]

¢ (k) = g“ [p ()],

k=g [pk)],

R (4)
0 (k) =N (2) y (k),

y (k)= F*(2) ¢’ (k) + D (2) F (z) €* (k),

where y(k) is the error of the loop which also represents the
NCO input.

The expressions for D(z), N(z), F*(z), and Fe(z) are

D(z)=1-z1,
Kz!
N =2 R
(=) 1-2z7!
d? 1 (5)
w 1 w
F (z)=<d“’+1—zl)'1—z1’
42 d3
F(2) = dy + —2— £
1-2z (l_z_l)

3. Loop Performance

In this second-order FLL, the overall frequency transfer
function, H”(z), can be expressed in terms of the loop filter,
F®(z), the numerically controlled oscillator, N(z), and the
discriminator function, D(z), obtaining [7, 8]

K“D (2) F* (z) N (2)

B &= Do reoNGe ©)
Also, we have
®(2) = 8 (z) )

1+ K“D(z) F® (z) N (z)’

where D(z) = 1 — z7 ! is the phase difference function. ®(z)
and ®(z) are the z transformations of 6(k) and ¢(k). For the
third-order PLL, the loop transfer function is [2, 8]

O(z)

() = . 8
@ 1+ K9F% (z) N (z) ®)
By expanding the function, we have
@) (1-3z"+327-27) =0 (2)[1
+(Gl+Gy+GS-3)z - (2G] +GS -3) 27 (9)

(67 -1)27).

4. Loop Optimization

In this section, the optimization of the PLL assisted by FLL
loop will be considered. The goal of this section is to find
an optimal filter for the loop, able to optimize the dynamic
behavior and the noise bandwidth.

Let us assume the following performance function [2, 6]:

Q=E [né (k)] + ocze2 k), (10)
k

where e(k) = O0(k) — é(k) is the deterministic part of the
phase difference between the incoming and the generated
phase. The parameter « is determined on the basis of noise
bandwidth considerations:

1

1
= — dz.
278j Jjz1=1

E [né (k)] (Dnoise (Z) Z (11)
The noise part of (10) can be expressed in terms of the closed
loop transfer function, H(z). @, is the noise spectral
density of noise 1, and is related to the input noise spectral
density by

Do (2) = H (@) H (271) Dy (2).- (12)



The closed loop transfer function is

F(z) N (z)
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Applying Parseval’s equation in (10), we have
YW =g e [-H()]
k T] Jiz|=1 (14)

-0(z)0 (z_l) édz.

In this paper we rewrite the function that should be mini-
mized H(z) as the product of two new functions, W(z) and
N(2),

H(z) =W (z) N (2). (15)

For minimizing H(z) we can minimize W(z). To do this
minimization, we used the method proposed in [9]. Applying
some factorization to the equation derived by [9] and taking
into account (11) and (14), (10) will be expressed:

1

Q=7-%. [a®y (2) + P(2)W (2) W (27)

—aW (z) N (2) @ (2) (16)
—aW (27" )N (z7") @, (2)] idz,

P(2) = [®ypu (2) + a®y ()| N(2) N (z7), (17)

inpu
in which ®y(z) = O(z) O(z ).

Let W(z) = Wy(z) + ep(z), where W (z) is the optimal
loop transfer function we are searching and ep(z) is the
variation that should be minimized on the optimized W(z).
Substituting this equation into (16) and setting the variation
of Q and ¢ to zero, we complete the standard vibrational
procedure [6, 8]:

0Q [W, (2) + ep (2)]
oe

e0 27Tj

-1 -1
. 4>|z|=1 [P ()W (2)p (z ) +P(z)W (z )p(z) 18)

—an(z) N (2) @y (2) —an (27 )N (27) @ (2)]
. ldz.
z

The notation [-], indicates that the value e(k) = 0(k) — é(k) is
kept within the interval (-7/2, 7/2].

With the method proposed in [2], the transfer functions
of the loop blocks are computed. However, in this paper we
use a new method based on the separation of the poles to find
the function of the loop blocks. In this way we reduce the
amount of computation in comparison to the former works.

With assumption,

P(z) = B, (2) Py (2) (19)
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where all the poles in P, (z) are inside the unit circle while
P, () has all the poles outside the unit circle.
So, we have from (18) that [4]

o )

N(z7") 4 (2)

oQ [W, (2) + ep (2)]
os

e=l

'Pout (Z) Pin (Z) WO (Z) -A
Pout (Z) (20)
-1 N (z) Oy (2)
%@hmmMzrhﬁer

1
- —dz.
z

From (20), we can find that the poles in the first part are z;
and those in the second part are z; ! and we have [6]

éf(z’l) % - (J-)f(z) édz. 1)

Therefore we have

oQ [Wo (2) +ep (z)] 1 B
de e=0 B 77_] (ﬁlzlﬂ {p(z )POut (2)
( 1) (22)
- N(z" ) D (2)
| Pin(z)WO(z)_“W .
By putting (22) to zero, we obtain
-1

Wy (e) = — (o (7)) @6 )/ (= P (Z))]out’ (23)

B, (2)

where [],, is defined such that all the poles are outside the
unit circle. The corresponding optimal loop filter is

W, (2)

PO = T WoNG

(24)

Therefore

a-bzl+cz?

F = .
S g ="

(25)

According to [2], loop factors can be computed. In our paper
these factors are a = 0.413, b = 1.354, and ¢ = 0.612.

5. Simulation Results

In this section the simulation results are shown. Phase error
is simulated considering a step acceleration of 10 g (against
[2] works with acceleration steps up to 40 g, the required
computational burden is large since several simultaneous
correlation calculations and FFT computations are needed
[3]). Because our measurement time is very short (about
100 msec), in this time range it is possible to assume the
motion path of the vehicle is a line.
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FIGURE 4: Phase error in proposed design during the 10 g steps.
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FIGURE 5: Phase error in [2].

The designed loop has been simulated by MATLAB.
Figure 4 shows phase error simulation result for the designed
loop. In our simulation, carrier frequency is 1580 MHz, its
power is —110dBm, C/N, = 55dB/Hz, equivalent noise
bandwidth is 60 Hz, and the UAV speed is up to 500 km/h.
Comparing times T'1 of Figure 4 with T2 of Figure 5 and T3
of Figure 6 (that show the simulation results of [2] and [3],
resp., for an identical experiment), we observe that our phase
error width is almost 30-35% narrower (this corresponds to
a shorter locking time) and its amplitude is about 35-45%
smaller (this causes phase error that has less fluctuations after
reaching the zero level).

6. Conclusion

The performance of a tracking loop for high dynamic Doppler
rates consisting of a third- order PLL assisted second-order
FLL is considered. An optimal loop filter design method with
reduced calculation complexity was also proposed. In this
work as first step the authors analyzed the structure of the
modified third-order PLL assisted second-order FLL; then
the analysis results are used for deriving an optimal tracking
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FIGURE 6: Phase error in [3].

loop. Simulation result confirms that a careful design of the
loop has tracking capacity up to acceleration steps of 10 g, so
as to reduce the computation complexity.

The main advantages of the proposed loop are (1) its
simplicity for a digital (FPGA) implementation and (2) a
better performance with respect to similar solution proposed
previously.

Conflict of Interests

The authors declare that there is no conflict of interests
regarding the publication of this paper.

References

[1] W.J. Hurd, J. I. Statman, and V. A. Vilnrotter, “High dynamic
GPS receiver using maximum likelihood estimation and fre-
quency tracking” IEEE Transactions on Aerospace and Elec-
tronic Systems, vol. 23, no. 4, pp. 425-437, 1987.

[2] P. A. Roncagliolo, J. G. Garcia, and C. H. Muravchik, “Opti-
mized carrier tracking loop design for real-time high-dynamics
GNSS receivers,” International Journal of Navigation and Obser-
vation, vol. 2012, Article ID 651039, 18 pages, 2012.

[3] P. A. Roncagliolo, C. E. De Blasis, and C. H. Muravchik, “GPS
digital tracking loops design for high dynamic launching vehi-
cles,” in Proceedings of the IEEE 9th International Symposium on
Spread Spectrum Techniques and Applications, pp. 41-45, IEEE,
Manaus, Brazil, August 2006.

[4] J. T. Curran, G. Lachapelle, and C. C. Murphy, “Improving
the design of frequency lock loops for GNSS receivers,” IEEE
Transactions on Aerospace and Electronic Systems, vol. 48, no. 1,
pp. 850-868, 2012.

[5] L. Zhang, M. Yu, E Van Graas, and T. Beach, “Characterization
of GNSS signal parameters under ionosphere scintillation
conditions using software-based tracking algorithms,” in Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE/ION Position Location and Navigation
Symposium (PLANS ’10), pp. 264-275, IEEE, Indian Wells, Calif,
USA, May 2010.



(6]

P. L. Kazemi, “Optimum digital filters for GNSS tracking loops,”
in Proceedings of the 21st International Technical Meeting of the
Satellite Division of the Institute of Navigation, pp. 2304-2313,
September 2008.

P. L. Kazemi, Development of new filter and tracking schemes for
weak GPS signal tracking [Ph.D. thesis], University of Calgary,
Calgary, Canada, 2010.

J. T. Curran, D. Borio, G. Lachapelle, and C. C. Murphy,
“Reducing front-end bandwidth may improve digital GNSS
receiver performance,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing,
vol. 58, no. 4, pp. 2399-2404, 2010.

E. D. Kaplan and C. Hegarty, Understanding GPS: Principles and
Applications, Artech House, 2nd edition, 2005.

Journal of Electrical and Computer Engineering



International Journal of

Rotating
Machinery

International Journal of

The Scientific oA Distributed
World Journal Sensors Sensor Networks

Journal of
Control Science
and Engineering

Advances in

Civil Engineering

Hindawi

Submit your manuscripts at
http://www.hindawi.com

Journal of
Electrical and Computer
Engineering

Journal of

Robatics

Advances in
OptoElectronics

International Journal of

Modelling &
oot (il St perospags
Observation in Engineering

o

Aoes

5//{/?

International Journal of nas and Active and Passive
Chemical Engineering Propagation Electronic Components




